This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 
to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 
to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 
are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  marginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 
publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  this  resource,  we  have  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 

We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  from  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attribution  The  Google  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  informing  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liability  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.  Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 


at|http  :  //books  .  google  .  com/ 


f 


e 


e 


0m 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 

(AUTHORISED  EDITION), 

FOURTH      SERIES 

THIRD   SESSION    OF   THE   TWENTY-EIGHTH    PARLIAMENT 

OF  THB 

UNITED  KINGDOM  OF  GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND 


8  EDWARD  VII. 


VOLUME    CLXXXVII. 


COMPRISING    PERIOD  FROM    MONDAY,    THIRTIETH    DAY    OF    MARCH. 
1908,  TO  MONDAY,  FOURTH  DAY  OF  MAY,   1908. 


FIFTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION. 


1908. 


PRINTED   AND    PUBLISHED, 

UaUEX  CONTRACT   WITH    HIS   MAJESTY'S   STATIONEKV  OFFICK 

BT 

1     ).  FETTER  LANE.  LONDON. 


Chronology  of  "The  Parliamentary  Debates." 


THE  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  contains  all  that  can  be  collected  of  the  Legislative 
History  of  tliis  coantry  from  the  Ck>nqaest  to  the  close  of  the  XVIIIth  Century  (1803),  30  vols. 
The  chief  sources  whence  these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  Constitutional  History,  24  vols.  ; 
Sir  Simonds  IXEwes'  Journal ;  Debates  of  the  Commons  in  1620  and  1021 ;  Chandler  and 
Timberland's  Debates,  22  vols. ;  Grey's  Debates  of  the  Commons,  from  1007  to  1094, 10  vols. ; 
Almon's  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debrett's  Debates,  63  vols. ;  The  Hardwicke  Papers ;  Debates  in 
Parliament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  &c.,  &c. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are 
•et  forth  in  the  following  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTORY. 

(Firm  Parliament.) 

OONQUEST  to  34  GEO.  IL-1066to  1760. 

VoL  24  to  26.. .63  Geo.  III.  ... 
—    27  &  28.. .54        —      ... 

1812-13 
1813-14 

ToL  1  to  15,  1  Will.  I.  to  34  Geo.  II. 

—    29  to  31. ..56         —       ... 

1814-16 

1066-1760 

—    32  — 34.. .56         —       .... 

..    1816 

—    35  &  36...57         —       .... 

..    1817 

BBION  OF  OEOBOE  IIL-17B0  to  18S». 

—    37  — 38...58         —       .... 

..    1818 

ToL  15  to  36, 1  Geo.  HI.  to  40  Geo.  III. 

1760-1800 

(Sixth  Parliament.) 

(First  Parliament.) 

VoL  39  &  40.. .59  Geo.  Ill 

..    1819 

VoL  36    41  Geo.  Ill 

....1801 

—   41    60        —      ... 

1819-20 

—   36    42        —      

....1802 

(Second  Paruament.) 

Second  SeHeM. 

Vol.  36    42  Geo.  Ill 

..1802-3 

SEION  OF  OEOBOE  IV.-1820 

to  1830. 

DEBATES. 

Pint  SeriCM. 

(Seventh  Pakliamsnt.] 

> 

(Second  Parliament— «m<»ntt«i.) 

VoL    1  to    3...  1  Geo.  IV.  .... 
—      4  &    5...  2         — 

..  1820 
..    1821 

ToL    1    &   2.. .44  Geo.  m 

.1803-4 

—      6—    7...  3         —      .... 

..    1822 

_     3  to    6...46         —      

.    1806 

_      8—    9...  4         —      .... 

..    1823 

—     6  &    7.. .46        —      

.    1806 

—    10  —  11...  6          —      .... 

..    1824 

—    12  —  13...  6         —      .... 

..1825-6 

(Third  Parliament.) 

-    14  —  15...  7         —      .... 

..    1826 

VoL    8  &   9...47   Geo.  m 

..1806-7 

(Fourth  Parliament.) 

(Eiohth  Parliament.) 

ToL    9  to  11. ..48   Geo.  Ill 

.1807-8 

VoL  16    7  Geo.  IV.  .... 

..    1826 

—    12  — 14...49         —      

.    1809 

—   17   8        —      .... 

..    1827 

—    16  — 17...60         —      

.    1810 

—   18  &  19...  9        —      .... 

..    1828 

—   18  — 20...51         —      ... 

1810-11 

—    20— 21. ..10         —      .... 

..    1829 

—   81  — 2S...62         —      

.    1812 

—    22  to  25.. .11         —      ... 
a2 

..    1830 

1  O^ri  iO 


CHKOXOLOGT    OF    **TBE   PJkRLIAMENTARY  DEBATES' 


Third  SerleM. 
REIG9  OF  WILLIAM  IV.-1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Pabllugctt.) 
Vol.    1   to    3...  IWiLLlV. 1830-1 

(Term  Pabuamsnt.) 

VoL    4  to    8...  2  WnJL  IV.  1832 

—  9  —  U...  3         —       1831 

(Eleventh  Pablluikxt.) 

Vol.  15  to  20...  4  Will.  IV 1833 

—  21  —  25...  5    —   1834 

(Twelfth  Pabuamext.) 

VuL  26  to  30...  6  Will.  IV 1835 

—  31  —  35...  7         —       1836 

—  36—  38...  8         —       1837 


BBION  OF  VICTORIA-1837  to  1901. 

(Thirteenth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  39  to  44...  1  Victoria  1838  | 

—  45—  50...  2        —        1839  ! 

—  51  —  55...  3        _         1840  ; 

—  56—  58...  4        —  (a)  1841  j 

(Fourteenth  Parliament.)  i 

Vol.   59    4  Victoria    (b)  1841  ! 

—  60  to   65...  5  —         1842 

_  66—  71  ..  6  -          1843 

—  72—  76...  7  —         1844 

_  77  —  82..    S  —         1845 

—  83—  88...  9  —         1846 

—  89  —  94.. .10  —  (a)  1847 

(FiFiEENTH  Parliament.) 

Vol.    95    10  ViCTOjiU  (b)  1847 

^     96  to  101. ..11        —        1848 

.-   102— 107. ..12        —         1849 

^    108— 113.. .13        —        1850 

_    114— 118.. .14        —        1851 

—  119— 122.. .15        —  (a)  1852 

(Sixteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.123    15  Victoria  (b)  1852 

—  124  to  129.. .16        —         1853 

_    130— 135. ..17        —         1854 

—  136— 139.. .18        —         1855 

—  140— 143.. .19        —  ......18.56 

—  144    20        —  (a)  1857 


(Sevkmeenth  Pabuamxnt.) 
Vol  145  to  147...20  Victoria     (b)  1857 


—  148— 151. .21 

—  152— 153...22 


.1858 
(a)  1859 


(Eighteenth  Pabliaxsnt.) 

VoL  154  to  155.. .22  Victoria  (b)  1859 

—  156— 160.. .23  —    1860 

—  161  ^164...24  —    1861 

—  165— 168...25  —    1862 

—  169— 172...26  —    1863 

—  173— 176.. .27  —    1864 

—  177— 180...28  —    1865 

(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 

VoL  181  to  184.. .29  Victoria 1866 

—  185— 189.. .30        —        1867 

—  190— 193.. .31        —        ...1867^ 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 

VoL  194  to  198.. .32  Victoria  ...  1868-9 

—  199— 203.. .33        —  1870 

—  204— 208.. .34        —  1871 

—  209— 213.. .35        —  1872 

—  214— 217. ..36        —  1873 

(Twenty-First  Paruament.) 

VoL218to221...37  Victorla  1874 

—  222— 226.. .38         —  1875 

—  227— 231. ..39        —  1876 

—  232— 236.. .40        —  1877 

—  237— 242.. .41         —  1878 

—  243— 249.. .42         —         ...1878-9 

—  250  &  251.  ..43         —  (a)  1880 

(Twenty-Second  Parliament.) 

Vol.  252  to  256 ...  43  Victoria  (b)  1 880 

—  257— 265. ..44  —         1881 

—  266— 273.. .45  —  (a)  1882 

—  274  &  275.. .45  —  (b)  1882 

—  276to283...46  —         1883 

—  284— 292. ..47  —         1884 

—  293— 301. ..48  —  ...1884-5 

(Twenty-Third  Parliament.) 
VoL  302  to  307 ...  49  Victoria     (a)  1 886 

(Twenty- Fouri*h  Parliament.) 

VoL  308  &  309... 49  Victoria  (b)  1886 

—  310  to  321.  ..50    —    1887 

—  322— 332.. .51    —    1868 

—  333 —340.. .52    —    1889 

—  341 —348.. .53    —    1890 

—  349— 356.. .54    -  ...  1890-1 


CHKONOLOGY    OF   "THE   PARLIAMENTARY   DEBATES '--con<. 


Fourth  Seriea. 


(Twknty-Sevknth  Parliament.) 


(Twenty-Fourth  Parliament — conL)    !  Vol.  88 
Vol.     1  to     6.. .55  Victoria  1892 


.64  Victoria     1900 


(Twenty-Fifth  Parlllment.) 

Vol.     7    56  Victoria  1892 

—  8   to  21. ..57         —         ...  1893-4 

—  22—  29.. .57         —         1894 

—  30—  36.. .58        —        1895 

(Twenty-Sixth  Parliament.) 


Vol. 


36     59  \ 

''ICTORIA    . 

....1895 

37  to  44.. .59 

.  1895-6 

45  —  52.. .60 



....1897 

53—  65.. .61 



....1898 

66  —  76.. .62 



....1899 

77    63 

— 

....1899 

78  —  83.. .63 

— 

....1900 

84...  63t&64 



....1900 

85—  87.. .64 

— 

...1900 

REIGN  OF  EDWABD  VII. 


(Twenty-Seventh  Parliament — cont.) 


Vol.   89  1  Edward  VIL. 

..1901 

—     90  to  100    1        — 

..1901 

—   101     ...     1  &  2    — 

..1902 

—   102  to  117    2        — 

..1902 

—   118  to  128    3        — 

..1903 

—   129toU0    4        — 

..1904 

—   141  to  151    6        — 

..1906 

(Twenty-Eighth  Paruambnt.) 

Vol.  152  to  168    6  Edward  VIL. 

..1906 

Vol.  169  to  182    7          

..1907 

Vol.  183  to  187    8          „ 

..1908 

f 


xii  TABLE   OF   CONTENTS. 

Mar.  30.]  Page 

Amendment  moved — 

"  That  the  debate  be  adjourned." — (The  Marquess  of  Lmsdoume.) 

The  Loi'd  Prky  Seal  (The  Marquess  of  Eipon) 46 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Birmingham 47 

The  Earl  of  Bosebery        4^ 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to,  and  the  further  delwtte  adjourned 
accordingly,  sine  die. 

The  Persian  Frontier. 

Lord  Newloton       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...       4^ 

The  Undei'-Secretanj  of  State  for  Foi'eign  Affairs  (Lord  Fitzmaurice)     ...       50 

House  of  Lords  Offices. — First  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  considered 

(according  to  order),  and  agreed  to    ...  55 

House   adjourned   at   twenty   minutes  past  Seven  o'clock,  till 
Tc-morrow,  a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS  :     MONDAY,    30th    MARCH,    1908. 
The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Private  Bills  (Standing  Order  63  Complied  With).— London  United 

Tramways  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 53 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  Previously  Inquired  Into 

Complied  With).— Briton  Ferry  Urban  District  Council   Bill   [Lords]; 

London   Coimty  Council   (Tramways  and   Improvements)  Bill  [Lords] ; 

Rhymney  Railway  Bill  [Lords] ;  Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Society 

Bill  [Lords] ;   Interoceanic  Railway  of  Mexico  Bill  [Lords] ;  Commercial 

Union  Assurance  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time  ...         5S 

Bury  and  District  Joint  Water  Board  Bill ;  Dublin  and  South  Eastern 
.  Railway  Bill ;  Finchley  Urban  District  Council  Bill ;  Seaham  Harbour  Dock 
Bill. — Read  the  third  time  and  passed  54 

Bromley  and  Crays  Gas  Bill ;  Glyncorrwg  Urban  District  Council  Bill ;  Lin- 
coln Corporation  Bill. — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...       54 

Huddersfield  Water  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed    ...       54 

Message  from  the  Lords. — That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  Camber- 
well  and  other  Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Superannuation)  Bill  [Lords]. 

Camberwell  and  other  Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Superannuation 
Bill  [Lords J. — Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills       ...       54 

PETITIONS. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill. — Petition  against ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table      i>4 

Dairies  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petition  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 54 

Licensing  Bill.— 3  Petitions  against :  to  lie  upon  the  Table     *..  54 

Licensing  Bill. — Petition  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  54 

Licensing  Bill. — 15  Petitions  in  favour :  to  lie  upon  the  Table  55 


TABLE    OF   CONTENTS.  xiii 

JO.]  Page 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  <fec. 

>lial  Schools  (Ireland).— Return  to  be  printed.    [No.  104]       55 

I  Taxation  (Ireland)  Returns. — Returns;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        ...  55 

Services  (Supplementary)  Estimate,  1908-9.— Amount  required  in 
;he  year  ending  dlst  March,  1909,  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings 
by  Command] ;  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  to  be  printed 

No.  105]           55 

ic  Accounts  (Navy  Votes). — Treasury  Minutes,  temporary  application 
)f  Surpluses  on  certain  Navy  Votes ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

No.  106J           55 

ic   Accounts   (Army  Votes). — Treasury  Minute,  authorising  the  tem- 
porary application  of  Surpluses  on  certain  Army  Votes ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Fable,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  107] 55 

^rial  Revenue  (Collection  and  Expenditure)  (Oreat  Britain  and 

[reland). — Return  ordered 55 

mue  and  Expenditure  (England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland).— Return 

ordered 56 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

liary  Elngines  on  Battleships *.*         56 

time  in  Cork  Post  Office          56 

Post  Office  and  the  American  Mails »         ...         ...         57 

hs  due  to  Administration  of  Anaesthetics      ...         ...         57 

in  Auxiliary  Postmen 58 

tment  of  a  Sorter  in  the  East  Central  District 59 

le  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill        ...         59 

;es  of  Packers  in  the  Ordnance  Store  Department,  Woolwich         59 

ual  Cost  of  a  Battleship            60 

dng  Staff  at  Chatham  Naval  Hospital            60 

ihers  and  Religious  Instruction            61 

jhase  of  the  Doongeelagh  Estate,  Co.  Sligo     ...         .^ 61 

pensation  for  Loss  to  Staff  Officers  of  Disbanded  Volunteer  Regiments      ...  62 

Duke  of  York's  School— New  Site ...         62 

cination  Exemption — Case  of  Mr.  Eastman *         62 

al  Facilities  at  Curragnaneen  ... 63 

jcted  Sites  for  Labourers'  Cottages  in  the  Clogheen  Rural  District 64 

rloading  of  the  Steamer  "  Baltic  Exchange"  :.. 64 

inces  terminated  at  Ashton-under-Lyne  and  Hurst    ...          64 

ortatioQ  of  Low  Class  China  leas        ...         ...  65 

:ted  Tenants — Reinstatement  of  John  McKernan     ...  67 

usal  to  Reinstate  Martin  Brier  of  Ballymulta 67 

Glenahiery  Outrage      68 

Qstatement  of  Mrs.  C.  Gleasure 68 

t  of  Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Congestion 68 

»r  Relief  in  Ireland         C9 


xiv  TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

Mar.  30.]  Page 

Division  of  the  Estate  of  Sir  E.  Burrows  at  Bushfield,  Queen's  County 69 

Belief  of  Distress  at  Durgan  and  Portadown        70 

Distress  in  Belfast 71 

QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Naval  Battle  Practice           72 

Torpedo  Boats  Be-boilered 72 

Befitting  of  Protected  Cruisers       73 

Kepairs  to  Armoured  Cruisers        73 

Bosyth           73 

Navy  Contracts         ..          74 

Haulbowline  Works— Cost  of  Granite       74 

Cost  of  Battleships 75 

Cost  of  the  Territorial  Force           76 

Territorial  Force — Separation  Allowance  for  Lance-Corporals 77 

Volunteer  Quartermasters 77 

Optional  Period  of  Training            78 

Australia  and  Compulsory  Military  Training       79 

Volunteers  and  the  Long  Service  Medal 79 

War  OflBce  Supply  of  Cordite         79 

Yeomanry  and  the  Territorial  Army         81 

Scarborough  Barracks          81 

Supply  of  Army  Horses       82 

Motor  Vehicles  for  Army  Services 82 

Old  Fife  Artillery  Militia 83 

Territorial  Forces  Medal     83 

Army  Council  (Powers)  Bill           83 

Opium  in  Ceylon       83 

Ceylon  Postal  and  Telegraph  Bates           84 

Communication  with  Nyassaland 84 

Chinese  Labour  Ordinance 85 

The  Nairobi  Incident          85 

Trade  at  Gibraltar 87 

Anglo-Bussian  Convention 87 

Mecca  Pilgrims        ... 87 

Probation  of  Offenders  Act 88 

Dock  Accident          88 

Suppressed  Licences  in  Staffordshire          ...  89 

Social  Conditions  in  Germany        89 

Norwegian  Granite 89 

Granite  Freightage 90 

Examination  for  Trawl  Fishermen 90 

Danish  Bacon            91 

Anthrax        91 

Notification  of  Births  Act 92 


tABLE   OF  CONTENTS.  rv 

Mar.  30.]  Fage' 

Motor  Speeds            92 

Loss  on  Press  Telegrams      93- 

Keligious  Instructions  in  Non-Provided  Schook 93 

Education  Code        94 

Dutch  Cheese  Frauds           94 

Imports  of  Peat-Moss  Litter           94 

Farmers*  Co-operative  Societies      95 

Margarine  in  Glasgow         95 

Peckham  Election 96 

E^istration  of  Titles  in  Scotland 98- 

Trawling  in  St  Magnus  Bay          98 

Boyal  Scottish  Museum       98^ 

Scottish  Sheriff  Clerks         99 

False  Trade  Descriptions 99- 

Boxwell  Evicted  Tenants 100 

Case  of  James  Brett,  Evicted  Tenant        100- 

Mr.  Greorge  Whitens  Leitrim  Evicted  Tenants      101 

The  Union  Jack  in  Irish  National  Schools]           101 

Cavan  Townlands      ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••  101 

Wexford  County  Council  and  the  Veterinary  Surgeons  Act»  1881        102 

Case  of  John  Bermingham ...  102 

Bullinbull  Cattle  Drive        103 

BaUaghadalla  Cattle  Drive 103- 

The  Glenahiery  Outrage      104 

Land  Sales  in  County  Longford     105 

Uaconchy  Estate,  North  Longford 10& 

Cost  of  Teaching  Irish  in  National  Schools           106 

Marlborough  Street  Training  College        106 

Belfast  Health  Commission •         107 

Land  Dispute  in  County  Cavan      108^ 

Ireland  and  the  Hobhouse  Seport 108 

Fiscal  Question         109 

Easter  Vacation        110 

Port  of  London  Bill 110 

On-Licences  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...  110 

Building  Societies  and  Income  Tax           Ill 

Housing  Bill  •••         »• 112 

Kew  Member  Sworn.— William  John  MacGeagh  MaeCaw,  esquire,  for  the 

county  of  Down  (West  Down  Division)         112. 

Business  of  the  House  ((Government  of  Ireland). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Motion 
relating  to  the  Government  of  Ireland,  if  under  discussion  at  Eleven 
I  o'clock  this  nifht,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order  (Sit- 

I  tings  of  the  House)." — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer). 

The  Housa  divided;  Ayw,  294;  Noes,  84.     (Division  List,  No.  58.)       ...  112 


I 


'-> 


TIT  TABLE  OF  COKTEXT5. 

Mar.  30.]  Pa^ 

JyivKion  of  the  Estate  of  Sir  EL  BonowB  st  Bndifield,  Queen's  Coonty 69 

Belief  of  Distress  at  Dorgao  and  Portadavn        70 

Distress  in  Belfast 71 

QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Naval  Battle  Praetiee           72 

Torpedo  Boats  Be-boilered 

Befitting  of  Protected  Cmisers       7S 

Bepairs  to  Annoared  Cruisers        73 

Bosyth          73 

Navy  Contracts        ..          74 

HaulbowUne  Works— Cost  of  Oranite       74 

Cost  of  Battleships 75 

Cost  of  the  Territorial  Force           76 

Territorial  Force — Separation  Allowance  for  Lance-Corporals 77 

Volunteer  Quartermasters 77 

Optional  Period  of  Training            78 

Australia  and  Compulsory  Military  Training       79 

Volunteers  and  the  Long  Service  Medal 79 

War  Office  Supply  of  Cordite         79 

Yeomanry  and  the  Territorial  Army         81 

Scarborough  Barracks          81 

Supply  of  Army  Horses       82 

Motor  Vehicles  for  Army  Services 82 

Old  Fife  Artillery  Militia 83 

Territorial  Forces  Medal     83 

Army  Council  (Powers)  Bill           83 

Opium  in  Ceylon      83 

Ceylon  Postal  and  Telegraph  Bates           84 

Communication  with  Nyassaland 84 

Chinese  Labour  Ordinance 85 

The  Nairobi  Incident          85 

Trade  at  Gibraltar 87 

Anglo-Bussian  Convention 87 

Mecca  Pilgrims        87 

Probation  of  Offenders  Act 88 

Dock  Accident          88 

Suppressed  Licences  in  Staffordshire          89 

Social  Conditions  in  Germany        89 

Norwegian  Granite 89 

Granito  Freightage 90 

Examination  for  Trawl  Fishermen 90 

Danish  Bacon            91 

Anthrax        91 

Notification  of  Births  Act 92 


tABLE   OF  CONTENTS.  xv 

Mar.  30.]  Pag& 

Motor  Speeds  92 

Loss  on  Press  Telegrams      93- 

Beligious  Instructions  in  Non-Provided  Schools ...         ••.  93 

Education  Code        94 

Dutch  Cheese  Frauds  94 

Imports  of  Peat-Moss  Litter  94 

Farmers' Co-operative  Societies       95 

Margarine  in  Glasgow         95 

Peckham  Election 96 

Registration  of  Titles  in  Scotland 98 

Trawling  in  St  Magnus  Bay  98 

Royal  Scottish  Museum       .•.  98 

Scottish  Sheriff  Clerks         99 

False  Trade  Descriptions 99- 

Boxwell  Evicted  Tenants 100 

Case  of  James  Brett,  Evicted  Tenant        100 

Mr.  Greorge  White's  Leitrim  Evicted  Tenants      101 

The  Union  Jack  in  Irish  National  Schools]  101 

Cavan  Townlands      101 

Wexford  County  Council  and  the  Veterinary  Surgeons  Act»  1881        102 

Case  of  John  Bermingham ...  102 

Bullinbull  Cattle  Drive        103 

Ballaghadalla  Cattle  Drive 103 

The  Glenahiery  Outrage      104 

Land  Sales  in  County  Longford     105 

Maconchy  Estate,  North  Longford 105 

Cost  of  Teaching  Irish  in  National  Schools  106 

Marlborough  Street  Training  College        106 

Belfast  Health  Commission 107 

Land  Dispute  in  County  Cavan      108 

Ireland  and  the  Hobhouse  Report 108 

Fiscal  Question         109 

Easter  Vacation        110 

Port  of  London  Bill 110 

On-Licences 110 

Building  Societies  and  Income  Tax  Ill 

Housing  Bill  •••        »• 112 

New  Member  Sworn. — William  John  MaoGeagh  MaeCaw,  esquire,  for  the 

county  of  Down  (West  Down  Division)         ...         112. 

Business  of  the  House  (Government  of  Ireland). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Motion 
relating  to  the  Government  of  Ireland,  if  under  discussion  at  Eleven 
o'clock  this  ni^ht,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order  (Sit- 
tings of  the  House)." — (The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer). 

The  House  divided ;  Ayes,  294 ;  Noes,  84.     (Division  List,  No.  58.)        ...  112 


Gi 

E5 


.  xvi                                              TABLE   OF   CONTENTS. 

Di  is  G0VER^>IENT  OF  IRELAND. 

-D  |.  Mr,  John  lleflmoml  {IVaterfvrd)     

f  ^  Mr.  Itainy  {Kilrrmrnock  Bwrglui) 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  present  system  of  Govern 

ment  in  Ireland  is  in  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  Irish   people  and 

gives  them  no  voice  in  the  management  of  their  own  afiairs ;  that  dw 

Nava  system  is  consequently  inefficient  and  extravagantly  coetly ;    that  ii 

Torp  does  not  enjoy  the  confidence  of  any  section  of  the  population ;  that  ii 

^g^  is  productive  of  universal  discontent  and  unrest,  and  is   incapable  of 

satisfactorily  promoting  the  material  and  intellectual  progress  of  the 

■^P^  pei^ple ;  that  the  reform  of  Irish  (Tovernment  is  a  matter  vital  to  the 

£os}  interests  of  Ireland  and  calculated  i^reatly  to  promote  the   well-being 

jjny  of  the  people  of  Great  BriUiin  ;  ana,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 

solution  of  this  pn>blem  can  only  1h)  attaineii  b\   giving  to  the  Irish 

^*^  pei^plo  the  legislative  and  executive  control  of  all  purely  Irish  aflFaira." 

CJost  — ( J/r.  John  Itedmoml), 

Cost  Earl  Veny  {Kt'nsimjton^  S,)  ...  

Terr  Amendment  pwpi>sed — 

Voh  "  To  leave  luit  all  the  wonls  after  the  word  'That '  in  line  1,  and 

Opti  to  insert  the  wonls  *  inasmuch  as  the  abivndonment  by   the  Imperial 

.  Tarliaiuent  of  its  undividiHl  n^sponsibility,  both  for  legislation  and 

"^^  administration  within  the  Unitoil  Kingiiom,*  would  injure  the  prosperity 

Voli  of  lix^land  and  imperil  the  ^ecurity  of  Great  Britain,  this  House  is 

"^JVai  unalterably  i>p|H>8ed  to  the  creation  of  an  Irish  Parliament  with  a 

Y  rt^siH^nsible  oxooutivo,' '' — {Karl  Paxu\ 

Q  <Jue«?tioi\  pr\»^K>seii,  **  That  the  wonls  pn^p^^seii  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

^^^^  the  l^Hiestioiu" 

®^P  The  ChUfSr'adarijfi>i^  Irrlnntl  (Mr.  inrrffli  BrisU,  X)  

Mot  Mt\  l^^itchtr  (CamhrHifjtrnUvrMti/)  ...  

Old  Mr.  M'^st^fnan  {U'cst  Ham,  X) 

m  Mr.  Mi^Ut  {ri^nnofith)       

•^®  M'\  tfn>tV^  Cli^rk  (M/as<ty  y.)      

Ari  Mr.  l^i^riu'S  {iflt^inHi\  lUih'kfnar$) 

Opi  M'\  AthrrUt^-^hmrs  (Ihirhamy  yjr.)         

Q^  C'lyt'iin  Ihmdan  (iWky  A\)  

^  Mf-.  intrrie  (L>fnh'niiirrrif,  y.)       

Co'  ,\/r.  Klas  ^.Vt>//*»<;Atiiiij«/u*v,  AWtf/y/l?) 

Chi  Mr.  A.  J.  M/o**r  {Ciiff  of^  i4i^niii^)  

rni^  i*V  Chi'.tiri.rlh*r  or'tht^  K.irht\^tii^r  {.Vr.  Asqtkit\,  /VvA^ire,  EJ)        

i, '  Mr.  r.  M.  //•(<:'/  {L<^*th,  y.)      ;..      

i^iu':<uou  put>  "That  the  wonls  pn^jKVjitHl  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

^^  V^uostion." 

^^  The  House  dividtnl  :  — Ayes,  ."^o* :  Noes.  U:i,     ^IMrision  List  Nol  59.) 

^^'  Main  «^ut«tion  again  pn>iK>siHl. 

^^  Mr,  >tnt^'f^Kti\<-^\  ^^'''^^■^'•''*^^'''<''^  —  

Su  Ame:uiiue:it  prv^^^vsevl 

So  "*  At  the  end  of  the  v^uestiou  to  add  the  ^ronis  ^ subject  to  iha 

jj^  <;a^reiue  autlunuy  v»f  tho  hu^K^rial  rArliamout/ "— i  l/'r.  5ittt«m.) 

QTies:io:i»  **  l**^^^t  thwso  wonls  Ik^  then*  a^KUxir  put.  and  agrei^  tOL 

Maiu  v^Huv>tu>su  as  anieuv!ovU  put. 

D;  rho  House  dixidi^l :     Ave*,  v^K^  :  Nv>e*.  i:>:.     yDivisioa  List  Xol  6a) 

A  Kes«.^'^  e* -  That  the  piv«e»tt  system  of  Gowrttuient  in  Ireland  is  in  f^p^omUkm 

N  .^         :o  the  ^^iil  oi   ^^^^*   l'*^^^    jHH^^Je  and  gives  them   oo   \xura   in  lh» 
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management  of  their  own  nftairs;  that  the  system  is  consequently 
inefficient  add  extravagantly  costly ;  chat  it  does  not  enjoy  the  con- 
fidence of  any  section  of  the  population ;  that  it  is  productive  of  universal 
discontent  and  unrest,  and  is  incapable  of  satisfactorily  promoting  the 
material  and  intellectual  progress  of  the  people  ;  that  the  reform  of  Irish 
Government  is  a  matter  vital  to  the  interests  of  Ireland  and  calculated 
greatly  to  promote  the  well-being  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  ;  and, 
in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  solution  of  this  problem  can  only  be 
attained  by  giving  to  the  Irish  people  the  legislative  and  executive 
control  of  all  purely  Irish  affairs,  subject  to  the  supreme  authority  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament. 

And,  it  being  after  half  past  Eleven  of  the  Clock  on  Monday  evening,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Qaestion  put,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Order. 

Adjourned  at  Seven  minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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lNDING  Order  applicable  to  the  following  Bill  complied  with  : — Local 
Government  /Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  [H.L.J. 

The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table         245 
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>tropolitan  Electric  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]. — Reported  from  the  Select 
Committee;  with  Amendments  245 
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»nelly  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]. — Read  3%  and  Amendment  made ;  Bill  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons 245 

r  Vale  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Fishguard  and  Rosslare  Railways  and  Harbours 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Skegness  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [H.L.]  ;  North  British  and 
Mercantile  Insurance  Company  Bill  [h.l.]. — Read  3%  and  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons  245 

ry  and  District  Joint  Water  Board  Bill ;  Dublin  and  South  Eastern 
Railway  Bill ;  Finchley  Urban  District  Council  Bill ;  Seaham  Harbour 
Dock  Bill. — Brought  from  the  Commons,  read  1*^  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners         245 

RETURNS,   REPORTS,   &c. 

>e  of  Good  Hope  (Observatory). — Report  of  His  Majesty's  Astronomer...     245 

^y  (Estimates,  1907-1908)  (Programme  of  Shipboilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  etc.) — Statement  showing  the  probable  effect  on  the  pro- 
gramme due  to  re-appropriation  of  cash  provision,  etc 246 

Kimercial,  No.  2.  (1908).— Despatches  from  His  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Panama,  respecting  the  employment  of  British  West  Indian  labour  in  the 
Panama  Canal  Zone      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     246 

^aty  Series,  No.  7,  (1908).— Convention  between  the  United  Kingdom  and 
France  respecting  commercial  relations  between  France  and  Barbados      ...     246 
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with  further  Amendments ;  The  Keport  of  the  Amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Wliolo  House  and  by  the  Standing  Committee  to  be  received 
on  Thursday  next,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended         ...  ...  ...    247 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  [Second  Reading].— Oi-der  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  Read. 

The  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  War  {The  Earl  of  Portsmouth) 247 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"— (r/ic  Earl  of  Portmauth) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2a,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

The  Territorial  Force. 

The  Earl  of  Dartmouth      ...  ^^^  247 

The  Earl  of  Portsmouth      [[[  251 

Lord  Lovat [[[  254 

The  PresideiU  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries  (Earl  CarringUm)  255 

Sunday  Opening  of  Art  Galleries. 

Lard  Newton  255 

The  Earl  of  Carlisle  258 

Lord  Ikntnan         259 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  260 

LordXewton  ]][  263 

Affairs  in  the  Island  of  Vatersay. 
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House  adjourned    at    twenty  minutes  past  Seven  o*clock,  tQI 
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TABLE   OF   CONTENTS.  xlx 

Mar.  31.]  Pa^ 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS:  TUESDAY,  31ST  MARCH,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE    BILL    BUSINESS. 

Hull  and  Bamsley  Railway  BiU. — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 

third  time  291 

Great  Western  Railway  Superannuation  (Scheme)  Bill  [Lords]  (By 

Order). — Read  a  second  time  and  committed        291 

metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order  Bill.— Read  the  first  time :  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  182]  291 

North  Eastern  Railway  Bill ;  Humber  Commercial  Railway  and  Dock  Bill. — 
Reported  ¥nth  Amendments ;  Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed ...     292 

Leicester  Oorporation  BilL — Reported  from  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, wiui  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed     292 

Standing  Orders. — Resolutions  reported  from  the  Select  Committee. 

Resolutions  agreed  to       292 

Ards  and  Bangor  Railways  Bill. — Report  [this  day]  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  read. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time— (JA«  DeptUy-Chairman)  293 

Blough  Urban  District  Water  Bill.— Reported  [Preamble  not  proved]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table 

PETITIONS. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.— Petition  in  favour; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table 293 

Licensing  BilL — 37  Petitions  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    ...  293 

Licensing  BilL — 45  Petitions  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  294 

Moray  Pirth  (Illegal  Trawling).— Petition  for  prevention  ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table 29 

Saleof  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill.— Petition  in  favour;  tto  lie 

upon  the  Table ...         294 

Women's  Enfranchisement  Bill.— Petition  in  favour ;  to  Ho  upon  the  Table      294 

RETURNS,    REPORTS,  &c. 

Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions  Act,  1866.— Orders  in  Council ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        294 

Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act,  1890. — Order  in  Council,  entitled  "  The  Northern 

Nigeria  Order  in  Council,  1908  " ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     294 

Supreme  Oourt  of  Judicature  Act,  1876.— Order  in  Council ;  to  lie  upon 

the  Table  :.:         294 

Territorial  and  Reserve  Forces  Act,  1907.— Three  Orders  in  Council ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        294 

ITavy  Estimates,  1907-8  (Programme  of  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Main- 
tenance, etc.).— Statement  showing  the  probable  effect  on  the  Programme 
due  to  Re-appropriation  of  cash,  provision,  etc.  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  108)      295 

b  2 


xxii  TABLE    OF   CONTENTS. 

Apr.  1.1  l^H^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  Thac  I^at*  be  girea  to  brin^  in  a 
Bill  to  make  further  provision  with  r^peet  \o  Uaiverdc^  Edtieaciaa  is 
Ireland/'— (.Vr.  Birrdl^ 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour  (City  of  itWc*^)  354 

Mr,  Dillon  {Mayo,  £.)     " 360 

Mr,  Moore  (Armagk,  y.) ...  ...  3W 

Mr,  Butcher  {Cambriilj^  I  'w orrktu  •  ...  . . -  3T9 

Mr,  Masfie  (fnit4ikirfl  Cnciel'id^\] ...  ...  3W 

Mr.  JrHiiam  OBri^i  {Cork)  3tt 

Mr,  Jr^ndkam  {Dorer^      ...  ...  395 

Mr,  Charles  Craig  {Ai%inm^  5.> ...  ...  396 

Sir  E,  Carson  {Dukim  Cninrai If  ^  ...  ...  3H 

Question  put. 

The  House  diWded :  Ayes*  307  ;  Xoes.  i4.     •  E^vLiirc  Use  Xol  61.) 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brv^ughr  in  by  Mr.  Birr>fLI.  Mr.  SecrrtAnr   H»MmiiIi 
and  Mr.  Attorney-General  tor  Ir^Luid. 

Iriah  UniTersities  BilL — **  To  make  further  pr^vificc  wizz  respeec  u>  UniTer- 
sicy  Education  in  Ir^lanvi."  pr^^sence^i  acconim^'.y.  az»i  rfad  zite  &rsfi  ume ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upcm  Monday  nex«  a::*!  to  t^  printed.     [Bill  iJH]  .403 

The  Fiscal  Qcbstion 

.Vr_V.**/ v;  V^v-^  403 

Jfr.  iX«y*f  ii^j  V',r.>^v.NV^  ...  ...     413 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prv^pose^i  ■  Tia:.  ::i  il'*  cciiL:»?a  of  ck  s  Hoase 
any  atiemp:  to  brwAdeu  ihe  cv»5*.s  o:  :a\A::  ::  ":j  r.ioiz^  *n:jli  import 
duties  on  a  lanre  ::ur.\ber  of  irtults  i>  :y^«  5?c«i :  x  1  ^™cirles  of  aocmd 
nnanot^.  wasteiul  .md  xieocvor.  ::-a',  as  r^ci'i?  j-:!--^:-^..  dfsrtirbing 
and  harmful  to  in^iiistry  A;Ki  oocir::er:e.  ▼:■-  i  .i-ci  :  n  *e  b«  price 
of  all  tJixed  aniolet?  tv^  s.vrts.i:::ier^  ir-l  :::  rn^::  -r.  t;.*.,;  1  *i  to  th^ 
impa>iti^n  of  hUh  :Ar.^  of  :h  saiv.;:  /lir...::?  x^  ti-.s  :r.  -..roe  in 
i:t\Heo:e^i  ov^a::ries." — ..V'-.  M  "•:". 

J^*-.  i/iJ-\<  v-^''^5- *'  ---  ...  415 

J^'-.  i/.;r.-.J  iVr  yrSf<;,!%' ...         ...  490 

.V-.  A.  /.  iU-',*'*  i^X^  0"*  l..'*^^'*  ...  ...  425 

rW  /^aj-N^jJ  :y\*^i  -^ry  ::  :\e  r^  V.  \4    -V  .  rl  t  "»o-  /<.  -  k  JV«rtd«nf  \  ...  43d 

Q;2e«uoQ  put« 
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vVt:sur.'.erk  atxd^  in  p«ic:xv.  w-ulc  *.e*^-.  :.-  t::*  .—yi-s.-rcr-  or  *?gtt  tmffa 
:e  «rae  vb-*r*c:<*r  as  tbv\5c  iti  fo^^f  :r. 
.VdvuTTtxv!  At  -^  s:var:«?r  iftcr  Eleven 
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the  Expenses  incurred  in  pursuance  of  such  Act." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 
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Amendment  proposed — 
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Question  proposed,  "  Tbitt  th^se  woFvIs  bo  there  added." 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  JF,  Bobion,  South  Shields) 

Lord  /Uircarres  {LancAishire,  Chorley) 

Captain  Craig  (Downy  E.)  ... 

Mr.  Cochrane  (Ayishire,  N.)         ...         ... 

Mr.  Claude  Hay  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  Ayes,  70;  Noes,  272.     (Divition  List  No.  63.) 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment)  Bill.— Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence, 
owing  to  indisposition,  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Caldwell  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  : 

Mr.  Claude  Hay 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  I,  line  6,  to  leave  out  from  *  1884 '  to  the  word  *  shall,' 
in  line  7." — Mr.  Claude  Hay. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Sir  F.  Banbury 

Captain  Craig         

Mr.  Claude  Hay     ... 

Viscount  Helmsley  ( Yorkshire^  N.R.^  Thirsk)        

Tlie  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  George  Whiteleyj  York- 
shire, JV.R.,  Pudsey) 

Sir  F.  Banbury      

Motion   made,   and  Question  proposed,   "That  the  Chairman  do  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (iS'tV  F.  Banbury.) 

Mr.  Clathde  Hay 

Captain  Craig 

Sir  W.  Bobson        

Mr.  Baivlinson  (Cambridge  University)     

Sir  F.  Banbury      

Mr.  Claude  Hay 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  282  ;  Noes,  71.     (Division  List  No.  64). 

Sir  F.  Banbury       

Amendment  proposed  — 

"  In  page  1,  line  11,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  'appoint*  to  end 
of  the  subsection,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  *  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury  one  Assistant  Director.'  " — (Sir  F.  Banbury.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Sir  IF.  Bobson        

Mr.  George  Faber 

Mr.  Claude  Hay 

Sir  W.  Robson       
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Question  put. 

The  CJommittee  divided  : — Ayes,  294 ;  Noes,  65.     (Division  List  No.  65.) 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Cost  in  Oriminal  Oases  BilL— Order  for  second  Reading  read. 

The  Solicitor' General  (Sir  Samwl  Evans^  Glamorganshire^  Mid,)  ...    5jT 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (  The  Solicitor-General.) 

Mr.  Bawlinaon        ...  ...    559 

Mr,  George  Faher 5€0 

Viscount  Helmsley ...         ...    560 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Standing  Committee. 

Children  Bill.-  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [24th 
March],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr,  Guinness  {Bury  St.  Edmunds)            ...  ...  561 

Mr.  Gulland  {Dumfries  Burghs) ...  ...  568 

Mr.  Cochrane  {Aryshire^  N.)          ...  ...  572 

Mr.  Maclean  i^Bath)           ...  ...  576 

Mr.  Summberbell  (Sunderland)      ...  ...  5if0 

Mr.  Bramsdon  (Portsmouth)          ...  ...  582 

Viscount  Morpeth  (Birmingham)  ...         ...         ...         ...  ...  ...  58 J 

Mr.  Bright  (Oldham)         5«6 

Sir  Hem y  Craik  (Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities)     ...  ...  ...  587 

Mr.  L.  I/u slam  (Monmouth  Boroughs)       ...  ...  589 

Lord  Ed iuU7ui  Talbot  (SusseXf  Chichester)             ...  ...  589 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Standing  Committeee. 

Explosion  (Glenahieuy). 

Mr.  Haviland  Burke  (King's  County^  Tullamore) .'>90 

Mr.  Power  (JFaterJord,  E.)  599 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  interests  of  truth  and  justice  require  a  full  public  inquiry  upon  oath 
into  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  explosion  at  Lord 
Ashtown's  shooting  lodge  at  Glenahiery  on  14th  August  last,  including 
the  subset^uont  attempt  made  to  incite  a  number  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  county  of  Galway  to  commit  an  outrage  upon  Woodlawn  Church 
on  31st  August  last." — (Mr.  Hatiland  Burke.) 

Mr.  Moore  (Armagh^  N.) ...    603 

Mr.  Cha/rles  Craig  (Antrim^  S.) ...    616 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  line  4,  after  the  word  *  last,'  to  insert  the  words  *  including 
the  action  of  the  police  authorities,  and  all  the  circumstances  cooneoted 
with  the  preparation,  contents,  and  circulation  of  the  police  reports 
and  of  the  statement  of  the  11th  September,  19u7,  signed  by  District 
Inspector  Preston  relating  thereto,  and.'  " — (Mr.  Moore). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool  Exchange)'  "  ...    631 
Mr,  Walter  Long  (Dublin^  S.)       6i!^ 
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Amei^enty  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
I  Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes,  110 ;  Noes,  137.     (Division  L'st  No.  66.) 

Terries  (Ireland)  BilL— Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Standing 

Committee        627 

Children  [Expenses]. — Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the  payment  out 

■  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament  of  any  expenses  incurred  under  any 

Act  of  the  present  session  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to 

the  Protection  of  Children  and  Young  Persons  (King's  Recommendation 

signified).  To-morrow. — {tir.  Pease,) 627 

IjOTTERIES  and  Advertisements. — Lords  Message  [25th  March],  relating  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee  on  Lotteries  and  Advertisements, 
considered. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Five  Members  be  appointed  to 
*  join  with  a  Committee  to  be  appointed  by  the  Lords  to  inquire  into  the  law  : 

— (1 )  as  to  lotteries,  including  the  sale  of  lottery  bonds,  competitions  for 
prizes  which  involve  an  element  of  chance,  and  advertisements  relating 
thereto  ;  (2)  as  to  indecent  literature  and  pictures  and  advertisements  re- 
lating to  things  indecent  or  immoral  ;  and  to  report  what  amendments,  if 
any,  in  the  law  are  necessary  or  desirable. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of: — Mr.  Beckett,  Mr. 
Herbert  Craig,  Mr.  Hastings  Duncan,  Mr.  O^Malley  and  Mr.  Henry  Joseph 
Wilson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 

Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith.— (kfr.  George 
WliiUley)  628 

Dublin  Steabiboat  Service. — Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mr,  Clancy  {Dublin  Cowity,  N.) 629 

Mr.  Moaney  {Newry)         630 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  {LaiUh,  N.)        630 

The  Postmagier  General  {Mr.  Sydney  Bucdon,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)    ...  631 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-nine  minutes  after  Eleven  o'clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Tramways  Order  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [H.L.].— Committed 633 

Bromley  and  Grays  Oas  Bill ;  Glyncorrwg  Urban  District  Council  Bill ;  Lin- 
coln Corporation  Bill. — Brought  from  the  Commons,  read  1%  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners  633 

Local  Goyemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill  [H.L.].-~Read 

2*  (aooording  to  Order)  633 
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Bristol  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Bristol  Tramways  Bill  [H.L.]  ;  Keighley 
Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Wath-upon-Dearne  Urban  District  Council  Ghu 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Ravensthorpe  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [h.l  ]  ;  Shymney 
and  Aber'  Valleys  Gas  and  Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Leith  Burgh  BUI  [H.L.] ; 
Ammanford  Urban  District  Council  Water  Bill  ("h.l.]  ;  Llanelly  and 
Burry  Port  Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.];  Conway  ana  Colwyn  Bay  Joint 
Water  Board  Bill. — Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  that  the  Earl 
of  Albemarle  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  said'  Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of  Verulam ;  read,  and  agreed  to    633 

PETITIONS. 

Land  Values  (Scotland)  Bill.— Petition  against. 

TJie  Earl  of  Camperdovm ...    633 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 

Lotteries  and  Indecent  Advertisements.— Message  from  the  Commons  that 
they  have  appointed  a  Committee  to  consist  of  Five  Members  to  join  with 
a  Committee  of  this  House  to  consider  the  said  subject,  and  request  this 
House  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of  Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members 
of  their  House 634 

Trade  Reports  ;  Annual  Series.— No.  3967.    Finances  of  Denmark. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table      634 

Universities  (Scatland)  Act,   1889. — Annual  Report  on  the  state  of  the 

finances  of  the  University  of  Glasgow  634 

Superannuation. — Treasury  Minute. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table      634 

Universities  (Scotland)  Act,  1889.— University  Court  Ordinances : — 
No.  24.  (Aberdeen,  No.  2)  Regulations  for  Degrees  in  Arts. 
No.  25.  (Aberdeen,  No.  3)  Regulations  as  to  Bursaries,  etc. 
Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  45)    635 

Small  Holdings  and  Allotments  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

[The  Earl  of  Onslow  in  the  Chair.] 

Clauses  1  to  26  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  : 

Lord  Saltoun  635 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  18,  line  32,  after  the  word  *like,*  to  insert  the  words 
*or  being  land  used  for  drying  or  repairing  fishing  nets.'" — {Lord 

Saltoun.) 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown  685 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to 

Clause  27,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Eemaining  Clauses  agreed  to,  and  Bill  reported  with  an  Amendment  to  the 
House  and  recommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee,  and  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  46.) 
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Sunday  Closing  (Shops)  Bill  [h.l.1.— Amendments  reported  (according  to 

Order) ;  and  Bill  to  oe  read  3*  on  Tuesday  next       635 

Post  Office  Consolidation  Bill  [h.l.].    [Second  Reading.]— Order  of  the 
day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Earl  of  Granard         636 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*."--(r^  Earl  of  Granard.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2»,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Municipal  Representation  Bill  [H.L.]~Read  3*'  (according  to  order),  and 

passed  ana  sent  to  the  Commons        636 

County  Courts  Bill  [h.l.].    [Second  Reading.]— Order  of  the  day  for  the 
Second  Reading  read. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  {Lord  Loreburn)        636 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  Ashbourne      637 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before  Five  o'clock,  till  To- 
morrow, half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS,   THURSDAY,  2nd  APRIL,  1908. 
The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Bromley  and  Crays  Gas  Bill;  Glyncorrwg  Urban  District  Council  Bill; 

Lincoln  Corporation  Bill. — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  638 

Dover  OraviUff  Docks  Bill ;  Louth  and  East  Coast  Railway  (Transfer)  Bill ; 
Dundalk  Urban  District  Council  Bill. — Reported,  with  Amendments; 
Reports  to  lie  ^on  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed  638 

Knott  End  Railway  BilL — Reported,  with  Amendments  [Title  amendied] ; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed       638 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill  [Lords]. — Reported,  without  Amendment;  Report  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time         638 

Private  Bills  (Group  E). — Colonel  Seely  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Group  E  of  Private  Bills ;  That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the  Com- 
mittee had  adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock, 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table       638 

PETITIONS. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill.— 2  Petitions  against ;  to  lie  upon 
..c^..  the  Table  638 

Earl,  William  Robert  Albert. — Petition  for  redress  of  grievances ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table 638 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.— Petitions  against ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        638 
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Trade  Disputes  BilL — To  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday  next,  and  to 

be  printed.     [Billl87]  707 

Bankruptcy  (Scotland)  BilL — To  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday  next, 

and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  188]  707 

Vivisection  (Abolition)  Bill.— To  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Tuesday,  5th 

May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  189] 707 

Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  (Amendment)  Bill.— To  be  read  a 

second  time  upon  Wednesday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     |Bill  190]  ...     707 

Public  Health  (Markets  in  Rural  Districts)  Bill.— To  be  read  a  second  time 

upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  191] 707 

PoBT  OF  London. 

The   President  of  the   Board  of  Trade  {Mr.   Lloyd-George,   Carnarvon 

Boroughs)       707 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  improvement  and  better  administration  of  the  Port  of 
London  ;  and  for  purposes  incidental  thereto," — {Mr,  Lloyd-George) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr.  Bums,  Mr. 
Buxton,  Mr.  Harcourt,  and  Mr.  Kearley. 

Port  of  London  Bill. — "To  provide  for  the  improvement  and  better  adminis- 
tration of  the  Port  of  Ix)ndon;  and  for  purposes  incidental  thereto," 
presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Monday,  13th  April,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  192.] 

Absence  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.— -The  Clerk  at  the  Table 
informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence,  owing  to  indisposition,  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  from  this  day's  sitting. 

Supply  [5th  Allotted  Day]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Caldwell  (Lanarkshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 
Civil  Services  and  Eevenue  Departments  Estimates,  1908-9. 

1.  £473,000  to  complete  the  sum  for  Revenue  Buildings. 

Sir  F.  Banbury  {Oity  of  London) 713 

Mr,  Ashley  {Lancashire,  Blackpool)  '^^'* 

The  First  Commissumer  of  Works  {Mr,  Harcourt,  Lancashire,  Rosseiidale)  718 

Mr.  Stuart  JFortley  {Sheffield,  Hallam) "23 

Lord  Balcarres  {Lancashire,  Chorley)         '^'^^ 

Mr,  Harcourt         726 

Mr,  Watt  {Glasgow,  CoUege)  727 

Mr,  Hicks  Beach  {Gloucestershire,  Tewkesbwry) 727 

Mr,  Cochrane  {Ayrshire,  N.)         728 

Sir  F.Banbury      729 

Mr.  C.  E,  Price  {Edinburgh,  Central)       730 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made  and   Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£342,900,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1909,  in  respect  of  sundry 
rublic  Buildings  in  Great  Britain,  not  provided  for  on  other  Votes." 

Mr,  Akers  Douglas  {Kent,  St.  Augustine's)           731 

Sir  WiUiam  Bull  {Hammersmith) 735 

Mr,  Harcourt         735 

Sir  C.  Schvxinn  {Manchester,  N,) 736 

Mr,  Stuart  Worthy            737 

Mr.  Lane-Fox  {Yorkshire,  W,B,,  Barkston  Ash) 737 

Mr,  Harcourt          739 

Major  Amtruther-Gray  {St,  Andrews  Burghs)      ...  740 

Mr,  C,  E.Price      741 

Mr.  Bees  {Montgomery  Boroughs) 741 

Mr.  Fell  {Great  Yarmouth)            742 

Mr.  Harcourt          742 

Mr.  Hicks  Beach 744 

Mr.  Morton            745 

Mr.  Cochrane          ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  747 

Mr.  Harcourt          748 

Lord  Balcarres        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  750 
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Mr.  Harcourt 

Mr.  T.  L.  Carbett  {Down,  iV.)        

Mr.  Lane-Fox         

Sir  F.  Banbury 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  J&34 2,400, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (Sir  F.  Banbury.) 

Mr.  Harcourt  ...         

Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson  (Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  

Sir  F.  Banbury 

Mr.  Morton  

Mr.  Fell     

Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett 

Mr.  Lupton  {Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  J&52, 400 
(including  a  supplementary  sum  of  £13,000),  be  granted  to  His 
Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1909,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  certain  Cemeteries  Abroad." 

Mr.  Hicks  Beach 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  J&52,300, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr.  Hicks  Beach.) 

Mr.  Fell      

Mr.  Harcouii  

Mr.  Bowles  {Lambeth,  Nortoood) 

Mr.  Bees  {Montgomery  Boroughs) 

Mr.  Morton..  

Mr.  Harmood-Bann^  {Liverpool,  Everton)  

Mr.  Ashley ... 

Mr.  Harcourt  

Question  put.  « 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  28  ;  Noes,  189.     (Division  List  No.  67.) 

And,  it  being  after  a  quarter  past  Eight  of  the  Clock,  and  leave  having 
been  given  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  under  Standing 
Order  No.  10,  further  Proceeding  was  postponed  without  Question 
put. 

Mail  Steamers  at  Kingstown. — Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  Clancy  {Dublin  County,  N.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
— {Mr.  Clancy.) 

Mr.  Mooney  {Newry)  

ITie  Attorney-General  {Sir  IV.  Robson,  South  Shields) 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 

Mr.  Moore  {Armagh,  N.) 

Mr.  Swift  MacNeUl  

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  {Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol,  iV.) 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Supply. 

Postponed  Proceeding  on  Question,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £52,400 
(including  a  supplementary  sum  of  £13,000),  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
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in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March, 
1909,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings 
and  for  the  maintenance  of  certain  Cemeteries  Abroad,"  resumed. 
Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  F.  Banbury      

Mr,  Harcomt 

Mr.  Ashley 

Mr.  Rees 

Sir  F.  Banbury      

Mr.  T.  L.  Carbett 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '^That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  J&52,200,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  33;  Noes,  190.     (Division  List  No.  68.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  Fell 

Mr.  Gretton  (Rutland) 

Mr.  Harcomt        

Mr.  Goulding  {Worcester) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  J&r>2,050,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr.  Goulding.) 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  32 ;  Noes,  188.     (Division  List  No.  69.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

And,  it  being  after  Eleven  of  the  Clock,  and  objection  being  taken  to 
further  Proceeding,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to  interrupt  the 
Business. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Harcourt  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  187 ;  Noes,  32.     (Division  List  No.  70.) 

Original  Question  put  accordingly,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

TTERiES  AND  ADVERTISEMENTS. — Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  Lords 
Message  as  relates  to  the  place  and  time  of  meeting  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Lotteries  and  Advertisements  be  now  considered. 

Lords  Message  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  this  House  do  meet  the  Lords  Com- 
mittee as  proposed  by  their  Lordships. — {Mr.  Whiteley.) 

Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith. 

Adjourned  at  twenty-one  minutes  after  Eleven  o'clock. 


793 
795 
795 
796 
796 
796 


799 
799 
801 
802 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS:   FRIDAY,   3rd  APRIL,  1908. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  noon  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

ill  and  Bamsley  Railway  Bill. — Read  a  third  time,  and  passed 809 

eat  Eastern  Railway  (General Powers)  Bill.— As  amended,  considered ; 


to  be  read  a  third  time... 


809 
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PETITIONS. 

Children  BilL— Petition  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         809 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No  2)  BilL— Petition  against ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table      809 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  BilL —Petitions  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table      809 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.— Petitions  in  favour ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table 809 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill.— Petition  against ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table      809 

Licensed  Premises  (Exclusion  of  Children).- Petitions  for  legislation ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        809 

Licensing  Bill. — 41  Petitions  against;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 809 

Licensing  BilL — 9  Petitions  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      810 

Licensing  BilL— 86  Petitions  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  810 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Option)  (Scotland)  Bill.— 5  Petitions  in  favour ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table 810 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  BilL— 6  Petitions  in  favour  to  lie 

upon  the  Table 810 

Women's  Enfranchisement  BilL — 2  Petitions  in  favour;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table      810 

EETURNS,    REPORTS,    &c. 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series). — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Report,  Annual 

Series,  No.  3968  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        810 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Post  Ofl&ce  Surveyors'  Districts      811 

Imperial  Grant  for  Upkeep  of  Highways ...  811 

Argentine  and  Natal — Supposed  Preferential  Tariff       811 

The  Tug  "Rover's"  Engines  812 

Unappointed  Learners  in  Belfast  Post  Office        812 

Irvine  Post  Office 812 

Sentence  on  Mrs.  E.  Pelosi 812 

Small  Holdings         8ia 

Largy  National  School — Publican  as  Master        814 

Kenmare  Fair  Rent  Applications 814 

Repair  to  Boat-slip  at  Roads,  Glen  Cove 815 

Purchase  of  the  Estate  of  Mr.  R.  Keys,  of  CroUy 815 

Aghatubrid  Estate  Dispute 816 

Cordite  Destroyed 816 

Permanent  Staff  of  Norfolk  Grarrison  Artillery  (Militia) 81T 

SELBOnoN    (Standing   Committees). — Sir   William  Brampton    Gurdon 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection ;  That  they  had  discharged  the 
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following  member  from  Standing  Committee  B  (in  respect  of  the  Children 
Bill) :  Sir  Maurice  Levy  ;  and  had  appointed  in  sahstitution  (in  respect  of 
the  Children  Bill)  Mr.  Wedgwood 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table       ...    S18 

Port  of  London  BilL — Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills  do  examine  the  Port  of  London  Bill,  with  respect  to  compliance  with 
the  Standing  Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills. — (Jfr.  Llo^-George),..  ...    818 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  BilL — Order  for  Second  Reading  read 

Captain  Crai</  (DawiijE)  .,.         ...  ...    818 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Capt<iin  Crai</.) 

Mr,  John  Redmond  (Waterford) ...  830 

Hui  Chief  Seeretarif  for  Ireland  {Mr.  Birrell,  BrUiol,  X.)  836 

Mr,  Walter  hmglDuhUnyS.)       840 

Mr.  Charles  Craig  (Antrim^  S.) ...  846 

Mr,  Summerhell  (SundeHand)        ...  ...  850 

Mr,  Barrie  {Londonderry,  X.)        ...  ...  851 

Mr,  Fetherstonhaftgh  {Fermanagh,  X,)      ...  ...  856 

Mr,  Moore  {Armagh,  X.y ...  858 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  35 ;  Noes,  89.     (Division  List  So.  71.) 

Coroners'  Ingnests  BilL — Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  Highnn  {Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Soiccrhf/) 861 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Higham.) 

Mr.  Luh   White  {Yorkshire.  E.B..  Bnekrosf)         863 

Sir  F.  Banbury  (Ciiy  of  Lomton)  ...         ...  ...         ...         ...          ...  863 

The  CnthT-Serret^iry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  {Mr,  Herbert 

Samfi^L  Yort<hire,  CltVfland)            ...  ...         ...         ...          ...  868 

Sir  ffaU^r  Foster  {Derhtf,<hi re,  Ubsf oil)    ...  ...         ...         ...          ...  871 

Fisea^mi  Helmsley  {Yorbihire.  X.B.,  ThirsJ:)        ...  873 

Mr.  C,  DuT^in  {Barrotc-in-Furm\<$)          ...  ...         ...         ...          ...  876 

Question  put. 

The  House  di^^ded  :— Ayes,  118  ;  Noes,  45.     (Division  List  Na  72.) 

Ballot  Act  (1872)  Amendment  (No.  2)  BilL— Order  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' 
CapUiin  Cmig         ...         ...         ...         .  .         ...         ...         ...  ...     879 

Mr.  Stanley  Wilson  ^Yorkshire,  E.R.,  Holdemess)  called  attention  to 

the  fact  that  forty  Mera]>ers  were  not  present. 
House  counted  :  aiul,  forty  Members  not  l>eing  present — 

The  House  adjourned  at  twenty-live  minutes  after  Four  of  die 
Clock  till  Mondav  next. 
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Baron  Hotham.— Petition  of  Froileriok  William,  Biiron  Hotham,  in  the  Peerage 
of  Ireland,  claiming  a  right  to  vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative  Peers 
for  Ireland,  read,  and  referred  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  and 
report  thereu|x>n  to  the  House  ...    881 
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Further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  complied  with  :— 
Finchley  Urban  District  Council ;  Bury  and  District  Joint  Water  Board  ; 
Dublin  and  South-Eastern  Railway  ;  Seaham  Harbour  Dock ;  City  of 
Glasgow. 

The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table         881 

Alliance  and  other  Assurance  and  Insurance  Companies  Bill.— [h.l.]  ; 
Wath-upon-Dearne  Urban  District  Council  Gas  Bill  [h.l.].  (Petition  for 
additional  Provision.) — Examiners'  Certificates  of  non-compliance  with  the 
Standing  Orders  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  on  Thursday 
next        881 

Bognor  Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill  [h.l.].— Reported,  with  Amend- 
ments              881 

Swansea  Valley  Oas  Bill  [h.l.]. — Reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with 

Amendments 881 

Cardiff  Railway  Bill  [h.l.].— Read  3%  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons      881 

Hull  and  Bamsley  Railway  Bill;  Dartford  Gas  Bill.— Brought  from  the 

Commons,  read  1»,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners 881 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill  [h.l.]. — ^Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to  ...     881 

PETITIONS. 

Land  Values  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petition  in  favour  of ;  read,  and  ordered  to 

lie  on  the  Table  882 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 

Education  (Scotland). — Memorandum  on  nature  study  and  the  teaching  of 

science  in  Scottish  schools       882 

Einffstown  Harbour. — Correspondence  relating  to  the  use  of  Kingstown  Har- 
bour by  the  vessels  of  the  London  and  North  Western  Railway  Company      882 

Irish  Mail  Service. — Correspondence  relating  to  the  arrangement  made  in 
1898  for  the  acceleration  of  the  Irish  Day  Mail  SerWce,  and  the  revision  of 
the  same  in  the  present  year 882 

Trade  Reports:  Annual  Series,— No.  3968.  Belgium  (Antwerp)    882 

India  (Use  of  Gtovemment  Churches  in  India). — Papers  relating  to  the  use 
for  Presbyterian  services  of  garrison  churches  in  India  which  have  been 
consecrated  for  the  services  of  the  Church  of  England         882 

Army. — Approximate  estimate  of  expenditure  under  the  Military  Works  Acts 

of  1897,  1899,  1901,  and  1903  882 

Irish  Land  Oonunission  (Rules). 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...     882 

Criminal  Appeal  (Rules,  1908).  —Additional  rule       882 

Superannuation. — Treasury  Minutes,  dated  3rd  April  883 

Oovemment  Insurances  and  Annuities. — Account  of  all  moneys  received 
on  account  of  contracts  for  the  grant  of  deferred  life  annuities  and  for  pay- 
ments on  death. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table      883 
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Lotteries  and  Indecent  Advertiaements. — Message  from  the  Commons 
tliAt  they  have  ordered  that  the  Committee  appointed  hy  them  to  join  with 
the  Committee  of  this  House  to  consider  and  inquire  into  the  law  cm  the 
said  sahject,  do  meet  the  Lords  Committee  in  the  Chairman  of  Committee's 
Conmiittee  Room,  To-morrow  at  Three  o'clock,  as  proposed  hy  their  LiOfd- 
ships       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...     883 

Committee  of  Selection. — Leave  given  to  the  Committee  of  Selection  to 
report  frxxn  time  to  time.  First  Report  with  an  Appendix  made,  and  to 
be  printed.     (Na  47) 883 

Standing  Committee. — ^Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  for  the 
Standing  Committee  that  they  have  added  the  Earl  of  Stamford  to  the 
Standing  Committee.     Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table        ...  ...     883 

The  Resigxatiox  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

I%f  JUfrd  Prin/ S€ol  (Tlu  Jfanpi^ss  of  Eipon)     ...     883 

Th^  Mar^pif^  of  Liin^jun€  ...     885 

Army  (Annnal)  BilL— Read  3*,  and  passed       886 

House  adjourned  at   Twenty  minutes  before   Five  o'clock,  till 
Tuesday,  14th  ApriL 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    MONDAY,  6th  APRIL,  190». 
The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

New  Writ^. 

New  Writs, — for  the  County  of  Kincardine^  in  the  room  of  John 
William  Orombie,  esquire,  deceased. — [Mr.  Uliii'^ky.) 

County  of  I>erby  (Western  Division)  right  hon.  Victor  Christian 
William  Cavendish,  now  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  called  up  to  the  Hoose 
of  Peers. — t^Sir  A^JoaM^r  AciiSiki-Hoc^i.)        886 

PRFV'ATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

rRivATE  Bills  Xc'Rds'  (Staxdixg  Orders  not  PRE^^o^sLY  Ixqcired  into 
CoMPLin*  WITH,  ^-^^mberweli  and  other  Metropolitan  Borough  Councils 
( Superannuation i  Bill  [^Lords].  Pontvpridd  Water  Bill  [Loidsl  Anden- 
shaw  Urlian  District  Council  Bill  ^ Lords].  Fishguanl  an^  Rosslare 
Railways  and  Harlours  BiU  [Lords^.  Merthyr  Tydfil  Corporation  BiU 
Tjc»rds'-     North  British  and  Mercantile  Insuruice  Company  BiU  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bills  be  neaul  a  second  time 886 

Dartfoid  Oas  BilL — Read  a  third  time,  and  passed      886 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill  Xcirds^ — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  without 

Ameainent       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     886 

Drmycott  Gas  I^H,  G\ispi>n  Gas  Bill.  Humber  Commercial  Railway  and  Dock 
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New  AVrits. 

For  Borough  of  Dewsbury,  in  the  room  of  Walter  liunciman,  esquire, 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education — {Mr.  JFhiteley). 

Borough  of  Manchester  (North- West  Division). — Right  hon.  Winston 
Leonard  Spencer  Churchill,  President  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council  "for 
Trade  and  Plantations. — {Mr.  Whitchy). 
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relating  to  any  ppder  uader  th^ .  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland) 
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1.  Turkey  (No.  2,  1908). 

2.  Treaty  Series  (No.  8,  1908). 

3.  Treaty  Series  (No.  9,  1908). 

4.  Trade  Reports  (Miscellaneous  Series).  Copy  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Report,  Miscellaneous  Series,  No.  667. 

5.  Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series).  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Reports,. 
Annual  Series,  Nos.  3969  and  3970. 

6.  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  (Ireland) 
(Departmental  Committee).  Report  of  the  Departmental  Committee  on 
Irish  Forestry. 

7.  Transvaal.  Correspondence  relating  to  the  Transvaal  Indentured 
Labour  Laws  Temporary  Continuance  Act,  1907. 

8.  Local  Government  (Scotland).  Return  of  the  Areas,  Population, 
and  Valuation  of  Counties,  Burghs  and  Parishes  in  Scotland. 

9.  Judicial  Statistics  (England  and  Wales).  Judicial  Statistics  for 
England  and  Wales,  1906. 
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10.  Royal   Observatory  (Edinburgh).      Copy  of  Eighteenth  Annual 
Report  of  the  Astronomer-Royal  for  Scotland. 

1 1.  Cost  of  Living  (German  Towns).     Copy  of  Report  of  an  Inquiry  by 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Papers  do  lie  upon  the  Table 972 

RETURNS,    REPORTS,    &c. 

Education  (Scotland)  (General  Reports). — General  Report  by  the  Chief 
Inspector  of  the  Northern  and  Highland  Divisions  of  Scotland  for  the  year 
1907  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 973 

Education  (Scotland). — Regulations  for  the  Preliminary  Education,  Training, 
and  Certification  of  Teachers  for  various  Grades  of  Schools,  1 908 ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table 973 

University  of  St.  Andrews. — Annual  Statistical  Report  by  the  University 
Court  of  the  UniversiW  of  St.  Andrews  for  1906-7  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.     [No.  118]  ... 973 

University  of  St.  Andrews. — Annual  Report  on  the  State  of  the  Finances  of 
the  University  for  the  year  1906-7  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed  [No.  119]  973 

Naval  Savings  Banks. — Account  presented,  of  Deposits  in  Naval  Savings 
Banks,  and  the  payments  thereof  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  120]  973 

Life  Assurance  Companies. — Statements  of  Accounts,  and  of  Life  Assurance 
and  Annuity  Business  and  Abstracts  of  Actuarial  Rieports ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  121] 974 

Merchant  Shipping  (Mercantile  Marine  Fund)  Act,  1898.— Draft  Order 

in  Council ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       974 

Irish  Land  Oommission. — Return  of  Advances;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         ...     974 

East  India  (Loans  raised  in  Ifngland).— Return  of  all  Loans  raised  in 

Eugland;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  122]     974 

Board  of  Education. — Statement  showing  the  Cases  in  which  the  Board  of 
Education  have  received  applications  from  Local  Education  Authorities  for 
Special  Grants  for  the  building  of  New  Public  Elementary  Schools  and  the 
stage  which  each  Case  had  reached  on  Slst  March,  1908  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table  974 

Board  of  Education. — Regulations  for  Secondary  Schools  ;   to  lie  upon  the 

Table 974 

Board  of  Education. — Regulations  for  the  Preliminary  Education  of  Elemen- 
tary School  Teachers  j  to  lie  upon  the  Table 975 

Horse-Breeding  Royal  Oommission. — ^Twelfth  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  975 

Oreek  Loan  of  1898. — Account  presented ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       975 

Egyptian  Ouaranteed  Loan  of  1886. — Account  presented  ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     975 

Paper  Laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

Irish  Land  Purchase  Fund. — Accounts  of  the  Commissioners  for  the  Re- 
duction of  the  National  Debt  in  respect  of  the  Capital  and  Income  of  the 
Irish  Land  Purchase  Fund ;  to  be  printed.     [No.  123]        975 
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Tramways  and  Light  Railways  (Street  and  Road).— Return  ordered   ...  975 

Loans  Contracted  by  Local  Authorities.— Order  [26th  August,  1907]  for 
a  Return  Relative  thereto  read,  and  discharged ;  and,  instead  thereof — 

Return  ordered  .. .         ...  976 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions  (Ireland).— Return  ordered    ...  976 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Telegraphic  Delays  at- Cork  Post  Office     ...  976 

Bristol  Telegraph  Staff  and  the  Efficiency  Rate 978 

Arming  of  the  "  Dreadnought "      ...  978 

Acting  Overseer  at  Belfast  Post  Office       * 978 

Sick  and  Annual  Leave  of  Post  Office  Medical  Officers ...  979 

Salaries  of  Post  Office  Medical  Officers      ...  979 

Duties  of  Chief  Clerk  at  Cork  Post  Office 979 

Subsistence  Allowance  at  Cork  Post  Office            ...  981 

Overseers  performing  Operators  Work  at  Cork  Post  Office        ...  981 

Overtime  for  Mechanic  at  Manchester  Post  Office           ...  982 

Alleged  Sweating  in  the  Post  Office           982 

Licensing  Compensation  at  Miskin  Higher            983 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 984 

Increased  Salaries  in  the  Irish  Agricultural  Department ...  984 

The  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  and  the  Anglo-Russian  Convention  ...          ...          ...  985 

Kilpatrick  Cemetery...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...          ...  985 

Licensing  Compensation       ...           ..         ...         ...          ...         ...          ...          ...  985 

Clubs  struck  off  the  Register           ...          ..>         ...  987 

Condition  of  Courtown  Harbour ...          .  .  987 

Importation  of  Carcases  of  Calves  from  Holland  and  Belgium    ...         ...         ...  987 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department  Staff ...  988 

Auditing  of  Irish  Public  Accounts  ...         ...  992 

Wages  of  Government  Workers  in  Dublin            ...  992 

Religious  Education  of  Pauper  Children ...          ...  993 

Public  Health  Act,  1907— Regulations       994 

Inspection  of  Imported  Meat           ...  994 

Drainage  of  the  River  Robe            ...  994 

Sale  of  the  Island  Farm,  Knox  Estate       ...         ...  995 

Economic  Holdings  at  Kilmaine      ...  996 

Sale  of  the  Begley  Estate,  Iskerlavally                  ...  996 

Labourers  Act  Inquiry  at  Mullingar          ...  997 

Non-production  of  Vouchers  by  the  Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Urban  Council      ...  997 

Largy  Schoolmaster , 999 

Payment  of  Local  Government  Auditors    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  999 

Selection  (Standing  Committees). — Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection ;  That  they  had  discharged  the 
following  Members  from  Standing  Committee  B  (in  respect  of  the  Children 
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Bill) :  Mr.  Solicitor-General,  Mr.  Whitbread,  and  Mr.  Mond ;  and  had 
appointed  in  substitution  (in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill) :  Mr.  Bramsdon, 
Mr.  Fiennes,  and  Mr.  Percy  Barlow. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table       1000 

Royal  Assent. — Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissionersi 

The  Ilouse  went ;  and,  being  returned  ; 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to — 1.  Army  (Annual)  Act,  1908. 

2.  Heme  Bay  Pier  Act,  1908 1001 

Adjournment. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn 
till  Monday,  27th  April."~(J/r.  George  JVhiteley.) 

Mr,  JFalter  Lmg  {Dublin,  S,)       1001 

The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  {Mr,  Gem-ge  Whiteley,  York- 
shire, }V,R,,  Pudsey)  ...         1002 

Sir  Gilbert  Parker  {Gravesend)      1004 

The  Chancellor'  of  the  Exchequer  {Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon  Borough)  1007 

Mr,  Forster  {Kent,  Sevenoaks)       1010 

Mr,  Pike  Pease  {Darlington)         1010 

Mr,  Gretton  {Rutland) 1011 

Sir  IF,  J,  Collins  {St,  Pancras,  W.)  1012 

Mr,  Harold  Coz  (Preston) 1013 

Mr.  Fell  {Great  Yarmouth)  lOU 

Mr,  Anuan  Bryce  {Inverness  Burghs)       ...         1014 

Mr,  Jowett  {Bradford,  W,) 1015 

Mr,  Clement  Edwards  {Denbigh  District)  1016 

Captain  Clive  {Herefordshire,  Ross)  1017 

Mr,  Verney  {Buckinghamshire,  N,)  1018 

Mr,  Clynes  {Manchester,  N.E.)      1018 

Mr.  Crooks  {fFoohoich)       1019 

Mr,  JFilliam  Abraham  {Glamorganshire,  Rhondda)         1020 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  past  Four  till  Monday, 
27th  April. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS,  MONDAY,  27th  APRIL,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Dravcott  OasBill;  Gosport  Gras  Bill ;  Humber  Commercial  Railway  and  Dock 
Bill ;  Leeds  Corporation  Bill ;  Leicester  Corporation  Bill ;  Motherwell  Burgh 
Extension,  &c.,  Bill. — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed       1021 

North  Eastern  Railway  Bill  (King's  Consent  Signified). — Bill  read  the 

third  time  and  passed  ...     1021 

Wishaw  Burgh  Electricity,  &c.,  Bill— Read  the  third  time  and  passed    ...     1021 

Dundalk  Urban  District  Oouncil  Bill.— -As  amended,  considered;   to  be 

read  the  third  time       1021 

Andenshaw  Urban  District  Oouncil  Bill  [Lords] ;  Camberwell  and  other 
Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Superannuation)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Fishguard 
and  Rosslare  Railways  and  Harbours  Bill  [Lords] ;  Merthyr  Tydfil  Cor- 
poration Bill  [Lords]. — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  *        1021 
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Pontypridd  Water  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed      ...  1021 

Briton  Perry  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [Lords]  (by  Order).— Read  a 

second  time,  and  committed ...  ...  1021 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill.—Head  the  first  time, 
to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  193]      1021 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill.— To  be  referred  to  the 

Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  194]    ...  1022 

Edinburgh  Corporation  (Tramways,  &c.)  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill — 

read  the  first  time  ;  and  ordered  (under  Section  9  of  the  Act)  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Tuesday,  5th  May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  195]  ...  1022 

PETITIONS. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill.— 32  Petitions  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon 

the  Table  1022 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.— 2  Petitions  in  favour ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table 1022 

Licensing  Bill. — 23  petitions  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table ...   1022 

Licensing  Bill, — 2  Petitions  for  alteration;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      ...  ...  1023 

Licensing  BilL — 219  Petitions  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         ...  ...   1023 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Option)  (Scotland)  BilL— 8  Petitions  in  favour ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table         1024 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill.— 3  Petitions  in  favour,  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        ...  1024 

Parliamentary  Papers  (Recess).  The  following  Papers,  presented  by  Com- 
mand of  His  Majesty  during  the  Easter  Recess,  were  delivered  to  the 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Commons  during  the  Recess,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Order  of  14th  August,  1896  : — 

Army  (Militia  Units). — 

Cancer  Research  (Colonies). — Further  Correspondence. 

Education  (Scotland). — Regulations  as  to  Grants  to  Secondary  Schools 
in  Scotland,  1908. 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  1908. — Preliminary  Draft  of  the  Articles  of  a 
Charter  for  the  University  to  have  its  seat  in  Belfast. 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  1908. — Preliminary  Draft  of  the  Articles  of  a 
Charter  for  the  University  to  have  its  seat  in  Dublin. 

Mines  and  Qujirries. — Copy  of  Reports  of  His  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Mines. 

Cyprus. — Copy  of  Correspondence  relating  to  the  aflfairs  of  Cyprus. 
Irish  Land  Commission  (Proceedings). 

Prisons  (Scotland). — ^Thirtieth  Annual  Report  of  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioners for  Scotland. 

Treaty  Series  (No.  10,  1908). — Agreement  between  the  United  King- 
dom and  France  respecting  Death  Duties. 

Trade  Report  (Annual  Series). — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Reports, 

Annual  Series,  Nos,  3972-3974,  and  3977. 

Miscellaneous,   No.   3   (1908). — Correspondence   with  His  Majesty's 
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Ambassador  at  Berlin  respecting  a  Declaration  by  the  Governments  of 
Great  Britain,  Denmark,  France,  Germany,  the  Netherlands,  and  Sweden 
on  the  subject  of  the  maintenance  of  the  stiUm  quo  in  the  territories  border- 
ing upon  the  North  Sea. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Papers  do  lie  upon  the  Table 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887  (Eviction  Notices).— Return  of  Eviction ;  to 
He  upon  the  Table        

Intermediate  Education  (Ireland).— Report  of  the  Intermediate  Education 
Board  for  Ireland ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       

Business  of  the  House.— Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table :— Manual  of 
Procedure  in  the  Public  Business  of  the  House  of  Commons,  1908  [2nd 
edition] 

New  Writ.— New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Wolverhampton  (East  Division),  in 
the  room  of  the  right  hon.  Sir  Henry  Hartley  Fowler,  G.C.S.I.  (Chiltern 
Hundreds).— (iff.  IFhiteUy) 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 
Imprisonment  at  St.  Petersburg  of  Mr.  Tchayskovsky 
Railway  Crossing  at  Garryduff 
Archer  Street  Post  Office,  W. 
Transmission  of  Press  Telegrams 
Ireland  and  the  Sugar  Duty 
Dog  Dealers  and  Dog  Licences 
Friendly  Societies  and  Income-tax 
Suggested  Tax  on  Traction  Engines 

The  Duke  of  York^s  School 

Standard  for  Preservatives  in  Food 
Mortality  in  the  Licensed  Victuallers'  Trade 
The  Late  Prime  Minister. 

The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr,  Asquith, 

Fifeshire,  E.) 

Mr,  Akers  Douglas  {Kent,  St,  Augustine's)  

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn." 

— (Mr,  Asquith) 

Mr,  T.  P,  O'Connor  {Liverpool,  Scotland)  

Sir  Alfred  Thomas  {Glamorganshire^  E,) 

Mr.  Arthur  Henderson  {Durham,  Barnard  Castle)  

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — {Mr,  Asquith,) 

Adjourned   accordingly  at    twenty-seven    minutes  after  Three 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  :  TUESDAY,  28th  APRIL,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

New  Writ. — New  Writ  for  the  Montrose  District  of  Burghs,  in  the  room  of  the 
Right  Hon.  John  Morley,  O.M.  (Manor  of  Northstead). — {Mr,  JVhiteley)  ... 
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PRIVATE    BILL   BUSINESS. 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Order  65  complied  with).— Argentine 
North-Eastern  Railway  Bill  [Lords.] 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 1041 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into 
complied  with.) — St.  Marylebone  Borough  Council  (Superannuation)  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Cardiff  Railway  Bill  [Lords] ;  Argentine  North-Eastern  Railway 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Skegness  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time  1041 

Blaydon  and  Rjrton  Water  Transfer  (Bill)  (King's  Consent  Signified).— 

Bill  read  the  third  time,"and  passed 1041 

Knott  End  Railway  Bill;  Louth  and  East  Coast  Railway  (Transfer)  BUI.— 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed        1041 

North  British  and  Mercantile  Insurance  Company  Bill  [Lords]  (by 

Order).— Read  a  second  time,  and  committed         1042 

Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Society  Bill  [Lords]  (by  Order).— Read  a 

second  time,  and  committed 1042 

PETITIONS. 

Aldermen  (Borough  Elections). — Petition  for  alteration  of  law ;  to  lie  upon 

the  Table  1042 

Children  BUI. — Petition  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1042 

Children  Bill. — 3  Petitions  in  favour;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1042 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill.~3  Petitions  against;  to  lie  upon 

the  Table  1042 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill.— 117  Petitions  in  favour;  tolieunon 

the  Table  *...  1042 

Dairies  (Scotland)  BilL— Petition  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1043 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.— Petition  against ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table         104S 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  BilL— 10  Petitions  in  favour; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table 1043 

Home  Work  Regulation  BilL — Petition  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     ...  1043 

Housing,  Town  Planning,  etc.,  Bill. — Petition  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table      1043 

Infant  Life  Protection  BilL — Petition  in  favour ;  to  lie  npon  the  Table      ...  1043 

Licensed  Premises  (Election  Days)  Closing  Bill.— Petition  against :  to  lie 

upon  the  Table ...  1043 

Licensed  Premises  (Exclusion  of  Children).— Petition  for  legislation  ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        1043 

Licensing  Bill. — 94  Petitions  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1043 

Licensing  Bill. — 8  Petitions  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      1044 

Licensing  Bill. — 837  Petitions  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1044 

Licensing  Bill  and  Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Option)  (Scotland)  Bill.— 

Petition  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     1047 
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iquor  Traffic  (Local  Option)  (Scotland)  Bill.— 33  Petitions  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table        1047 

[etropolitan  Sewers  and  Drains  Bill. — Petition  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table      .-       ...  1047 

ublic  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  (Water  Rights)  Bill.— Petition  in 

favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1047 

ablic  Health  Officers  BilL — Petition  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       ...  1047 

ubllc-Houses  (Exclusion  of  Children)  (Scotland)  Bill.— Petition  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table 104^ 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 

ankruptcy  Act,  1883  (Proceedings).— Account  presented,  showing  the 
Receipts  and  Expenditure  on  account  of  Bankruptcy  Proceedings ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  124]         104^ 

ompanies  (Winding-up)  Act,  1890.— Account  presented,  showing  Receipts 
and  Expenditure  on  account  of  Proceedings  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  125]      ...         - 104^ 

rklow  Harbour. — Report  of  the  Arklow  Harbour  Commissioners ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table 1048- 

victed  Tenants  (Ireland)  Act,  1907. — Regulations  made  by  the  Treasury 
under  the  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Act,  1907  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    ...  1048^ 

heriff  Courts  (Scotland)  Act,  1907. — Act  of  Sederunt  anent  Procedure  iQ 

Appeals  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  104& 

heriff  OourtS  (Scotland)  Act,  1907. — Act  of  Sederunt  regulating  the  Fees  of 
Agents  and  others  in  the  Sheriff  Court ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       1048^ 

rade  Reports  (Annual  Series). — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Report,  Annual 
Series,  No.  3971 ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        104S 

ish  Land  Commission. — Return  of  Advances,  made  under  the  Irish  Land 
Act,  1903 ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        104a 

runkenness  (Ireland). — Return  presented,  relative  thereto  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  126] 1049 

iw  Oharges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions  (Ireland).— Return  presented, 
relative  thereto  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  127]      ...  1049 

lOp  Hours  Act,  1904.— Order  made  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  the  City  of 
Dublin ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  104^ 
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The  Budget 1267 

New  Members  Sworn. 

William  Joynson-Hicks,  esquire,  for  Borough  of  Manchester  (North- 
West  Division). 

Captain  the  hon.  Arthur  Cecil  Murray,  County  of  Kincardine  ...  1261 

Public  Petitions  Committee. — Second  Report  brought  up,  and  rea<l ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed      ...  1267 

NEW    BILLS. 
Whaling  Stations. 

Mr.  Caihcart  jyason  (Orknei/ and  ^SJtetlaml)  ...  ...  1267 

Question  — "  That  leave  be  given  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the 
closing  of  existing  whaling  stations  during  the  summer  herring  fishing, 
and  to  prohibit  whaling  stations  being  established  in  the  future  on  any 
part  of  the  shores  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland," — put  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cathcart  Wason,  Mr.  Gwynn, 
Mr.  Leicester  Harms  worth,  Dr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  O'Malley, 
Mr.  Morton,  Mr.  Hugh  Law,  Mr.  John  Sutherland,  and  Mr.  Ainsworth. 

Whaling  Stations  Bill. — **To  provide  fur  the  closing  of  existing  whaling 
stations  during  the  summer  herring  fishing  and  to  prohibit  whaling  stations 
being  established  in  the  future  on  any  part  of  the  shores  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  lii*st  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Wednesday,  13th  May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  205.] 

Licensing  Bill. — Order  read,  for  resumint;  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment 
to  Question  [2yth  April],  *•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Which  Amendment  was, 

"To  leave  out  from  tho  word  ^  That,'  to  the  end  of  the  Question, 
in  order  to  add  the  words,  *  this  House  declines  to  proceed  further  with 
a  measure  which,  while  failing  to  promote  the  cause  of  temperance, 
violates  the  principles  of  equity'" — (Mr.  Cave)— inste&i  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  **That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Mr,  JFalter  Lmg  {Duhlm,  S.)       1270 

The  Sulicitor- General  (Sir  Samml  Eva/us,  Glanwrganshire,  MUL)  ...  I'M 

Mr ,  F,  E,  Smith  {Liver iml,  Walton)       129T 

Mr,  A.  E.  JF,  Mawn  {Coventry) 1309 

Mr,  James  Parker  {Halifax)         ...  ...  ...  ...1316 

Mr,  indtbread  {HuntingiloTishlre,  Huntinfithm)    ...  ...  ...  ...1319 

Mr,  Cameron  Carbett  {Glasgoiv,  Tradeston)  ...  ...  1329 

Mr.  George  Faher  {York) 1333 

And,  it  being  a  quarter  past  Eight  of  the  Clock,  further  proceeding  was 
postponed  withcmt  Question  put,  pursuant  to  Standing  Order  No.  4, 

East  India  (Education). 

Mr,  Laidlaw  {llenjrewshirty  E,)    ...  ...  ...  ...1336 

Mr.  llart-lJaviiis  {Hacknei/,  N,) 1343 

Mr.  Keir  llardic  {Merthyr  Tydvil)  ...  ...  ...  1847 

Mr,  Bees  {Montgomery  Borougha)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1350 

Sir  J, [Jardine  {Roxburghshire)      ..-         ...  1358 
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Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Licensing  Bill. — Postponed  Proceeding   on  Amendment  to  Question  [28th 
April|,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  resumed. 
Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

And,  it  being  after  Eleven  of  the  Clock,  and  objection  being  taken  to  further 
Proceeding,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Adjourned  at  two  minutes  after  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :  THURSDAY,  30Tn  APRIL,  1908. 

The  House  mot  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

New  Writ.— New  Writ  for  the  County  of  Salop  (Northern  of  Newport 
Division),  in  the  room  of  Colonel  the  Right  Hon.  William  Slanoy  Kenyon- 
Shney^  decesised,-- (Sir  Alexander  Arland-ffood)       1373 

PRIVATE    BILL    BUSINESS. 

Dundalk  Urban  District  Council  Bill.— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1373 

Margate  Corporation  Bill. — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 

time        1373 

Swinton  and  Mezborongh  Gas  Bill. — As  amended,  considered  ;  A  Clause 

added;  Amendments  made. — Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  ...         ...   1373 

South- West  Suburban  Water  Bill  (by  Order).— Read  a  second  time,  and 

committed  1373 

Southwell  District  Gas  Bill.— Cheshire  Lines  Committee  Bill ;  Great  Wes- 
tern Railway  (Superannuation  Scheme)  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Garw  and  Ogmore 
Gas  Bill. — Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Report  to  he  upon  the  Table,  and 
to  be  printed      1373 
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Keport  to  lie  upon  the  Table       ...  161 

Wliereupou  Mr.   Speaker  adjourned  the   House  without  Question  pat, 
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Public  Accounts  Committee. 

Ordered,  that  Mr.  Eunciman  be  discharged  from  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Hobhouse  be  added  to  the  Committee. — {Mr, 
IFhiteley.)  1675 
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on  the  Licensing  Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Eleven  o'clock  this  night,  be 
not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order  (Sittings  of  the  House).  {Mr. 
Asquith) 1675 

Licensing  Bill.-— Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  debate  on  Amendment 
to  Question  [28th  April],  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Which  Amendment  was — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question, 
in  order  to  add  the  words  '  This  House  declines  to  proceed  further 
with  a  measure  which,  while  failing  to  promote  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance, violates  the  principles  of  equity.' " — {Mr.  Cave) — instead  tbereof. 

Question  a^n  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  Chaplin  (Surrey,  Wimbledon)  1676 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  {Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon  Boioiighs)    1679 

Mr.  Lyttelton  {St.  George*8,  Hanover  Square)       1699 

Mr.  Herbert  Roberts  (Denbighshire,  W.) 1712 

Lord  R.  Cecil  (Marylebone,  E.) 1716 

Sir  Randal  Cremer  {Shorediieh,  Haggerston)         1725 

Mr,  Harwood  {Bolton)       ...  1732 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs  (Reading)  1739 

Mr.  Belloc  {Saiford,  S.)      1748 

Mr.  Bridgeman  {Shropshire,  Oswestry)      1761 

Mr.  Arthur  Henderson  {Durham,  Barnard  Castle)  1765 

Sir  E.  Carson  {DuUin  University) 1761 

The    Prime    Minister   and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  {Mr.  Asquith, 

Fifeshire,  E.) 1778 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes,  397 ;  Noes,  147.    (Division  List  No,  76.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided , — Ayes,  394  ;  Noes,  148.     (Division  List  No.  76.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Bill  conmiitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next. — 
{Mr.  AsquUh.) 

Married  Women's  Property  Bill.— Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a 

Standing  Committee 1797 

Monument  to  Sir  Hknry  Campbell-Ban nerman. — Committee  to  consider 
an  humble  Address  to  be  presented  to  His  Majesty  pra3ring  that  His 
Majesty  will  give  directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected  at  the  Public 
Charge  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of  St.  Peter's,  Westminster,  to  the  memory 
of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman  (King's  Recommenda- 
tion signified),  upon  Monday,  18th  May.— (3fr.  Asquith) 1797 

And  it  being  after  half-past  Eleven  of  the  Clock  on  Monday  evening,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourn^  the  House  without  Question  put,  pursuant  to 
Standing  Order. 

Adjourned  at  ten  minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock. 
End  of  Table  of  Contents  to  Vol.  CLXXXVII. 
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In  CoL  317,  line  46,  fw  "  Mr.  Hudson  "  read  "  Mr.  Nannetti  (Dublin    College 
Green)." 


THE 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 

{AUTHORISED   EDITION) 

\  IN    THE 

J  THIRD  SESSION  of  the  TWENTY-EIGHTH  PARLIAMENT  of  the  United 
I"  Kingdom  of  GREAT  BRITAIN  and  IRELAND,  Appointed  to  Meet 

\  the  Twenty-Ninth  Day  of  January  in  the  Eighth  Year  of  the 

Reign  of 

HIS  MAJESTY  KING  EDWARD  VII. 

'  FIFTH   VOLUME   OF   SESSION    1908. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS. 
Monday,  ^th  March,  1908. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


I  The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted 
I  the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
^  ments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certi- 
t  ficates  from  the  Examiners  that  the 
^  further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to 
^  the  following  Bills  have  been  complied 
t  with : — Conway  and  Colwyn  Bay  Joint 
■^  Water  Board ;  Derby  Gras ;  Stockport 
Corporation  ;    Rochdale  Corporation. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

City  of  Glasgow  Bill. — Brought  from 
the  Commons,  read  1*,  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

TURKEY,  NO.  1  (1908). 
Further  correspondence  respecting  pro- 
posals by  His  Majesty's  Grovemment  for 
reforms  in  Macedonia. 
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railway  and  canal  traffic  acts, 

1854-1894. 
Nineteenth    Annual    Report    of    the 
Railway   and   Canal    Commission,   with 
Appendix. 

HOUSING  conditions  (SCOTLAND). 
Return  showing  the  housing  conditions 
of  the  population  of  Scotland. 

births,   marriages,   and   deaths, 
and  vaccination  (scotland). 

Fifty-third    Annual    Report  of    the 

Registrar-General  for  Scotland,  for  the 

year     1907.,     and    Forty-third  Annual 
Report  on  Vaccination. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (IRELAND). 
Returns  for  the  year  1906-1907. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

COURT   OF   PROBATE   DIVISION   (HIGH 
COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)). 

Annual  account  of  receipts  and  dis- 
bursements, for  the  year  ended  Slst 
December,  1907. 
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SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904. 
CJlosing    order    made    by    the    urban 
district  council  of  Donaghadee. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 
fc.  AND  WALES)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

[Second  Reading], 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  read. 

The  lord  BISHOP  of  St.  ASAPH  : 
My  Lords,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  which  stands  in  my  name 
I  desire  briefly  to  make  clear  my  position 
and  purpose  in  this  matter.  I  am 
solely  responsible  for  this  Bill.  I  pledge 
and  am  pledged  to  no  one,  and  I  com- 
promise no  one  in  this  or  in  any  other 
place.  The  Bill,  therefore,  comes  before 
your  Lordships  with  nothing  and  nobody 
to  recommend  it  but  its  own  provisions. 
Those  provisions  are  largely  embodied  in 
a  Bill  which  your  Lordships  read  a 
second  time  without  a  division  in  1904. 
That  Bill  was  welcomed  by  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth,  speaking  then  in  the  absence 
of  Lord  Spencer,  as  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position.    The  noble  Lord  said — 

"  He  wekomed  the  Bill  as  a  message  of 
peace,  and  he  hoped  that  later  on  it  might  be 
possible  to  expand  it  into  a  concordat." 

I  venture  to  think,  my  Lords,  that  th® 
moment  for  attempting  such  an  ex- 
pansion has  at  last  arrived.  One  of 
the  main  features  in  the  Bill  of  1904,  was, 
what  for  brevity  I  will  call,  the  parental 
solution  of  the  religious  problem.  Dur- 
ing the  last  four  years  a  complete  dis- 
covery has  been  made  of  the  fact  that 
the  children  in  our  elementary  schools 
not  only  have  parents,  but  that  those 
parents  have  as  much  right  and  claim  to 
determine  the  religion  taught  to  their 
children  as  any  other  parent  in  the  land. 

The  present  moment  seems  oppor- 
tune lor  another  reason.  Unless  I  am 
gravely  mistaken,  the  country  is  weary 
of  this  prolonged  controversy,  and  reason- 
able and  moderate  men  are  eager  for  a 
settlement  and  feel  that  the  time  has  come 
to  bring  about  the  composing  of  this 
conflict  of  claims.  But  if  there  is  to 
be  a   settlement  that  settlement   must 


be  a  concordat,  the  virtue  df  whict 
lies  in  the  fact  that,  unlike  a  victoiy 
or  defeat,  it  avoids  the  humiliation 
of  either  side  and  the  bitterness  which 
would  ensue  from  such  humiliatioD. 
But  neither  the  hopes  of  the  past  nor 
the  present  sense  of  weariness  have 
chiefly  impelled  me  to  undertake  the 
task  of  presenting  this  Bill  before  yom 
Lordships'  House.  I  come  from  a  dio- 
cese where  there  are  a  large  number  of 
voluntary  schools.  In  my  own  county 
voluntary  schools  are  in  an  overwhelming 
majority.  The  spectacle  of  the  ednct- 
tional  discord  constantly  before  my  eyes 
suppUes  my  main  and  sustaining  motive 
in  bringing  this  matter  before  your  Lend- 
ships'  House. 

Let  me  illustrate  our  present  condition 
from  the  playground.  In  the  early  days 
of  Eugby  football  I  once  saw  a  grat 
match  in  which  both  sides  were  fiercefy 
hacking  each  other  while  the  football  lay 
many  yards  awa^  untouched  and  un- 
heeded. And  this  is  what  is  happening 
in  Wales  to-day.  The  real  business  of 
education  is  being  neglected,  and  those 
who  ought  to  be  engaged  in  its  promotion 
are  concentrating  their  energies  upon  a 
contemptible  and  squaUd  endeavour  to 
persecute,  to  irritate,  and  to  hamper. 
You  have  already  had  in  this  House 
abundant  specimens  of  this  sordid  strife. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  one  who  really 
cares  for  the  true  interests  of  education 
can  view  with  anything  but  the  deepest 
humiliation  the  progress  of  this  game  in 
which  the  children  are  treated  as  pawns. 

For  my  purpose  to-day  a  retrospect 
which  shall  be  made  as  brief  as  possible 
seems  necessary.  Up  to  1870,  the  system 
of  elementary  education  in  this  country 
was  voluntary.  The  Church  was  the  first 
to  take  this  great  work  in  hand.  The 
State  stepped  in  later  when  the  working- 
man,  armed  with  a  vote,  became  an 
object  of  political  interest.  These  thinps 
are  quoted  as  reminiscences.  They  would 
be  arguments  if  gratitude  were  a  political 
asset.  The  Act  of  1870  was  avowedly 
supplementary  in  character.  The  Act 
of  1902  aimed  at  nothing  less  than  the 
establishment  of  a  national  system  of 
education.  That  Act  did  not  claim 
finality,  which  probably  belongs  only  te 
destructive  legislation.  But  I  beUflnre 
that  the  verdict  of  history  will  be  that 
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that  Act  was  one  of  the  greatest  educa- 
tional measures  ever  placed  on  the 
Statute  Book  of  this  country.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  that  Act  rendered  the 
long  continuance  of  the  dual  system 
difficult,  if  not  impossible.  It  has  always 
been  a  marvel  to  me  that  the  opponents  of 
that  system  welcomed  the  Act  with  so 
little  gratitude.  No  doubt  that  Act, 
while  subverting  the  dual  system,  did  not 
remove  all  possible  grievances. 

The  Bill  which  I  introduced  in  1904 
grew  out  of  an  attempt  which  was  made 
in  North  Wales  by  representatives  of  both 
sides  to  adopt  a  concordat  which  would 
have  removed  all  alleged  greivances. 
The  terms  of  that  attempted  concordat 
were  that  in  all  the  schools  in  the  area 
concerned  there  should  be  a  general 
syllabus  of  religious  instruction  on  the 
lines  of  the  London  School  Board  syllabus 
taught  from  9  to  9.45  a.m.  on  four  days 
in  the  week  in  provided  schools  and  on 
three  days  a  week  in  the  non-provided 
schools  ;  that  there  should  be  facilities 
in  provided  schools  for  unrestricted  re- 
ligious teaching  to  the  children  of  those 
parents  who  desired  it  on  one  day,  that 
«in  two  days  a  week  there  should  be 
facilities  given  in  the  non-pro  vided  schools 
lor  unrestricted  religious  teaching,  and 
that  there  should  be  an  annual  examina- 
tion in  religious  knowledge.  It  was  also 
agreed  upon,  as  an  experiment,  that  the 
teachers  might,  if  willing,  give  the  un- 
restricted religious  teaching  in  provided 
41S  well  as  non-provided  schools.  The 
conference  at  which  these  terms  were  dis- 
cussed was  presided  over  by  Sir  Francia 
Edwards,  and  the  terms  quoted  were 
agreed  to  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.  The 
concordat  fell  through,  not  from  any 
misgiving  as  to  the  sincerity  of  those  who 
offered  those  terms,  but  for  what  I  con- 
sidered the  insuperable  objection  that 
the  concordat  lacked  legal  sanction  and 
legal  security.  It  was  in  order  to  gain 
this  sanction  and  security  that  I  iutro- 
^luced  the  Bill  in  1904,  which  your  Lord- 
ships read  a  second  time.  The  experi- 
ence of  the  last  four  years  has  only 
strengthened  the  conviction  I  then  felt 
that  if  the  Bill  had  passed  it  would  have 
ended  the  troubles  which  have  since  then 
hampered  our  educational  progress.  For 
these  reasons  I  have  ventured  once  more 
to  submit  for  your  consideration  a  Bill 
which  embodies  that  solution. 


The  Bill  accepts,  without  qualification, 
public  control  and  the  abolition  of  tests 
as  conditions  of  recognition.  In  passing, 
let  me  say  that  I  much  wish  that  a  larger 
measure  of  public  control  had  been 
delegated  to  the  localities  interested  in 
each  school.  One  of  the  results  of  the  Act 
of  1902  has  been  to  dry  up,  in  the  case 
of  provided  and  non -provided  schools 
alike,  local  interest,  and  to  concentrate 
all  personal  interest  in  and  contact 
with  the  individual  school  in  the  paid 
officials  of  the  county  authority.  This 
is  not  a  party  question,  but  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  fact  itself  reveals  a 
detriment  to  education.  Coming  to  the 
question  of  tests,  the  Bill  accepts  their 
imqualified  abolition.  The  country  is* 
now  famihar  with  the  arguments  on  this 
question,  and  it  has  clearly  shown  its 
unwillingness  to  impose  a  religious  test 
for  those  who  are  now  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases  civil  servants. 

There  is  one  aspect  of  this  question 
to  which  I  desire  to  addreess  myself. 
It  is  urged,  with  unanswerable  force,  that 
the  teacher  who  is  to  give  religious  in- 
struction must  believe  in  what  he  teaches. 
Is  a  legal  test  the  only  or  even  the  best 
way  of  securing  this  ?  Surely  history, 
for  example  the  history  of  our  own  Uni- 
versities, shows  how  friable  these  legal 
tests  were,  and  how  often,  instead  of 
being  a  security  for  belief,  they  proved 
a  stimulous  to  insincerity.  There  is  only 
one  test  which  is  worth  anything  in  these 
matters.  That  test  is  the  honour  of  the 
teacher  himself.  If  a  teacher  of  his  own 
free  will  signifies  formally  that  he  desires 
to  give  religious  instruction  you  have  the 
best  security  for  sincerity  which  any 
honest  man  can  give  you.  If  you  are 
dealing  with  a  dishonest  man,  all  tests 
and  engagements  are  equally  worth- 
less. But  this  Bill  asks  for  the  unqualified 
abolition  of  tests.  As  I  shall  endeavour 
to  prove  later,  that  abolition  is  not  un- 
qualified if  you  tell  the  teacher  at  one 
moment  that  he  is  not  of  necessity 
obliged  to  give  any  religious  instruction 
and  then  the  next  moment  tell  him  that 
even  if  he  wishes  to  do  so  he  is  obliged 
not  to  give  one  type  of  religious  instruc* 
tion»  ^     "* 

I  now  come  to  one  ot  the  essential 
points  in  the  Bill.  I  have  shown  that 
it  establishes   universal   council  schools. 
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I  venture  to  submit  that  you  can- 
not have  universal  religious  freedom 
in  these  council  schools  unless  you  also 
establish  the  right  of  imiversal  facilities. 
Personally  I  regard  the  granting  of 
general  facilities  as  absolutely  indis- 
pensable to  any  permanent  settlement. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  in 
the  BilJ  of  1906  a  miserly  dole  of 
facilities  was  attempted.  When  Mr. 
Birrell  came  to  expound  that  part  of 
his  Bill  it  struck  me  that  he  was  all  the 
time  thinking  of  some  other  and  more 
perfect  arrangement  which  provided  uni- 
versal facilities,  and  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  when  Mr.  Birrell  reached  the 
House  of  Commons  he  discovered  that 
he  had  put  the  wrong  Bill  in  his  pocket 
by  mistake. 

In  dealing  with  the  question  of  universal 
facilities  I  start  with  two  propositions 
which  I  believe  ^vill  command  almost ! 
universal  acceptance.  This  country  is  \ 
resolved  that  religious  instruction  shall 
be  given  in  its  elementary  schools.  If 
religious  instruction  is  to  be  given  in 
our  schools,  clearly  it  must  be  real  and 
substantial,  and  not  less  Jionoured  or 
cared  for  than  any  other  part  of  the 
instruction  given.  I  think  it  can  be 
shown  that  for  carrying  out  these  two 
principles  facilities  are  indispensable. 
The  history  of  the  last  thirty-eight  years 
fortifies  that  statement.  Let  me  briefly 
lecapitulate.  In  1870,  the  Nonconfor- 
mists in  England  generally,  and  in  Wales 
with  scarcely  an  exception,  looked  with 
favouring  eyes  on  a  secular  system.  Mr. 
Foster,  in  his  speech  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing, quoted  a  resolution  from  Noncon- 
formist ministers  in  Wales  in  which  they 
demanded  that  any  system  of  national 
education  should  be  made  secular  and 
compulsory.  What  happened  in  Wales 
universally  and  in  England  generally 
is  a  parable  written  for  our  learning. 
In  Wales  the  school  boards  began  by  be- 
ing secular.  But  the  example  and  the 
felt  influence  of  the  religious  instruction 
given  in  the  Church  schools,  slowly  but 
surely  induced  the  Nonconformists  to 
recant  this  error.  I  admit  the  process 
has  been  slow.  At  first  religious  in- 
struction in  our  board  schools  began, 
and  still  in  many  places  continues,  to 
consist  of  Bible  reading  without  note  or 
comment.    I  speak  from  personal  know- 

The  Lord  Bvahop  of  St.  Asaph, 


ledge.  The  whole  school  were  assembled 
while  the  teacher  read  out  four  or  five 
verses  of  the  Bible  to  a  listless  and  un- 
attending crowd  of  children.  Such  a 
sham  is  as  bad  for  the  teacher  as  it  is 
for  the  children. 

Now,  I  am  continually  asked,  not  onlj 
by  Nonconformists,  but  by  Churchmen 
also,  Why  are  you  not  satisfied  with 
simple  Bible  teaching  ?  My  reply  is 
that  I  desire  it  to  be  simple,  and  I  desiie 
it  to  be  teaching.  The  real  question  at 
issue  when  you  get  down  to  the  bed- 
rock of  this  controversy  is  this.  Are 
you  going  to  be  satisfied  with  a  make- 
believe  religious  instruction  which  will 
meet  a  passing  sentiment  and  soon  dis- 
appear altogether  from  your  schools,  or 
are  you  going  securely  to  safeguard  that 
instruction  so  that  it  may  form  a  real 
sound,  and  solid  foundation  upon  which 
the  character  of  your  children  may  be 
built  up  in  Christian  principles  ?  The 
voluntary  schools,  if  they  have  done 
nothing  else,  have  rendered  this  mighty 
service  to  the  country,  that  they  have 
been  mainly  instrumental  in  driving 
secularism  out  of  our  Board  schools. 
They  have  been  our  safeguard  in  the 
past.  Universal  facilities  will  be  onr 
safeguard  in  the  future.  If  the  religious 
instruction  given  in  any  of  the  universal 
council  schools  is  known  by  the  parents 
— and  parents  quickly  find  these  things 
out — to  be  unreal  and  perfunctoir, 
then  the  lever  of  universal  facihties  will 
come  in  to  redress  this  defect.  But  there 
is  one  other  point  about  imiversal  &cili- 
ties.  The  main  controversy  on  the 
religious  question  has  turned  upon  the 
character  of  the  religious  instruction  to 
be  taught  to  the  child.  Never  have 
I  heard  in  all  this  controversy  any  public 
man  venture  to  deny  that  the  one  person 
who  has  the  right  to  settle  the  question 
of  the  character  of  the  religious  instruc- 
tion taught  to  his  child  is  the  parent 
This  Bill  turns  upon  the  recognition  of 
the  right  of  the  parent. 

There  are  those,  for  whose  zeal  and 
conviction  I  have  the  profoundest  res- 
pect, who  will  take  exception  to  this 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  allows  the 
State  to  endow  one  form,  and  one  form 
only,  of  religious  instruction.  I  adnut 
at  once  that  in  the  abstract  it  appears 
to  be  unjust  that  the  State  should  pay 
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only  for  the  teaching  of  undenominat- 
tionalism.  If  we  were  arguing  in  the 
abstract,  it  might  be  logical  to  contend 
that  compulsory  education,  whether 
secular  or  religious,  was  unjust ;  but  we 
live  in  a  world  of  history  and  of  facts.  I 
propose  to  deal  with  this,  the  hardest 
part  of  our  problem,  by  applying  to  its 
solution,  not  abstract  and  a  priori  deduc- 
tions, but  approaching  it  with  that  his- 
torial  method  which  commends  itself 
to  our  day  and  generation. 

The  roots  of  this  religious  controversy 
in  education  lie  deep  down  in  the  past. 
An  inquiry  ordered  by  Parliament  in 
1846  into  the  state  of  education  in  Wales 
undoubtedly  proves  that  the  elements 
of  this  controversy  were  even  then 
apparent,  and  to  the  observant  it  was 
olear  that  the  conflict  which  has  since 
divided  us  was  inevitable.  With  this 
problem  Parliament  first  dealt  in  1870. 
A  perusal  of  the  debates  on  the  Act  of 
1870  will  show  how  large  a  part  was 
occupied  by  the  very  controversy  that 
divides  us  to-day.  In  the  historical 
speech  which  Mr.  Gladstone  made  on 
the  Third  Reading,  in  answer  to  Mr. 
Miall,  he  said— 

'*  Wo  have  excluded  sumethine  from  the 
^rate-aided)  schools,  and  what  has  been  so 
excluded  is  something  i^culiarly  characteristic 
•if  the  Church  of  Engrlaad  and  objected  to  by 
Dissenters." 

I  quote  these  words  because  thoy  give 
the  essence  of  the  compromise  of  1870. 
The     Government,     by     accepting     the 
Oowper- Temple  Clause,  said,  in  so  many 
words,  to  the  Nonconformists:  We  give 
you  the   board   schools,  from  which  the 
religious    teaching    of    which    you    dis- 
vipprove  will  be  excluded,  in  which  the 
undenominational  teaching  of  which  you 
approve  will  be  given  and  paid  for  by 
the  rates,  while  the  supporters  of  volun-  i 
tary  schools  will  hwe  to  make  up  by  i 
voluntary  contributions  for  the  loss  of  [ 
the  rate,  and  at  the  same  time  in  dis-  , 
tricts  where  both  schools  exist  will  still 
have  to. pay  their  share  of  the  rate,      i 

*  The  board  schools  were  started  with  i 
4rant  and  rate,  and  the  voluntary  schools  ' 
r.ontinued  with  grant  only.  The  com- 
promise worked  on  the  whole  fairly  well. 
Undenominationalism  was  established 
and  endowed,  and  the  Church  was  left 
free  to  teach  her  own  children  in  her  own 


schools  and  largely  at  her  own  cost.  If 
that  compromise  is  to  be  abandoned,  it 
is  obvious  that  it  would  be  unjust  to 
Churchmen  to  retain  those  conditions  in 
the  compromise  which  the  Nonconfor- 
mists approved  and  accepted,  while 
abandoning  those  which  Churchmen 
accepted.  If  undenominationalism  is 
still  to  remain  rate-aided,  it  is  surely 
asking  ver\  little  in  return  that  Church- 
men ehould  <itill  be  free  to  teach,  and 
that  Church  parents  should  still  be  free 
to  have  their  children  taught,  their  own 
faith  at  the  cost  of  their  own  denomina- 
tion. 

Now  it  is  maintained  that  it  is  unfair 
to  allow  undenominationalism  to  con- 
tinue to  be  the  onl>  form  of  religious  in- 
struction paid  for  by  the  State.  As  a 
matter  of  logical  and  abstract  discussion, 
I  repeat  that  that  contention  seems  to 
be  difficult  to  answer.  But  a  full  con- 
sideration of  the  facts  and  of  the  history 
of  the  compromise  on  this  question 
removes  that  difficulty.  If  it  were  pro- 
posed that  "all  denominations  should  now 
pay  for  the  religious  instruction  of  their 
own  children  I  consider  it  would  be 
unfair  and  unjust  to  disendow  suddenly 
the  undenominationalists,  and  to  impose 
upon  the  Nonconformists  a  burden  and 
a  duty  which  they  have  not  been  called 
upon  before  to  bear  and  to  discharge. 
There  is  no  concealing  the  fact  that  in 
1870,  while  the  State  gave  to  the  volun- 
tary schools  freedom  and  recognition  and 
encouragement,  it  gave  at  the  same  time 
a  monopoly  of  State  aid  to  the  undenomi- 
nationalist.  I  read  this  morning  in  one 
of  the  newspapers  a  letter  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  this  Bill  proposes  to  endow 
undenominationalism.  I  confess  I  read 
that  statement  with  amazement.  Un- 
denominationalism has  been  endowed 
for  the  last  thirty-eight  years.  I  know 
well  that  there  are  those  who,  for  reasons 
which  all  must  respect,  object  in  theory 
as  well  as  in  practice  to  the  State  defining 
the  religious  instruction  given  to  the 
children  in  our  schools,  and  recoil  with 
something  like  abhorrence  from  a  canoni- 
cal authority  given  by  statute  to  this  or 
that  syllabus  of  religious  instruction. 
But  even  this  difficulty,  which  I  both 
admit  and  feel,  is  not  insuperable. 

I  would  much  prefer  to  call  this  type  of 
instruction     interdenominational     rather 
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than  undenominational,  and  personally 
I  would  most  gladly  welcome  any 
proposal  which  would  provide  for  the 
framing  of  the  syllabuB  of  this  religious 
instruction  to  be  drawn  up  by  an 
inter-denominational  committee,  repre- 
sentative of  the  various  denominations  in 
ea  c  h  loca  1  a  rea .  As  a  member  of  the  loca  1 
education  authority  for  Flintshire,  I  had 
the  honour  of  being  elected  chairman  of 
the  committee  appointed  to  draw  up  a 
syllabus  of  religious  instruction  for  that 
county.  Representatives  of  the  leading 
Nonconformist  bodies  were  on  that  com- 
mittee, and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
the  syllabus  upon  which  we  unanimously 
agreed  was  one  that  Churchmen  could 
not  only  loyally  but  gratefully  accept. 
Anyone  who  has  followed  the  meetings 
of  the  Student  Movement  in  this  country, 
its  meetings  last  year  at  Conisheads  and 
this  year  at  Liverpool,  will  thankfully 
recognise  that  there  is  a  vast  and  pre- 
cious field  of  co-operation  open  and 
common  to  those  who  are  prepared  to 
meet  and  work  together  in  a  spirit  of 
cordial  Christian  fellowship. 

The    experience    of    other    countries 
must,  of  course,  be  quoted  with  reserva-  i 
tion,  but,  making  the  largest  allowance  \ 
for  these,   I  derive  hope  and  strength  I 
from      the       fact     that     in     America  j 
inter-rlenominationalism      is      a      great  i 
and   growing   power   for  the   spread   of  i 
Christianity.     When  I  consider  the  com-  I 
promise  which  is  ofEered  by  this  Bill  to  I 
the    Church    of    England    the    task    of ; 
justification    is    much    easier.     We    ask  i 
for  no  privilege  whatever.     We  are  con-  ' 
tent   to  allow  the  undenominationalists  I 
to  retain   undisturbed   the   full  benefits  ! 
given  them  under  the  Act  of  1870.     We  ; 
are    willing   to    bring    our   schools   into 
line    and    to   incorporate    them    in    one ! 
national  system,  and  we  only  ask  that  ' 
when  these  schools  are  all  of  one  type  ' 
and     under    one     public     control,     and 
supported   by  the   rates   of  Churchmen  i 
and     Nonconformists,     Church    parents 
should    have    accorded    to     them     the 
freedom  to  secure    for     their    children ; 
three   days   in   the   week   within   school 
hours    that    religious   instruction    which 
they  desire,  and  we  ask  for  the  freedom 
to  be  allowed  to  pay  ourselves  for  this 
instruction. 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 


I  now  turn  to  the  question  of  tkt 
teachers.  In  the  Bill  now  before  you 
Lordships'  House  it  is  proposed  tkt 
the  teachers  may  be  free  to  notif?  to 
their  local  education  authority  in  wndD^ 
their  willingness  to  give  religious  instroe* 
tion.  I  venture  to  submit  that  if  tae 
teacher  is  to  be  permitted  to  give  tlie 
undenominational  instruction,  he  mnsc 
be  equally  free  to  give  the  denomina- 
tional  instruction.  The  State  is  to  paj 
the  teacher  for  giving  undenominational 
instruction,  but  surely  it  is  a  contentksi 
which  savours  of  intolerance  to  maintaJL 
that  the  State  would  be  just  and  f&ii 
if  it  restricted  the  freedom  of  the  teadier, 
and  said  :  Although  you  are  not  paid 
for  doing  so  by  the  State,  the  State 
will  not  allow  you,  even  if  you  wiahto 
do  so,  to  give  religious  instructioii  to 
those  children  whose  parents  desiie  it 
and  whose  denomination  pay  far  it. 
If  the  teachers  are  not  to  be  allowed 
to  give  any  religious  instruction^  tki 
you  have  a  purely  secular  stafE,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  by  doing  this  yot 
have  laid  the  foundation  for  a  purelj 
secular  system. 

I  am  well  aware  that  in  Wales  at  the 
present  time  the  teachers  in  the  comicil 
schools  are  appointed  not  only  upon 
educational  grounds,  and  there  is  often 
just  ground  of  complaint  that  secondazr 
considerations  dictate  these  appoint- 
ments. On  the  other  hand,  I  am  con- 
I  vinced  that  when  a  settlement  has  once 
been  reached  and  sectarian  animoBities 
allayed,  there  would  be  more  hope  of  a 
;  just  consideration  of  all  concenied. 
One  thing  is  obvious,  if  there  is  danger 
from  this  religious  bias  operating  in 
the  appointment  of  teachers,  that  hiis 
is  just  as  likely  to  operate  in  favour  of 
teachers  who  would  be  known  to  be  in 
sympathy  with  the  undenominaticmal 
rather  than  with  the  denominational 
type  of  teaching.  On  this  question, 
however,  we  must  not  forget  that  the 
teacher  himself  has  a  right  to  fieedom 
and  fair  play. 

Many  of  the  best  teachers  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time  regard  the 
religious  instruction  which  they  give 
as  the  most  precious  instrument  they 
have  for  building  up  character.  It  is 
proposed  that  these  teachers  are  still  to 
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continue  in  their  present  positions  even 
when  their  schools  have  become  provided 
schools.  Is  it  freedom,  is  it  justice,  to 
tell  these  men  and  women  that  for  the 
rest  of  their  professional  lives  they  are 
to  be  excluded  by  law  from  giving  to 
the  children  whose  parents  desire  it 
that  instruction  which  they  deem  most 
valuable,  and  the  giving  of  which  they 
regard  as  their  most  sacred  privilege  ? 
Great  importance  in  this  controversy  has 
been  attached  to  the  abolition  of  tests. 
If  tests  are  to  be  abolished  the  abolition 
must  be  unqualified  and  complete ; 
but  if  you  tell  the  teachers  "You  are 

free  to  give  this  type  of  religious  teaching 
but  you  are  not  free  to  give  that  type," 
then  you  are  imposing  a  fresh  test,  and 
although  a  negative  test,  one  of  an 
equally  restrictive  character.  This  Bill 
asks  for  the  complete  freedom  of  the 

teacher,  and  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
you  make  a  man  free  when  you  take  ofi 
a  handcuff  and  put  on  a  muzzle. 

I  have  endeavoured  to  deal  as  fully 
as  time  permits  with  the  religious  ques- 
tion. Once  this  question  has  been  settled 
and  securities  have  been  given  for 
preserving  substantially  the  integrity 
of  religious  teaching,  and  facilities  have 
been  provided  for  the  just  recognition  of 
denominational  claims,  I  believe  the 
main  difficulty  will  have  been  removed 
from  the  settlement  of  what  I  may  call 
the  property  question.  The  Church  of 
England  has  built  and  maintained  her 
schools  primarily  for  securing  a  rightful 
place  for  religious  teaching  in  the  educa- 
tion of  her  children.  They  value  those 
buildings  as  instruments  for  the  fulfil- 
ment of  that  sacred  purpose  and  trust. 
Keeping  that  thought  in  mind,  I  pro- 
pose to  give  the  trustees  freedom  in 
this  matter,  and  a  free  hand  with  regard 
to  their  buildings.  I 

The  Bill  proposes  to  give  the  trustees  i 
of   the    school-house   of   an    elementary 
school  the  power  to  transfer,  by  agree-  j 
ment,  if  they  \vish  to  do  so,  the  school- 
house  to  the  local  education    authority  , 
to  be  conducted  as  a  public  elementary  ' 
school,  reserving  to  the  trustees  the  use 
of  the  school  on  Saturdays  and  Sundays 
and  not  less  than  two  other  days  in  the 
week  out  of  school  hours.     Unless  pro-  i 
vided  for  otherwise,  the  trustees  will  be  j 
liable  for  any  damage  beyond  ordinary 


wear  and  tear  caused  to  the  room  and 
furniture,  while  they  will  be  responsible 
for  leaving  the  room  after  they  have  used 
it  in  a  proper  condition  for  school  pur- 
poses. If  after  the  transfer  of  a  school- 
house  the  local  education  authority  fail 
to  carry  out  the  terms  of  the  transfer,  the 
Board  of  Education,  if  they  are  satisfied 
of  such  failure,  shall,  by  order,  set  aside 
the  transfer.  So  far  the  terms  of  transfer 
are  clear.  The  trustees  are  perfectly  free 
to  transfer  if  they  like. 

But  there  remains  the  question  of  the 
position  of  the  local  education  authority. 
Must  they  take  over  the  school-house 
when  offered  to  them  by  the  trustees  ? 
Now  it  is  clear  that  trustees  might  in 
i  some  cases  stipulate  for  terms  which  were 
j  unreasonable  or  offer  for  transfer  build- 
ings which  had  become  unsuitable,  while 
under  a  compulsory  scheme  of  transfer 
the  local  education  authority  might  reject 
reasonable  terms  or  impose  unreasonable 
conditions.  The  Bill  proposes  to  solve 
this  difficulty  by  giving  either  party  an 
appeal  to  the  Board  of  Education,  and  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, after  considering  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  including  the  in- 
terests of  education  and  the  economy  of 
the  rates,  to  settle  the  terms  of  an  arrange- 
ment, and  make  such  order  as  they  thmk 
I  fit  for  carrying  it  out.  It  will  be  observed 
'  that  the  trustees  are  not  in  any  case 
bound  to  transfer,  and  even  when  they 
do  transfer  no  order  shall  be  valid  which 
purports  to  convey  or  to  vest  in  the  local 
education  authority  any  greater  interest 
in  the  school-house  than  the  trustees  are 
willing  to  convey.  There  is,  therefore, 
no  element  of  confiscation.  Practically  I 
believe  these  provisions  would  work  out 
smoothly.  Few  trustees  would  desire, 
when  the  religious  question  has  been 
settled,  to  retain  their  school-houses, 
and  not  allow  them  to  be  used  as  public 
elementary  schools.  On  the  other  hand 
very  few  local  authorities,  at  any  rate  in 
Wales,  would  desire  to  incur  the  expense 
of  new  buildings  and  to  reject  the  transfer 
of  the  non-provided  school. 

I  know  that  it  is  the  fashion^to  depre- 
ciate the  value  of  our  rural  schoolhouses. 
That  depreciation  is  based  upon  cal- 
culations less  of  fact  than  of  controversy. 
Large  sums  have  been  spent  upon  those 
buildings    within    the    last    four    years. 
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In  my  own  diocese  the  school-houses 
could  not  be  replaced  for  less  than 
£300,000.  The  Bill  provides  that  in 
any  transferred  school  the  teachers 
in  the  school  at  the  time  of  such  transfer 
shall  continue  to  hold  office  by  the  same 
tenure  and  on  the  same  terms  and  condi- 
tions, as  far  as  they  are  consistent  with 
the  terms  of  this  Act,  as  before  the 
transfer.  I  confess  that  the  section 
i  icorporated  from  elsewhere  which  deals 
with  the  case  of  teachers  in  an  existing 
voluntary  school  who  may  lose  their 
employment  by  reason  of  the  school 
ceasing  to  be  an  elementary  school  in 
consequence  of  this  Act  is  not  altogether 
satisfactory  to  me.  I  trust  that  if  this 
Bill  were  passed  and  a  general  settlement 
arrived  at,  that  there  w^ould  be  very 
few,  if  any,  such  cases  to  deal  with. 
As  the  clause  stands  the  compensation 
provided  for  teachers  so  deprived  of 
employment  is  inadequate,  and  I  trust 
that  this  defect  may  be  amended. 

One  matter  I  desire  to  refer  to  briefly, 
but  with  all  the  emphasis  I  can  command. 
The  Church  of  England  will  never  accept 
a  settlement  which  does  not  include  an 
arrangement  which  will  meet  generously 
as  they  deserve  to  be  met,  the  claims  of 
Roman  Catholics.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  explain  the  main  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  and  I  believe  that  in  the  acceptance 
and  development  of  the  principles  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  lies  the  w^ay  of  safety 
and  of  peace. 

The  Bill  may  fairly  claim  to  be  marked 
by  simplicity,  uniformity,  and  efficiency. 
The  solution  which  it  offers  of  our  problem 
is  so  simple  that  he  who  runs  can  read. 
In  place  of  a  dual  system,  which  results  no 
longer  in  a  wholesome  competition  but 
in  diverting  men's  thoughts  and  energies 
from  the  fruitful  work  of  education 
into  the  sterilizing  indulgence  of  sectarian 
animosities,  it  introduces  for  the  first 
time  uniformity  into  our  system  of 
elementary  education.  I  venture  also 
to  say  that  the  provisions  in  this  Bill 
would  materially  and  profoundly  con- 
tribute to  the  promotion  of  educational 
efficiency.  Looking  at  this  subject  for 
one  moment  as  a  Churchman,  I  hold  that 
the  great  Church  of  England,  deeply 
concerned  as  she  is  in  this  matter,  cannot, 
while  this  controversey  is  proceeding, 
continue  to  shelter  herself  behind  a  wall 
of  criticism,  but  that  she  must  come  out 
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into  the  open,  and  in  a  large  and  geneioos 
spirit  show  her  willingness  and  her 
capacity  to  offer  terms  which  all  true 
friends  of  education  may  be  able  to 
accept  without  detriment  to  conscience 
or  j  ustice.     I  beg  to  move. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2».' — (JAtf  Lord  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph.) 

*The  lord  archbishop  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  My  Lords,  I  am  toU  it 
would  be  for  the  general  convenience 
of  the  House  that  I  should  say  some- 
thing on  the  Bill  at  this  stage  rather  than 
later.  My  first  duty  is  to  make  clear— 
a  duty  which  is  scarcely  necessary  after 
the  exceedingly  lucid  and  powerful 
speech  just  delivered — that  this  Bill 
must  not  be  regarded  as  a  Bill  officially 
put  forward  by  the  Church  of  England 
through  the  Episcopate.  Personally  I 
accept  no  responsibility  for  this  Bill 
except  to  this  extent — that,  knowing 
through  his  characteristic  courtesy  what 
my  brother  the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  was 
going  to  do,  I  did  not  feel  justified,  in  the 
extremely  critical  condition  of  the  edn- 
cational  controversy,  in  opposing  him 
in  again  attempting  what  h  e  tried  to  do 
in  1904.  I  will  go  further,  and  say  that 
everyone  interested  in  educational  ques- 
tions owes  a  debt  to  that  man,  be  he  bishop 
or  any  one  else,  who  at  such  a  junctnre 
comes  forward  with  a  constructive  pro- 
posal of  a  thoughtful  and  practical  kind 
towards  the  solution  of  the  question. 

I  have  no  special  affection  for  this 
BiU  just  as  it  now  stands.  It  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  cover  the  groand. 
Parts  of  it  are  little  more  than  an 
outlined  sketch,  and  in  the  filling  of 
them  up  we  should  undoubtedly  find 
ourselves  in  the  presence  of  wide 
differences  of  opinion,  and  that  on  some 
of  the  most  important  points  in  contio- 
yercy.  But,  though  the  Bill  may  be  in- 
adequate or  even  unsatisfactory,  its  pro- 
posals, as  it  seems  to  me,  take  us  further 
along  the  road  towards  an  agreement 
than  any  constructive  plan  which  is  now 
definitely  before  the  country.  Whether 
they  are  fair  or  unfair,  the  attempt 
is  at  least  being  made  on  large  prin- 
ciples which  are  at  once  intelligible 
and  simple.  It  avoids  the  bewilder- 
ment of  the  multiplied  details,  the  excep- 
tions, and  the  compensations  which,  in  a 
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desire  to  act  fairly  all  round,  have  cum- 
bered the  discussion  and  would  have 
cumbered  the  ultimate  working  of  various 
measures  which  have  at  difierent  times 
been  before  the  House. 

May  I,  in  nakedest  outline,  remind  your 
Lordships  of  the  statistical  condition  of 
our  problem  as  it  stands?  We  have 
in  England,  roughly,  20,500  elementary 
tKihools.  Of  this  number  about  6,900  are 
provided,  or  council  schools,  whose  fabric 
belongs  to  the  State,  and  about  13,500 
are  non-provided,  or,  to  use  the  official 
term  which  still  runs,  voluntary  schools 
belonging  to  trustees  or  private  persons. 
So  that  the  voluntary  schools  out-number 
the  provided  schools  by  about  two  to  one. 
Owing  to  the  fact  that  the  provided 
schools  are  bigger  than  the  others,  and 
stand  mainly  in  the  towns,  the  relative 
number  of  children  in  the  two  classes  of 
schools  does  not  correspond  to  the  num- 
ber of  the  buildings.  In  the  provided 
schools  in  round  numbers  there  are 
2,812,000  children,  in  the  non-provided 
schools  2,900,000  children,  or  very  nearly 
half  and  half.  Now  at  length,  after 
many  years  in  which  it  was  otherwise, 
there  is  a  slight  majority  of  children  in 
the  provided  schools.  It  is  out  of  the  dual 
system  of  ownership,  and  indirectly  from 
differences  of  religious  character,  that 
our  present  difficulties  arise. 

Various  attempts  have  been  made  to 
solve  these  difficulties  in  a  manner  which 
would  be  fair  to  the  existing  interests — 
interests  of  parents,  teachers,  trustees, 
subscribers,  and  the  ratepayers  at  large 
— and  which  would  also  be  broadly 
acceptable  to  the  whole  people.  Those 
endeavours  have  so  far  proved  unsuocess- 
fui.  A  fresh  attempt  is  now  before  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  initiative  of 
the  Government.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  all  the  evi- 
dence goes  to  show  that  these  proposals 
as  thev  stand  are  even  less  acceptable  to 
the  public  than  the  previous  endeavours 
that  have  been  made.  Objections 
are  coming  in  from  the  local  authorities, 
from  the  teachers,  from  trustees  and 
managers  of  existing  schools,  and  from 
educational  experts  of  every  kind.  How- 
ever excellent  the  intention,  it  does  not 
appear  that  there  is  any  very  keen 
anxiety  in  any  weighty  quarter  to  pass 
that  Bill  into  law  as  it  now  stands. 


In  the  pause,  before  its  consideration 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  a  proposal 
emanating — shall  I  say  ? — from  the  per- 
fervidum  ingenium  of  the  Celt,  rather 
than  from  the  slower  brain  of  the  Saxon, 
is  laid  on  the  Table  for  our  consideration. 
If  the  public  Press  be  a  fair  criterion  of 
general  opinion  of  a  prima  facie  sort  upon 
this  proposal,  what  is  now  suggested  to 
us  seems  to  be  regarded  favourably  by 
controversialists  who  are  ordinarily  wide 
apart.  A  proposal  which  virtually,  with 
whatever  safeguarding  phrases,  brings 
into  one  camp  The  Times  and  the  DaUy 
News,  the  Morning  Post  and  the  British 
Weekly,  the  Yorkshire  Post  and  the  Man- 
chester  Guardian — I  could  easily  enlarge 
the  list — cannot  altogether  be  contemp- 
tuously regarded  either  in  this  House  or 
elsewhere.  The  proposals  in  this  Bill  are 
large,  simple,  far-reaching  for  a  rearrange- 
ment—I prefer  that  word  to  the  term 
bargain  —  whereby  all  schools,  broadly 
speaking,  shall  become  provided  schools, 
and  all  schools  shall  offer  freedom  of 
religious  choice  both  to  the  parents  of  the 
children  and  to  the  teachers  in  the 
schools.  Disencumbered  of  all  detail,  the 
Bill  comes  to  that.  If  that  idea  meets  with 
such  favour  as  has  been  apparently 
^hown  to  it  outside,  I  personally  find 
it  impossible  in  my  keen  anxiety  for  a 
settlement  of  this  question,  to  regard  it 
with  an  unfriendly  eye,  although  the 
regard  must  needs  be  somewhat  critical. 

I  speak  throughout  for  myself  alone. 
Some  of  those  whom  I  most  respect, 
whose  counsel  I  am  most  desirous 
ordinarily  of  acting  by,  differ  from  me 
on  the  subject ;  and  it  is  only,  I  believe, 
courteous  consideration  for  myself  or 
for  my  office  which  has  in  some  quarters 
restrained  a  more  vehement  expression 
of  that  opinion.  I  recognise  that  courtesy 
and  desire  to  call  attention  to  it  now  lest  it 
should  be  supposed  that  I  claim  to  be 
carrying  with  me  the  opinion  of  all  those 
with  whom  I  should  ordinarily  act  in 
such  matters.  I  should  be  glad  if 
those  who  differ  from  me  would  say 
their  say  on  the  subject ;  and  I  will 
myself  be  perfectly  frank  and  straight- 
forward with  the  House  and  those 
outside.  Every  serious,  thoughtful, 
observant  man  must  surely  be  wishful 
for  a  settlement  now  —  not  from 
a  mere  sense  of  weariness  of  this 
controversy — though  that  is  a  real  factor 
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in  our  common  life  and  thought — but 
^n  public  grounds  of  the  deepest  and 
largest  kind  in  behalf  of  education  itself. 
The  present  uncertainty  tells  upon  local 
authorities,  upon  managers,  upon  sub- 
scribers to  our  schools  and  their  fabrics, 
and  very  markedly  upon  the  teachers. 
In  all  these  ways  the  present  uncertainty 
is  distinctly  hampering  and  hindering 
educational  advance  both  in  town  and 
country  schools. 

Then  I  plead  for  a  settlement  on 
behalf  of  the  strength  and  the  dignity  of 
our  municipal  and  local  life.  People 
ought  to  be  elected  to  our  positions  of 
trust  in  town  and  country  because  they 
are  the  best  men  rather  than  on  partisan 
lines,  whether  political  or  denomina- 
tional :  and  at  this  moment  I  know  for 
certain  of  good  men  who  would  readily 
serve  in  these  public  capacities,  but  will 
not  face  the  strife  and  controversy  which 
is  at  present  necessarily  involved  in 
such  candidature.  Public  interests  are 
therefore  sufEering  in  a  very  marked 
degree  by  the  continuance  of  this  con- 
troversy. But,  above  all,  do  I  desire  to 
a  settlement  for  the  sake  of  our  moral 
and  religious  work.  There  never  was  a 
time  in  the  history  of  our  country  when 
in  social,  economic,  religious,  and  moral 
questions  it  was  more'necessary  that  men 
who  really  care,  men  who  are  actuated  by 
high  motives,  men  who  are  inspired  by 
genuine  zeal,  should  work  together  for 
what  is  pure  and  strong  and  true .  We  have 
to  fa(^e  dishonesty  of  different  kinds — 
greed  of  gain,  dark  forms  of  impurity,  and 
many  other  evils — rife  in  the  land  to-day. 
We  want,  in  these  matters,  to  stand  side 
by  side  with  those  above  all  whose  main 
interest  lies  in  the  moral  and  religious 
side  of  our  common  life,  and  it  is  simply 
heartbreaking  that  so  many  should  be 
sundered  because  of  this  one  question 
which  keeps  them  apart.  For  all  these 
reasons  I  am  predisposed  to  look  with 
favour  upon  any  suggestion  of  this  kind. 

But  besides  all  that,  there  is  a  gaunt 
spectre  in  the  background — namely,  the 
pushing  of  religious  teaching  outside  our 
elementary  schools  altogether.  Such  a 
course  would  be — everybody  admits  it — 
right  against  the  wish  of  the  mass  of  the 
English  people,  whatever  their  denomina- 
tion or  their  political  connection.  If  it 
comes  about  at  all,  it  will  come  about  by 
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mere  force  of  circumstances,  arising  from 
the  fact  of  its  having  been  found  practi- 
cally impossible  for  people  to  come  to 
an  agreement  on  a  difficulty  which  cannot 
be  perpetually,  continuously,  and  in- 
definitely allowed  to  stand  across  the  patk 
of  our  educational  life.  Is  that  a  mere 
spectre,  the  creation  of  a  nervous  imagina- 
tion ?  I  try  sometimes  to  think  so,  and 
I  wish  I  could  find  it  was.  Of  the  intro- 
duction of  a  definitely  secular  system  as 
an  overt  act  on  the  part  of  any 
responsible  Government  or  responsiU^ 
body  of  leading  men,  I  imagine  we 
need  have  no  fear.  No  one  would 
categorically  propose,  or,  if  they  did. 
have  the  slightest  chance  of  carrying,  a 
proposition  of  that  kind.  But  arrange- 
ments might  very  easily  be  made  for 
the  sake  of  peace,  in  default  of 
agreement,  which  would  force  us  into 
such  a  system  indirectly,  and  we  might 
find  ourselves  subjected  to  it  against 
what  would  practically  be  everybody** 
wish.  One  of  the  very  gravest  disaster 
would  then  have  occurred  which,  in  my 
judgment,  could  at  present  befall  onr 
land.  I  am  predisposed,  therefore,  to 
look  with  a  friendly  eye  on  any  evwi 
tolerable  proposal  which  might  bring  us 
peace  without  the  sacrifice  of  funda- 
mental principle. 

I  think,  my  Lords,  we  sometimes  forget 
that  as  practical  men  strivinfic  for  a 
really  workable  solution  we  have  per- 
force to  consider  in  this  matter  not 
only  what  we  think  reasonable,  but  what 
what  other  people  from  their  point  of 
view  think  reasonable.  In  a  letter  which 
I  read  only  this  morning  I  find  these 
words  from  a  shrewd  and  far-se^ng 
thinker — 

"  We  should  be  a  little  nearer  a  settlenyst 
if  those  who  take  part  in  the  controversy  catM 
briTig  themselves  to  see  that  it  is  of  no  w» 
to  go  on  preaching  the  reajtonableness  of  our  own 
solution  and  the  unreasonablcnesB  of  evvy 
other.  The  thing  that  it  cum  t-ins  ti^  to  &w 
is  not  whether  people  think  wisely  or  (im- 
wisely,  but  whether  they  think  re«olut«ly^ 
not  whether  they  can  defend  their  foraiuUbj 
sound  argument,  but  whether  thjey  are  dp' 
termined  to  stand  by  it." 

That  may  not  be  a  very  heroic  tentiioei 

but  I  think  it  is  a  ti         le  m  emli^jtvoi 
ing  to   find  the  p  %l  BtlutUm  ol 

matter  of  this  kino.        '9  niu^t  trs\ 
far   as  is  consii  L  hnue^ij   01 

self-respect,    to  ■  \vL<]li^ 
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demands  which  find  strong  expression  on 
the  part  of  thinking  men  whether  wi^ 
agree  with  them  or  not. 

What  demands  does  this  proposal 
try  to  meet  ?  First,  as  the  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph  has  reminded  us,  it  tries  to 
meet  the  demand  for  complete 
public  control.  All  schools,  speaking 
generally,  are  to  become  pro- 
vided schools.  I  am  personally  by 
no  means  ready  to  admit  that  oui 
voluntary  schools  now,  inspected  by 
the  Government,  by  the  local  authority, 
overhauled  at  every  turn,  are  not  for 
all  reasonable  and  practical  purposes, 
imder  a  complete  system  of  public  control ; 
but  on  the  very  principle  which  I  have 
just  laid  down,  I  am  obliged  to  admit 
that  a  great  many  people  do  not  think 
so ;  and  we  ought  to  try,  in  every  way 
short  of  the  abandonment  of  principle, 
to  meet  the  genuine  sentiments  to 
which  they  give  expression,  whether 
we  think  those  sentiments  reasonable 
or  not. 

Personally,  I  believe  in  the  exercise 
of  public  control  in  quite  other  ways 
than  by  a  centralised  bureaucracy.  I 
look  forward  to  a  far  wider  re-establish- 
ment before  very  long  of  real  local 
managers  who  shall  be  managers  in  fact 
as  well  as  in  name,  who  shall  be  com- 
pletely popularly  elected  and  shall  have 
real  power  to  manage,  under  proper 
supervision  and  appeal,  the  schools  of 
which  they  are  managers.  I  believe 
that  by  that  means  we  shall  securely 
enlist  what  at  present  we  are  in  danger 
of  forfeiting,  the  local  interest  of  our 
best 4 men.  I  am  quite  certain  there} 
is  grave  peril  in  the  opposite  state  of 
things.  Some  local  education  authorities 
are  acting  wisely  by  deputing  large  powers 
to  local  managers.  Others  from  economic 
or  other  reasons  are  weekly  or  monthly 
diminishing  the  responsibilities  which 
belong  to  local  managers,  and  by  that 
means  are  quietly,  I  am  afraid,  tending 
to  impair,  if  not  to  kill,  that  local  interest 
which  is  vital  to  the  real  success  of  our 
schools  throughout  the  land.  Anyhow, 
this  Bill  gives  in  explicit  tenns  com  e 
,  public  control, 

Tlien  the  Bil 
£n*<^dom  of 
Boui  t<*!«ta^ 


I  question,  I  think,  of  all  the  many  difficult 
questions  which  arise  in  connection 
with  our  educational  problem.  I  have 
myself  all  my  life  supported  the  principle 
of  freedom  from  tests  of  all  those  who 
occupy  public  offices  in  the  Civil  Service 
or  in  other  similar  public  capacity.  I 
think  that  is  accepted  now  by  most 
people,  and  I  confess  I  have  come  to- 
admit  it  myself  even  for  teachers  in 
their  professional  capacity.  But  we  must 
beware  of  making  that  principle,  I  had 
almost  said,  ridiculous,  by  saying  that 
while  we  bid  or  encourage  men  or  women 
as  part  of  their  daily  work  to  teach  religion,, 
we  absolutely  decline  to  let  anybody 
find  out  whether  or  not  they  have  by 
training,  experience,  or  knowledge,  any 
fitness  for  the  task.  That  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  quite  unreasonable  following  out  in  a 
fanciful  direction  of  the  large  and  soimd 
principle  of  the  freedom  of  the  respon- 
sible public  man  from  tests  of  a  religious,, 
and  especially  of  a  denominational,  kind. 

As  I  read  this  Bill,  the  proposal* 
sketched  to  us  provide  first  for  keeping 
the  suitable  teacher,  if  he  so  wishes,, 
as  the  main  agent  in  all  branches  of 
education,  including  what  we  distinctively 
call  religious  teaching.  That  is,  to  my 
mind,  intensely  valuable.  No  one  else 
can  adequately  take  the  place  of  that 
teacher,  if  he  be  a  fit  person,  in  giving 
religious  teaching.  To  sever  the  secular 
teacher  from  the  religious  teacher,  if  such 
severance  can  be  avoided,  seems  to  me  to 
be  harmful  in  the  extreme.  The  Bill  also 
provides  for  distinguishing,  so  to  speak, 
between  the  teacher,  whose  freedom 
from  tests  is  as  such  guaranteed,  and 
the  teacher  of  religious  knowledge.  Only 
when  a  teacher  offers  himself  either 
for  the  teaching  of  Holy  Scripture  or 
for  the  development  of  that  teaching 
in  a  definitely  denominational  direction 
would  he  be  a  person  who  would  give 
religious  teaching.  Thus  the  teacher 
would  approach  one  part  of  his  work 
simply  as  a  professional  teacher  having 
a  complete  guarantee  against  any  inquiry 
of  a  religious  or  denominational  kind, 
other  than  those  which  refer  to  his  moral 
c  ter  and  the  like,  and  he    would 

I     pi      h  the  other  part  as  a  further  duty 
jualified  or  anxious  to  perform, 
wuir^n  ne  would  not   be  called  upon 
ake   unless  he  offered  himself 
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for  the  purpose.  By  not  so  offering 
himself  he  would  not  be  in  any  way 
prejudiced  professionally  in  the  life 
which  he  otherwise  wants  to  lead  as  a 
teacher.  In  the  new  plan,  then,  which 
thus  draws  a  distinction,  it  ought  surely 
to  be  possible  for  somebody,  under  a 
system  of  complete  popular  control,  to 
find  out  whether  the  person  who  volun- 
teers to  give  this  teaching  at  the 
direction  and  at  the  cost  of  the  local 
authority  is  or  is  not  a  fit  person  for  the 
task.  The  proposal  of  the  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph,  then,  seems  to  satisfy 
two  great  demands — the  demand  for 
popular  control  and  the  demand  for 
the  freedom  of  the  teacher  as  such  from 
religious  tests. 

On  the  other  side — I  speak  of  the  other 
side  without  forgetting  that  the  con- 
troversialists many  times  overlap  in 
their  opinions — we  admit  in  this  plan 
the  principle  of  the  parents'  right  of 
choice.  That  is,  in  our  view,  a 
fundamental  principle  which  ought  to 
underlie  the  whole  treatment  of  this 
controversy.  It  is,  of  course,  quite  easy 
to  overpress  that  assertion  of  the  parents' 
right.  To  expect  that  every  parent 
always  will  have  found  for  him  exactly 
what  he  desires  is  out  of  the  question. 
The  demand  must  be  consistent  vnth. 
due  management  of  the  school,  but  within 
those  proper  limits  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  impossible  to  assert  too  broadly  or 
emphatically  the  parents'  right  as  the 
governing  principle  of  our  action  at 
the  present  time.  We  hear  it  some- 
times said  that  the  theory  of  the  parents' 
right  is  a  growth  springing  from  the 
modern  sacerdotal  school.  I  have  been 
looking  back  to  find  when  it  began.  As 
far  back  as  1865  the  doctrine  was  as- 
serted by  one  who  came  forward  as  a 
witness  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment before  a  Parliamentary  Committee 
then  sitting  under  Sir  John  Pakington. 
Lord  Granville,  at  the  time  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  was  asked — 

*'  Would  your  Lordships  hold  that  it  is  the 
jmrent  alone  who  ought  to  have  supreme 
authority  over  the  reliinous  teacluni;;  given 
to  his  children  V  " 

The  answer  given  was — 

'*  T  should." 
Coming  down  later,  I  find  the  recognition 
of  Jthat  principle    continuous,  down   to 
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the  controversies  of  the  last  year  <t 
two.  In  1903,  at  the  national  conmil 
of  the  Evangelical  Free   Churches,  lieU 

'  at  Brighton,  the  president  in  his  inaugunl 

I  address,  said — 

**  We  hold  that  it  is  the  right  of  parents 
not  of  trust  deeds  or  of  paric>h.  priests,  to  deter- 
mine the  character  of  the  religious  teaching 
given  to  their  children ;  and,  it  this  Bill  \d 
1902)  had  given  the  parents  the  power  to  aMcr. 
that  right  and  the  opportunity  to  secure  their 
wishes,  there  would  have  been  an  end  to  ihe 
bitterness  of  this  controver.'*y." 

So  it  is  impossible  to  say  that  this  as- 
sertion is  one  put  forward  on  behalf  of  the 
Church  alone  and  that  it  has  not  a  wide: 
basis  of  authority  behind  it.  In  the 
municipal  election  in  Liverpool  last 
November,  where  controversy  ran  higli 

I  the  Liberal  Party  put  forward  a  circuk 

I  containing  the  following — 

I      "  Who  are  in  favour  of  religious  teaching  ia 

j  schools  in  accordance  with   the  wishes  of  the 

j  parents  ? — The  Liberal  Party." 

I 
The  Church  of  England  has  throughoat 
contended  for  this  principle  of  parents' 
rights  as  one  that  is  sound  and  ought  to  be 
maintained.  Elaborate  evidence  to  that 
effect  before  the  Committee  of  1865-6 
was  given  by  the  Rev.  J.  P.  Noriis, 
who  had  been  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
inspector  of  schools.     Similarly  in  18&P 

;  a  memorial  signed  by  the  two  Archbishops 
on  behalf  of  the  Church  was  presented  to 

'  the    Government.    Among    the  varioos 

'  principles  which  the  memorial  laid  down 
it  asserted— 

"  The  right  of  parents  to  determine  tii» 
character  of  the  religious  instruction  prorkW 
for  their  children." 

and 

''  The  safeguarding  of  this  right  as  regaids 

,  the  religious  teaching  both  of  the  childreo  of 

f'hurch  parents  in   Board  schools  and  of  tbe 

,  chilrlren  of  Nonconformist  parents  in  Chnrdi 

schools." 

I  want  to  destroy,  if  I  can,  the  theory  that 
'  this  principle  is  something  which  is  now 
put  forward  purely  for  controversial 
purposes,  and  to  remind  your  Lordahips 
of  the  prominent  place  which  it  his 
always  occupied.  If  that  principle  is  to 
be  asserted,  enforcement  muet  be  given 
to  it  in  all  our  schools,  not  in  one 
class  alone.  It  is  largely  becausa  in  all 
our  schools  this  Bill  would  enforce  that 
point  that  I  am  prepared  to  look  upon 
its  proposals  with  favour. 
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The  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  has  alluded 
to  the  question  of  the  teachers'  religious 
liberty.  I  think  his  argument  is  un- 
answerable. The  teacher's  religious 
liberty  is  the  due  complement  of 
the  other  theory  of  the  teacher's 
freedom  from  tests.  There  must 
be  liberty  both  ways.  As  it  has  been 
put,  we  decline  to  take  ofE  the  fetters 
merely  to  put  on  the  muzzle.  We  who 
know  teachers  in  intimate  daily  inter- 
course and  in  our  schools,  whether 
council  or  voluntary,  know  how  careful 
we  ought  to  be  to  safeguard  their  liberty 
of  conscience,  and  we  Imow  the  keenness 
many  of  them  feel  about  giving  religious 
teaching.  The  old  theory  that  all 
teachers  are  competent  to  give  that 
teaching  if  it  be  teaching  of  a  simple 
kind  has  been  entirely  upset  by 
the  changes  which  have  recently  come 
about  in  the  system  of  training  colleges. 
People  say  we  ought  to  be  perfectly 
satisfied  that  the  average  teacher  can 
give  religious  instruction,  because  we 
have  seen  the  system  work  well  for 
a  great  many  years.  But  the  con- 
ditions have  changed.  Formerly  almost 
all  the  teachers  were  people  who 
had  been  trained  under  direct  reli- 
gious auspices,  though  not  always 
denominational.  Now  a  vast  number  of 
teachers  are  every  year  going  forth 
into  our  schools  who  have  never  from 
the  time  they  were  themselves  little 
boys  and  girls  had  any  official  teaching 
in  religious  matters  or  any  training  which 
would  qualify  them  for  that  most 
difficult  of  all  tasks — the  giving  of 
religious  teaching  adequately.  The  Day 
colleges  are  secular  colleges  almost 
entirely,  and  as  long  as  that  remains  true 
the  danger  we  speak  of  is  a  very  real 
one  indeed.  The  number  of  teachers 
who  rightly  would  rather  not  give  such 
teaching  is  undoubtedly  large.  The  num- 
ber who  have  had  no  training  whatever 
for  the  purpose  is  undoubtedly  large. 
I  should  desire  that  such  men  and 
women  should  be  excused  from  giving 
religious  teaching,  not  by  having  to 
come  forward  and  claim  to  be  excused, 
but  should  be  excused  merely  because 
they  did  not  come  forward  and  volunteer 
to  give  religious  teaching.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  fairer  to  the  teacher  and 
much  safer  in  its  results  in  the  schools. 
Those  are  what  I  may  call  the  merits  of 
the  proposal  before  us. 


Let  us  look  at  the  other  side.  What 
does  the  Bill  leave  out  ?  Most  ob- 
viously it  leaves  out  the  fact  that  there 
are  some  schools  in  England  which 
cannot  possibly  come  within  such  a 
provision  as  this.  There  are  Roman 
Catholic  schools,  Jewish  schools,  some 
of  the  Anglican  schools,  especially 
practising  schools  attached  to  denomi- 
national training  colleges,  and  there 
are  Wesleyan  schools,  to  the  best  of  my 
belief,  to  be  considered.  I  do  not  wish 
to  draw  the  line  as  to  what  number  of 
Anglican  schools  would  have  to  be 
included  in  this  list,  but  there  are  a  large 
number  of  schools  which  stand  in  an 
exceptional  position  for  which  some 
provision  must  necessarily  be  made. 
That  provision  must  be  made,  whether 
it  be  by  the  somewhat  awkward  expedient 
of  contracting  out,  or  in  some  other  way. 
That  is  absolutely  essential  to  any 
settlement  that  is  to  bo  a  fair  one  all 
round  for  the  voluntary  schools  of 
England  as  they  are.  There  is  nothing 
against  that  in  the  Bill ;  it  simply  leaves 
the  question  out.  Undoubtedly  it  would 
have  to  be  made  perfectly  clear  what 
could  be  done.  The  question  is  a  very 
difficult  one.  It  needs  thorough  con- 
sideration, and,  of  course,  the  suggestion 
I  am  making  is  wholly  different  from  the 
method  now  proposed  in  the  Government 
Bill,  which  would  suggest,  if  the  schools 
are  to  obtain  any  privileges,  contracting 
out,  not  by  the  dozen,  but  by  hundreds 
and  thousands.  That  is  a  proposition 
which  seems  to  me  to  be  absolutely 
unworkable  in  practice.  Without  the 
insertion  of  some  such  provision  as  I 
have  spoken  of  I  do  not  think  the 
proposal  now  before  us  could  be  made 
fair  or  practicable. 

Then  there  should  be  some  clearer 
definition  than  I  can  now  gather  from 
the  Bill  of  what  is  meant  by  the  transfer 
of  our  buildings.  I  believe  Churchmen  at 
large  would  entirely  agree  with  the 
opinion  that  the  asset  of  our  ownership  of 
the  buildings  must  be  retained.  Ultimate 
possession  must  remain  ours  even  where 
the  transfer  for  school  hours  and  for 
working  purposes  to  the  local  education 
authority  is  complete. 

But  far  the  most  important  of 
the  difficulties  that  the  Bill  suggests 
is  that  it  by  one  sweep  calls  upon 
the   men  and  women  all  over  the  land 
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who  have  striven  and  taxed  themselves 
in  time,  in  money,  and  in  toil  for  the 
maintaining  of  our  voluntary  schools 
AS  they  are — ^it  bids  them  hand  those 
schools  over  to  become  provided 
schools. 

The  less  important  side  of  that  question 
is  the  money  side  ;  but  that  point  must 
be  looked  into.  I  find  the  very  strangest 
ignorance  among  those  from  whom  I 
should  certainly  not  expect  it  on  the 
money  aspect  of  what  oxir  sacrifice 
has  been  with  regard  to  our  volun- 
tary school's.  A  short  time  ago  I  was 
talking  to  a  leading  Member  of 
Parliament,  a  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, for  whom  I  entertain  the  highest 
respect,  both  as  to  his  knowledge  of  many 
subjects,  as  to  his  character,  and  as  to  his 
enthusiasm  upon  moral  and  religious 
questions,  and  I  asked  him  what  he  had 
found  to  be  the  main  actuating  influence 
which  had  led  him  to  vote  for  some  of 
the  provisions  in  the  Bill  which  came  to 
grief  two  years  ago.     He  answered — 

"  I  was  largely  led  to  it  by  the  knowledge 
of  the  falling  off  in  voluntary  subscriptions 
as  showing  a  diminution  of  the  intejest  which 
people  take  in  voluntary  schools.  Had  they 
maintained  them  as  they  did  in  1870,  the  whole 
position  would  have  been  very  much  different." 

I  asked  him — 

"  Were  your  votes  actuated  by  that  ?  " 
and  he  said — 

"  Certainly  they  were." 

I  said — 

"  Would  you  be  surprised  if  I  told  you  that 
during  these  thirty  years  the  subscriptions 
have  not  only  not  fallen  off,  but  have  grown 
steadily,  and  are  more  than  double  what  they 
were  when  the  Act  of  1870  was  passed  ?  " 

Here  are  the  facts.  In  1870  the  volun- 
tary contributions,  for  maintenance 
only,  throughout  England  amounted 
to  £418,000  a  year,  and  of  that  sum 
the  schools  connected  specially  with 
the  Church  of  England  contributed 
£329,000.  In  1880  the  figure  had  grown 
to  £739,000,  and  in  1901  the  total 
amounted  to  £844,000,  of  which  the 
Church  subscribed  £648,000.  Therefore 
the  Church  of  England  alone  was  sub- 
scribing in  1901  £648,000  per  annum  as 
contrasted  with  £329,000  which  we  had 
been  subscribing  when  the  Education 
Act  fiirst  came  into  force. 

I  do  not  .put  the  monetary  contribu- 
tions as  the  main  point,  but  it  is  necessary 
to     put     them     forward     as    evidence 
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how  deep  and  growing  has  been 
the  interest  shown  in  this  cause. 
Of  course,  I  am  perfectly  aware  that 
a  good  deal  of  that  money  was  not  given 
for  strictly  religious  reasons.  Hacli 
was  given  in  the  earlier  years  at 
any  rate,  in  order  to  avoid  tie 
creation  of  school  boards  with  their 
attendant  rates.  But  if  any  one  thinb 
that  that  explains  the  large  amounts 
subscribed,  let  him  look  at  the  case  of 
boroughs  where  there  weire  school  boards, 
and  where  people  were  already  rated, 
and  he  will  find  that  the  contrast  between 
the  earlier  subscriptions  and  the  later 
ones  is,  in  many  cases,  even 
more  marked  there  than  in  the 
country  places.  Or  take  it  in  another 
way.  Since  1902  everybody  has  been 
rated.  Subscriptions  are  no  longer 
wanted  for  maintenance,  but  they  are 
wanted  for  buildings.  We  have  no 
means  of  knowing  exactly  how  much 
money  has  been  given  during  that  time 
for  building  purposes,  as  it  does  not 
necessarily  appear  in  any  statistical 
return,  but  during  these  three  years  I  can 
say,  from  personal  investigation,  tiiat 
more  than  £1,500,000  have  been  sub- 
scribed by  people  all  of  whom  were 
already  rated,  in  order  to  improve  the 
buildings   of   their  volimtary  schools. 

Why  was  all  that  money  given! 
After  deducting  the  money  given  for 
keeping  out  school  boards,  we  can  say 
that  it  was  given  to  secure  real 
religious  teaching  in  our  schools  by 
competent  people.  I  sometimes  wonder 
what  those  who  oppose  us  and  deride 
our  efforts  really  think  does  go  on  in 
the  religious  hour  in  our  voluntary 
schools.  Simple  Bible  teaching  is  some- 
times contrasted  with  the  teaching 
usually  given  in  Church  schools.  Why, 
my  Lords,  the  term  "Simple  Bible 
teaching,"  correctly  describes  the  chief 
teaching  in  our  schools  if  it  be  given  by 
Christian  men  and  women  whose  fitness 
we  have  ascertained  as  far  as  we  can 
ascertain  it,  and  who,  with  all  the  help 
that  a  living  Church  can  give,  are  trying  to 
make  that  teaching  for  the  Church's 
own  children  a  reality  for  worship  and 
for  life.  Therefore,  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  "simple  Bible  teaching"  and 
"Church  of  England  teaching"  under 
the  idea  that  something  wholly  diiSexent 
is  being  done  in  our  schools  \&  to 
misunderstand  the  position. 
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This  proposal  would  allow  both  sorts 
of  teaching  in  all  schools ;  but  it  is 
urged  by  many  that  it  is  unfair  that  the 
one  should  be  paid  for  out  of  the  rates 
und  that  the  other  should  not.  I  entirely 
agree  ;  it  is  altogether  unfair.  But  many 
"things  are  unfair,  and  sometimes  the 
l>6st  test  of  a  man's  earnestness  is  the 
iact  that  he  is  willing  to  suffer  unfair- 
ness rather  than  abandon  his  principle. 
There  is  the  question  of  money,  and 
there  is  the  far  more  important  question 
of  principle  which  lies  behind.  As  to 
money,  it  seems  to  me  palpably  imfair 
in  a  country  of  religious  freedom  that 
some  men  should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  twice  over  for  the  religious  instruc- 
tion which  is  being  given  to  their  children  ; 
that  they  should  first  have  to  pay  a 
Tate  like  other  people,  and  that  then 
they  should  have  to  pay  extra  for  the 
religious  part  of  the  teaching  to  be  given 
"by  teachers  for  whom  they  themselves 
-would  have  responsibility.  That  is  an 
unfair  thing,  but  I  do  not  say  for  that 
reason  it  is  fatal  to  the  acceptance  of 
this  principle. 

But  the  question,  not  of  money,  but 
of  principle  is  far  reaching  indeed.  I 
liave  tried  to  show  that  such  a  plan  as 
this  would  inflict  hardship  upon  us  in 
many  ways.  It  would  hand  over  during 
school  hours  not  the  use  of  our  buildings 
only,  but  all  control  as  to  the  appointment 
-of  teachers,  and  all  security  for  what  is 
somewhat  vaguely  called  the  atmos- 
phere of  the  school.  We  should  be 
paying  for  religious  teaching  more 
than  twice  over  in  places  where  our 
buildings  were  our  own,  and  this  would 
be  true  of  two-thirds  of  the  schools  of 
England.  That  is  an  immense  sacrifice 
to  ask  of  us  on  the  whole.  I  am 
still,  my  Lords,  prepared  to  advocate 
our  making  it  if,  and  only  if,  by 
so  doing  we  can,  on  reasonable  lines, 
settle  this  difficulty  and  secure  a 
firm  basis  for  the  future.  But  to  do 
that  we  must  definitely  secure  freedom 
of  parental  choice  in  all  schools  and 
fre^om  to  the  teacher  to  volunteer  for 
•denominational  teaching  in  all  schools. 
Without  that,  in  addition  to  some  pro- 
vision for  exceptional  schools,  the  fabric 
of  the  arrangement  would  at  once  fall 
to  pieces  in  our  hands.  And  when  I 
jsay  I  am  prepared  to  give  some  sup- 
port to  the  phm,  I  mt  i  to  the  p 
its  entirely;  not  the  l 
of  it  taken  away. 


I  I  picture  myself  having  to  go  to 
:  the  man  in  the  country  town  or 
I  large  village  who  has  with  infinite 
I  care  during  the  last  few  years  raised 
I  the  money  necessary  for  building  a 
denominational  school.  He  tells  me,  "  If 
this  new  plan  becomes  law,  I  have 
lost  everything.  I  might  just  as  well 
I  have  kept  my  money  in  my  pocket ; 
other  people  who  have  been  living  here 
have  not  paid  a  farthing  towards  it  and 
they  will  have  quite  as  much  advantage 
in  the  end  as  we  who  have  paid 
the  money.  Is  that  fair  or  reasonable  ?  " 
My  answer  is,  "  It  is  most  unfair,  most  im- 
reasonable,  as  regards  the  personal  result 
upon  yourself  and  your  friends.  But 
what  has  happened  is  this.  By  the  sacri- 
fices which  you  and  they  have  made 
you  have  secured  the  assertion  of  that 
principle  of  the  parents'  right  of  a 
denominational  kind  in  all  the  schools 
of  the  land.  There  is  where  the  difference 
comes  in.  You  have  not  gained  all 
that  you  hoped  for  in  your  school, 
and  you  have  certainly  gained  nothing 
for  yourself,  but  you  have  gained 
it  for  the  children  of  England  ; 
and  ''hat  is  something  which  has  been 
worth   making  sacrifices  for. 

Of  course,  to  any  solution  such  as  this 
an  infinite  number  of  practical  objections 
could  be  taken.  I  have  no  doubt  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley  would  be  able, 
from  his  vast  accumulated  knowledge  of 
the  practical  management  of  schools, 
to  show  us  how  entirely  unworkable  it  is. 
Any  and  every  scheme  which  the  wit  of 
man  can  devise  for  settling  this  question 
can  be  shown  to  bristle  with  difficulties 
whichever  way  we  look  at  it.  But  we 
exist  to  overcome  these  difficulties  ;  and 
in  my  opinion  the  difficulties  can  be 
overcome  if  we  put  our  backs  to  it  and 
strive  for  a  settlement. 

I  come  to  the  last  point.    I  know  I 

tread  on  very  dangerous  ground,  but  I 

am  going  to  be  perfectly  frank  with  the 

House  and  with  those  who  may  read  our 

words  outside.     We  shall  be  told,  I  think, 

that     by     the     preferential     treatment 

allowed  to  undenominational  teaching — 

the  pa3dng  for  it,  that  is,  out  of  the  rates 

when  the  denominational  teaching  has 

to   be   voluntarily  paid   for   by   people 

al     dy        ed — we  are  establishing  and 

:orm  of  religion,  to  which, 

nomenclature,  the 

^i        of  "  Cowper- 

anomalous. 
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irregular,  and  fraught  with  great  peril 
because  of  the  inevitable  uncertainty 
as  to  the  form  it  may  take  in  particular 
cases.  Theoretically  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  dispute  that  proposition,  and, 
if  the  statement  was  as  true  in  concrete 
fact  as  it  is  in  abstract  theory,  it  might 
be  fatal  to  any  such  plan  of  settlement 
as  is  here  suggested. 

But  we  are  bound,  in  fairness,  to  bear 
two  things  in  mind.  First,  that  some  surh 
preferential  treatment  has  been  in  use, 
however  unfairly,  ever  since  1870,  and 
therefore  in  assenting  to  it  we  are  not 
writing  upon  a  clean  slate,  or  devising 
a  new  plan  of  our  own.  We  have 
next  to  remember  that  it  is  only  by  a 
strained  use  of  terms  that  we  can  speak 
of  that  sort  of  teaching  as  a  particular 
form  of  religion,  or.  '\\\  other  words, 
an  "  ism.'*  Conceivably  it  might  be 
made  so.  but,  with  a  pretty  full  experience 
upon  this  subject  ever  since  my  Ordina- 
tion thirty- four  years  ago.  I  cannot 
honestly  say  that  I  think  it  has  been 
so  made.  Most  of  the  teachers  who  have 
impiUted  it  are  themselves  members 
of  some  religious  denomination,  ar.d 
I  have  not  heard  in  my  intercourse 
with  them  that  they  have  found  it  ii:- 
ior.sistent  with  their  thouizhitul  loyalty 
to  their  own  Church,  whatever  it  be. 
to  be  giving  this  kind  oi  Si^riptura; 
teaching  upon  a  large  Christian  basis. 

W:l'.  you  paril.  '..  me  ::  1  oxp'.iiii.  by  an 
oxiim-y.e  what  I  mean  :  It  woul-i  bo 
wh  -llv  ou:  of  plai  e  to  enter  here  uivn 
:he\  '.•  tri'-a:  ouestions.  but  I  uo  nor  kv.ow 
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forgiveness  of  sin.  You  cannot  as  & 
Christian  teach  the  storv-  of  St.  Paul'^ 
conversion  and  subsequent  life  and  work 
without  its  turning  upon  the  fact  of  the 
resurrection  of  our  Lord.  Of  course, 
the  character  of  all  such  teaching  depenu> 
upon  the  teacher.  Hence  the  supreme 
importance  of  the  Christian  trainirjig 
colleges  of  the  land — ^hence,  too,  the  uee<i 
of  securing  that  no  compulsion  is  put 
upon  any  teacher :  he  only  gives  sucli 
teaching,  be  it  *"  simple  Bible  teaching " 
or  anything  else,  if  he  desires  to  do  s^». 
anvl  oners  himself  as  possessing  the 
requisite  knowledge.  Our  teachers  are  a 
high  class  of  men  and  women — as  every 
one  who  knows  them  will  admit ;  and  in 
the  main  I  am  certain  that — if  once  we 
have  secureil  to  them  adequate  oppor- 
tunity of  training — we  may  largely  trust 
them,  and  they  will  prove  responsive  tn. 
and  worthy  of.  that  trust. 

You  will  not  suppose  me  to  be 
myself  ceasing  to  assert  that 
^hililren.  especially  as  they  grow  older, 
are  entitled  to  claim  a  more  definite 
fi»rm  of  Christian  teaching.  Of  course 
they  are.  Hence  our  building  so  many 
s*  h»^^l>.  Hence  our  struggle,  even  when 
pr.ylvg  ■•T  other  schools  also,  to  main- 
tain « »urs.  Hence  the  value  we  attach  to 
that  besr  of  all  summaries  of  the  Christian 
i:.i:h— the  Church  Catechism.  Such 
Tf^aihi!  c  is  dearer  to  us  than  life  itself. 
By  this  plan  now  outlined  to  us  you  would 
se  UTe  that,  where  the  parent  wishes  it, 
a  v.- 1  whor»*  the  thing  can  be  so  arranged. 
rhoro  shall  be  t^pportunity  everywhere 
:^r  SU-.  h  i>r.nite  teaching.  It  is  the 
rt\."i:n:Tion  t^f  that  parental  right  all 
r  i:!jI  whivh  in  large  measure  commends 
:h:s  s.  heme  to  me.  Not  as  a  fair  one— 
not  ;,s  o-e  which  will  not  press  hardly 
V.:-  V-  .  urselves.  ntn  as  one  which  gives 
::<  :"/.'.  :ha:  \ve  might  quite  reasonably  ask 
— b:::  as  •  :.e  whivh  may  give  us  a  road- 
\vr,v  Towaro.s  :he  b-.^urne  of  settlement 
whi  h  we  >■>  '.lesire. 

1  believe  tlia:  when  you  regard  the 
r.i-\T*-^r  ;i>  .:  who>. — and  leave  necessarily 
ou:  o:  ajvoivn:  s*  me  of  the  stoutest  and 
w.rthies:  vh.^mp:on>  who  unrompromi- 
siv.sr'.y  r.gh:  for  what  they  believe  to 
I  e  rihrh:  in  :his  matter,  but  who,  perhaps, 
;•  li::.e  t.s:l  : :•  see  the  ditKcuUies  which 
bvfo:  :'r.e  oliri  n  which  they  would  deare 
— the  srre.^T  n.ain  b*.  dy  of  this  Christiai 
V;^  v'.e  :>  ir.  re  a:  one  upon  this  anxious 
r.:os:i.  n  :l:;in  commonly  appcftis.    Which 
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of  us  has  taken  part  in  great  religious 
gatherinjjjs  of  all  sorts  and  conditions  of 
men — say  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  great  Queen,  seven  years  ago,  when, 
all  the  land  over,  men  who  are  ordinarily 
sundered  ofEered  prayer  and  praise 
together,  or  in  the  solemn  consecration 
of  our  King,  or  on  the  recurring  occasions 
of  the  funerals  of  our  greatest  men — 
which  of  us  has  borne  part  in  these  with- 
out feeling  the  pulsation  of  a  larger 
Christian  life,  of  a  fundamental  Christian 
unity  ?  Which  of  us  but  feels  at 
fiuch  an  hour  that  down  in  the  deeps 
of  life  the  things  which  unite  us 
in  our  faith  are  larger  and  stronger 
than  the  things  which  sunder  us  ?  If 
we  can  let  such  thoughts  bear  fruit  in  the 
attitude  and  temper  of  mind  with  which 
we  approach  the  education  controversy, 
its  settlement — my  Lords,  it  is  my 
anxious  wish  and  prayer — on  lines  of 
large  tolerance  and  of  real  liberty  may  be 
near  at  hand. 


♦The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Crewe):  My 
Lords,  it  may  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if  I  now  intervene  in  oi-der  to 
state,  as  I  hope  I  may  be  able  to  with  at 
any  rate  a  fair  degree  of  brevity,  what 
the  view  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
is  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  may 
perhaps  begin  by  saying  that  at  first 
sight  there  seems  to  be  some  analogy 
between  the  position  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  in  regard  to  this  measure 
and  their  position  with  regard  to  two 
measures  relating  to  Scotland  which 
came  up  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
session,  when  my  noble  and  learned 
friend  on  the  Woolsack  and  myself  had 
to  state  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
that  we  were  not  able  to  take  any  part  in 
the  discussion.  But  I  think  a  little  con- 
sideration will  show  that  the  resemblance, 
so  far  as  it  exists  between  the  two  cases, 
is  purely  superficial.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Bill  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
relating  to  Scottish  land  was,  so  to  speak, 
knocking  at  the  doors  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  whereas  it  will  yet  be  some  little 
time  before  the  Government  measure  on 
education  arrives  here. 

But  there  is  another  and  a  larger 
difference.  The  fact  is  that  this  educa- 
tion question  is  in  a  very  special  and 
peculiar  position.     It  is,  if  I  may  say  so, 
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more  entirely  and  completely  public 
property  than  any  other  question  which 
can  be  said  to  be  before  the  country  at 
this  time.  There  is  no  consideration 
concerning  it  that  has  not  been  brought 
before  Parliament  and  no  point  that  has 
not  been  argued  and  re-argued  both  here 
and  in  the  Press,  And  consequently 
I  think  that  even  my  right  hon. 
friend  who  presides  over  the  Education 
Department  cannot  claim,  so  to  speak, 
exclusive  patent  rights  even  as  regards 
the  measure  of  which  he  has  charge  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  A  short 
time  ago  a  friend  of  mine  reminded  me 
that  anybody  who  had  to  do  with  an 
education  Bill  could  not  act  more  wisely 
than  in  following  the  example  of  a  lady 
celebrated  in  a  poem  of  some  200  years 
ago,  who 

**In  matters  of  conscience  adhered  to  two 
rules — 
To  advise  with  no  bigots,  and  jest  with  no 
fools"; 

and  he  might  have  added — what  he  did 
not  add — that  attention  to  that  precept 
would  relieve  anybody  from  studying, 
at  any  rate,  the  whole  of  the  correspon- 
dence which  appears  in  ihe  public  Press 
on  this  question  of  education. 

That  means  that  this  question  ought 
to  be  approached  with  gravity  and 
with  moderation.  The  office  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  is  responsible  for  this 
Bill  made  it,  of  course,  certain  that  the 
first  condition  would  be  fulfilled,  though 
it  might  not  be  an  absolute  guarantee 
that  the  second  would  be  fulfilled  also. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  all  agree  that  it  is  in  a 
spirit  of  very  real  moderation  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  has  approached  this 
question.  I  recognise  also  a  similar 
spirit  of  moderation  in  the  eloquent 
speech  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  to  which 
we  have  just  listened,  even  running 
through  his  full  and  most  closely 
reasoned  apologia  for  the  system  of  Church 
of  England  schools  in  this  country. 

His  Majesty's  Government  recognise 
in  this  Bill  an  honest  attempt  to  come  to 
a  settlement  of  this  question,  and  we 
recognise  it  all  the  more  fully  because  we 
are  aware  that  it  is  not  the  first  time 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  has  made  a 
similar  attempt.  He  alluded  to  his  action 
in  introducing  the  Transferred  Schools 
Bill  in  1904.  That  Bill  bore  some 
resemblance    to    the     present    measure, 
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although  it  is,  of  course,  by  no  means 
identical.  It  was  of  a  much  more  per- 
missive and  tentative  character  than  the 
present  measure.  I  do  not  think  any 
of  your  Lordships  could  have  listened 
without  respect,  and  even  without  emo- 
tion, to  what  the  most  rev.  Primate  said  of 
his  belief  that  this  controvei-sy  ought 
somehow  to  be  settled  and  of  his  convic- 
tion that  means  could  be  found  of  settling 
it.  I  heartily  join  with  him  in  the 
expression  of  that  wish,  and  I  do  believe 
that  there  is  an  increasing  desire  in  the 
country  for  a  settlement.  I  believe  that 
the  desire  to  arrange  this  question  has 
reached  a  somewhat  different  stratum  of 
opinion  from  that  which  was  aifected  by 
it  even  so  recently  as  when  our  Bill  of 
two  years  ago  was  being  brought  in. 
And  that  is  not  because  there  is  any  con- 
viction that  the  differences  between  the 
different  parties  on  this  subject  are  trivial 
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hearing  the ,  two  speeches 
which  have  just  been  delivered,  if  I 
may  venture  to  give  advice  to  your 
Lordships,  is  that  you  would  do  wisely 
to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time.  It  ifr 
difficult  to  see  that  any  injury  can  be 
done  to  the  interests  either  of  education 
or  of  religion  by  doing  so,  whereas  the 
curt  rejection  of  the  Bill  might,  in  my 
opinion,  make  a  solution  of  the  question 
more  difficult. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  should  not  be  candid, 
and  I  should  not  be  following  the  ex- 
ample which  the  most  rev.  Primate  \m 
given  us,  if  I  were  to  pretend  that,  in 
my  opinion,  all  is  plain  sailing,  or  any- 
thing approaching  plain  sailing,  for  this 
Bill.  There  are  very  serious  difficulties 
to  be   faced   before   this    Bill    could  be 


regarded  as  a  solution  of  the  question. 
.     ,         -,  .,.,-,,.,,      In   the   first   place,   both    the    previous 

m  themselves,  or  that  they  can  be  light  y-k^^^  j^^ve  dra^Ti  attention  to  the 
treated  or  ignored,  but  there  is,  I  think,  .  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  provision  is   made   in  the 


a  growing  conviction  that  it  is  a  discredit 
to  our  national  reputation  for  common 
sense  that  this  controversy  should  be  so 
long  kept  open — a  discredit,  if  you  will, 
to  His  Majesty's  Government,  but  a 
discredit,  also,  to  His  Majesty's  Opposi- 
tion ;  a  discredit,  if  you  will,  to  the 
Church,  but  a  discredit,  also,  to  Noncon- 
formity. If  there  is  one  aptitude  on 
which  we  pride  ourselves  as  a  nation,  it  is 
that  of  being  able  to  come  to  working 
agreements  on  difficult  subjects,  and  I 
feel  that  the  country  is  getting  positively 
ashamed  of  the  time  that  is  being  taken 
to  settle  this  question. 

There  is,  also,  a  further  point,  alluded 
to  by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  and  it  is 
this.  If  every  path  we  take,  as  we 
hope,  towards  a  settlement,  is  found 
to  end  ill  a  thicket  or  a  morass,  people 
will  begin  to  turn  towards  the  wide 
and  apparently  straight  path  which 
leads  to  the  secular  system.  That  system, 
as  we  know,  is  attractive  to  many  from 
its  symmetry.  It  seems  to  content  those 
who  believe  that  under  it  they  can 
give  religious  education  to  the  children 
belonging  to  their  own  particular  sect 
or   section   in   the   Church,   but  in   the 


provision 

Bill  for  exceptional  cases,  such  as  those 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  and  the  Jevs, 
and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  regarded  some 
provision  of  the  kind  as  an  indispensable 
part  of  the  Bill.  If  he  did,  I  am  not 
quite  clear  why  he  did  not  make  some 
attempt  to  meet  it. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  attitude  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  may  be  as 
regards  passive  resistance,  but,  if  the 
Bill  were  to  be  passed  into  law  as  it 
stands,  the  adoption  of  passive  resistance 
by  every  Roman  Catholic,  from  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Norfolk)  down  to  the  poorest  Irish 
labourer  who  carries  a  hod  up  a  ladder 
would,  I  think,  be  explained,  even  if  it 
were  not  justified.  I  see — and  this  is 
an  important  matter  to  bear  in  mind  in 
this  connection — no  way  by  which  thifi^ 
omission  can  be  rectified  in  this  Bill. 
I  do  not  think  that,  without  contravening 
the  privileges  of  another  place,  it  would 
be  possible  to  insert,  as  an  Amendment 
of  this  Bill,  any  provision  which  would 
meet  the  case  of  the  Roman  CathoUcs 
and  the  Jews.  That  is  one  difficulty 
which  affects  the  Bill,  although  it  need 
not  be  regarded  as  a  difficulty  of  sub- 

of   the   whole 


opinion  of,   as  I   believe,   the  majority 

of  the   people  of   this  country   it  risks ,  «t«"^'«    "^    ^    settkment 
gravely  compromising  the  religious  life  I  question. 

of  the  nation  as  a  whole.     The  conclusion  j      But  the  Bill  proposes,  as  your  Loid- 
which  I  have  reached  from  these  things,  j  ships  will^have  gathered  from  the  speeches 
The  Earl  of  Crewe, 
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that  have  been  made,  to  alter  the  law 
in  two  very  important  particulars,  deal- 
ing, in  fact,  with  what,  I  think,  were  the 
two  most  interesting  and  important 
points  of  controversy  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  when  the  Bill  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  Mr.  Birrell  was 
before  us.  The  first  is  the  question 
of  permitting  all  the  teachers  to  give 
religious  instruction.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say,  in  passing,  how  deeply 
impressed  I  was  with  the  description 
which  the  most  rev.  Primate  gave  of 
what  is  known  as  Cowper-Temple  teach- 
ing, so  valuable,  as  I  think,  because  it 
described  that  teaching,  not  as  it  might 
be  according  to  some  il  "priori  theory, 
but  as  it  has  actually  been  found  to 
be  in  the  practice  of  our  schools. 
But  this  question  of  the  teacher 
giving  the  denominational  teaching  is, 
88  we  all  remember,  as  I,  indeed,  sorrow- 
fully remember,  one  of  the  most  con- 
troversial and  difficult  with  which  we 
had  to  deal.  We  always  felt,  and  I  never 
cjoncealed  my  opinion,  that  in  one  sense 
it  was  a  hardship  on  the  teacher  not  to 
be  allowed  to  give  this  particular  teaching 
if  he  or  she  were  willing  to  do  so.  But 
what  will  be  said  in  particular,  of  course, 
RS  regards  the  single  school  areas,  is  that 
by  allowing  the  teachers  who  are  pre- 
pared to  do  so  to  give  the  denominational 
teaching  you  will  be,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
and  -  reality,  leaving  a  large  number 
of  those  village  schools,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  precisely  the  same  schools 
as  they  are  at  this  moment,  and  that 
you  will  fail  to  meet  what  is  the  admitted 
grievance  of  Nonconformist  parents  and 
their  children  in  those  particular  districts. 
You  will  also  be  told,  I  have  no  doubt, 
in  the  words  used,  I  remember,  on  a 
former  occasion  by  the  noble  Duke  whose 
loss  we  all  so  deeply  deplore — the  Duke  of 
Devonshire — that  the  difficulty  consists 
in  the  fact  that,  if  you  make  it  an  object 
to  have  a  teacher  of  a  particular  religious 
belief  to  give  denominational  teaching, 
the  teacher  will  be  appointed  either  in 
order  to  give  the  teaching  or  in  order 
not  to  give  it.  That  is  a  practical 
difficulty  of  management  which  you 
will  have  to  face. 

The  second  important  alteration  is  in 
regard  to  what  is  known  as  all-round 
facilities.     All-round  facilities  have  had 


a  very  real  attraction,  I  think,  for 
everybody  who  has  attempted  to  find  a 
solution  of  this  question.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say,  speaking  for  the  Govern- 
ment, that  they  were  our  first  love 
and,  though  we  have  exhibited  con- 
siderable infidelity  to  them  at  different 
times  since,  still  we  have  never  lost  a 
certain  affection  for  them.  But  I 
think  it  will  be  admitted  that  the  ques- 
tion is  one  of  extreme  difficulty  by  those 
who  recollect  the  debate  which  began  in 
your  Lordships'  House  on  31st  October, 
1906.  In  that  debate.  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh  moved  an  Amendment  which 
proposed  to  incorporate  in  the  Bill  a 
system  of  general  facilities ;  it  was  not 
quite  so  complete  a  system  as  that  advo- 
cated in  another  Amendment  by  Lord 
Ampthill.  I  well  remember  that  debate. 
The  noble  Marquess  who  leads  the 
Opposition  spoke  in  general  terms  in 
favour  of  the  plan.  Then  two  speeches 
were  made,  and  I  recollect  those  speeches 
very  well,  because  they  were  an  instance 
of  what  one  does  not  very  often  see 
in  the  course  of  a  discussion  in  any 
deliberative  Assembly.  As  a  general  rule 
speeches  are  made  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  arguments  are  made  and  answered, 
and  there  is  no  visible  effect  on  the 
opinion  of  anybody.  But,  on  this  par- 
ticular occasion,  two  speeches  were  made, 
one  by  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  and  the 
I  other  by  Viscount  St.  Aldwyn,  and  one 
j  could,  so  to  speak,  see  these  speeches 
fermenting  in  the  minds  of  noble  Lords, 
with  the  result,  as  I  believe,  that  whereas 
the  great  body  of  the  House  came  down 
here  with  a  very  distinct  predilection  in 
favour  of  general  facilities,  then  a 
kind  of  blight  fell  on  every  one,  and  it 
was  generally  agreed  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  support  the  Amendment. 
I  remember  that  discussion,  and  I  cannot 
help  calling  attention  to  it,  lest  it  should 
be  supposed  that  it  is,  after  all,  an  easy 
matter  to  bring  about  this,  in  many 
ways,  most  attractive  change. 

One  argument  that  will  be  used  again 
is  the  exceedingly  important  one  that 
it  is  a  very  difficult  matter  indeed, 
assuming  that  there  is  any  consider- 
able number  of  local  authorities  who 
definitely  object  to  the  giving  of  those 
facilities  in  council  schools,  to  force  upon 
them  the  necessity  for  doing  so.    There 
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is  no  conceivable  legal  machinery  by 
which  that  can  be  satisfactorily  done ; 
and  it  is  well,  therefore,  if  anything  is 
to  come  of  this,  to  demand  distinct 
evidence,  which  may  be  forthcoming — I 
do  not  say  it  will  not — of  something  like 
a  general  agreement  all  over  the  country, 
on  the  part  of  the  public  generally,  and 
the  local  authorities  in  particular,  that 
this  is  the  proper  solution  at  which  we 
should  aim.  There  were  other  diffi- 
culties, into  which  I  need  not  go,  ex- 
pressed so  eloquently  and  so  fully  by  the 
most  rev.  Primate--difficultie8  from  the 
Church  point  of  view,  which  we  must 
fairly  balance  against  those  from  the 
Nonconformist,  and  purely  civic  point 
of  view.  The  two  sets  of  objections 
must  be  carefully  balanced  one  against 
another,  if  we  are  to  arrive  at  anything 
like  a  compromise. 

My  right  hon.  friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  has  a  Bill  of  his 
own  in  another  place.  That  Bill  differs 
in  some  important  particulars  from  this, 
but  it  has  this  general  resemblance  to 
it — and  so  far  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
Bill  may,  I  think,  be  said  to  be  founded 
on  it — that  it  does  aim  at  the  establish- 
ment of  a  genuine  national  system. 
A  universal  national  system  is  by  general 
consent  an  impossibility  ;  but  both  Bills 
aim  at  the  abolition  of  a  dual  system, 
and  the  establishment  of  a  single  system. 
In  our  opinion  it  is  my  right  hon.  friend's 
Bill  which  ought  to  form  the  ultimate 
basis  of  full  discussion  on  this  subject 
in  your  Lordships'  House.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  usual  and  convenient  that  the 
discussion  of  an  important  subject  like 
this  should  be  taken  on  a  Government 
Bill.  In  the  second  place,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  possible,  consistently  with  the 
practice  of  Parliament,  to  engraft  on 
this  measure  a  clause  dealing  with  the 
exceptional  schools  for  which  provision 
is  to  be  made.  Therefore,  if  your  Lord- 
ships are  willing,  as  I  hope  you  will  be, 
to  give  this  Bill  a  Second  Reading,  its 
further  discussion  should  be  postponed 
at  any  rate  for  some  considerable  time. 
Of  course,  I  entirely  admit  what  fell 
from  the  most  rev.  Primate.  This  must 
not  be  regarded  as  the  definite  proposal 
or  offer  of  the  Church  of  England  as  a 
whole.  We  shall  get  no  such  offer ; 
and,  therefore,  we  must  take  what  we  can 
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get  in  the  way  of  expressions  of  opinicn. 
We  regard  this  Bill  as  being  the  exprei- 
sion  of  the  opinion  of  a  very  large  tnd, 
as  we  believe,  of  an  increasing  body  d 
Church  people  upon  the  general  bnes  ob 
which  this  question  ought  to  be  settlei 
Feeling  this,  recognising  this,  we  regsid 
the  production  of  this  Bill  as  being  i 
distinct  assistance  to  my  right  hon«  fiKnd 
in  laying  his  proposals  before  Parliament 
and  the  country. 

♦The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
My  Lords,  before  this  discussion  proceeds 
further,  it  may,  perhaps,  be  convenient 
that  I  should  tell  the  House  how  some 
of  us  think  that  the  Motion  before  as 
should  be  dealt  with.  I  propose,  befoie 
I  resume  my  seat,  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  will  be  tint 
this  debate,  instead  of  proceeding  furtiui, 
should  be  adjourned,  and  the  few  woids 
which  I  have  now  to  say  will  be  devoted 
to  an  attempt  to  show  your  LordshqM 
that  there  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  tbe 
course  which  I  advocate. 

We  find  ourselves,  particularly  after 
the  speech  to  hich  we  have  just  listened, 
in  a  somewhat  singular  and  unexpected 
position.  His  Majesty's  Goyemment 
have  an  Education  Bill  of  their  own. 
That  Bill  is  one  of  such  importance  thtt 
they  always  assigned  to  it,  if  not 
the  very  foremost  place,  at  any  rate 
nearly  the  foremost  place,  in  their 
legislative  programme.  We  have  been 
always  under  the  impression  that  theyr 
had  formed  an  inexorable  resolve  to  pass 
that  Bill,  and  it  is  interesting  to  obsem 
that  as  lately  as  Friday  last  a  colleague 
of  the  noble  Earl's,  Mr.  Harcourt, 
announced  that  the  Education  Bill  repre- 
sented '^  the  last  word  on  denominauooal 
compromise."  It  is  really  remarkaUe 
that  this  last  word  should  prove  to  be 
the  penultimate,  or  even  perhaps  the 
ante-penultimate  word  of  His  Majesty's 
Goverimient,  and  that  the  real  last  wotd 
should  be  spoken  in  your  Lordshqw' 
House  and  of  all  places  in  the  world,  from 
the  Episcopal  Bench. 

One  sometimes  endeavours,  befoie  a 
discussion  of  this  kind,  to  form  an 
idea  of  the  kind  of  speech  to  which  one 
is  likely  to  have  to  reply ;  and  I  had 
formed  a  very  distinct  idea  of  the  kind 
of    speech  which   the   Lord    Picadeat 
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was  likely  to  deliver,  and  to  which  I 
should  have  to  reply.  It  was  not  the 
same  speech  as  that  to  which  we  have 
listened  ;  and,  indeed,  in  the  noble  Earl's 
opening  observations  I  think  I  detected 
a  certain  feeling  on  his  part  that 
the  House  had  a  right  to  expect 
that  his  speech  should  be  of  a  rather 
different  kind.  Like  his,  my  mind 
went  back  to  the  occasion  when  we 
were  discussing  the  Small  Holdings  Bill 
of  Lord  Camperdown.  At  that  time 
there  were  two  Small  Holdings  Bills 
before  Parliament,  one  of  them  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
other  before  your  Lordships'  House ; 
I  cannot  resist  reminding  the  noble 
Earl  of  some  observations  which  fell 
from  him  on  that  occasion.  He  com- 
plained that  my  noble  friend,  in  perse- 
vering with  his  Bill,  was  showing  a 
certain  want  of  courtesy  to  the  Minister 
in  charge  of  the  rival  measure,  and  he 
went  on — 

*'  If  this  kind  of  thing  is  going  to  take  place* 
the  world  will  be  not  only  a  school  for  saints 
but  a  school  for  martyrs.  I  regard  with  some 
alarm  the  prospect  of  similar  tactics  being 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  Education  Bill,  or 
Education  Bills. 

"  I  can  conceive  at  least  seven  different 
Education  Bills,  which  might  be  brought  in 
from  different  quarters  of  the  House,  at  least 
three  from  the  Episcopal  Bench,  and  four  or 
&Ye  from  other  quarters.** 

And  now,  my  Lords,  listen  to  what 
follows — 

"  If  it  became  the  practice  that  independent 
Members  were  to  bring  in  Bills  of  their  own 
in  order  to  anticipate  Government  measures, 
all  I  can  say  is  that  the  prospect  is  one  which 
fills  me  personally  with  something  very  like 
horror." 

We  detected  no  trace  of  horror  in 
the  composed  remarks  which  the  noble 
Earl  delivered  just  now.  On  the  contrary, 
what  the  noble  Earl  has  told  us,  is  that 
he,  like,  I  believe,  nearly  all  your  Lordships, 
is  earnestly  desirous  of  seeing  a  settle- 
ment of  this  educational  controversy, 
that  he  regards  some  of  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
Bill  as  of  a  valuable  and  suggestive 
character ;  and  I  understood  him  to 
add  that  His  Majesty's  Government 
were,  at  any  rate,  prepared  to  consider 
the  propriety  of  grafting  some  of  them 
upon  their  own  Bill.  I  am,  I  own,  a 
little  doubtful  as  to  the  result  of  this 
process    of    grafting.     I    remember    a 


conjuring  trick  which  used  to  give  great 
amusement  in  former  days.  The  con- 
jurer produced  first  a  black  rabbit  and 
then  a  white  rabbit ;  he  kneaded  the 
two  together  in  his  hat,  and  eventually 
produced  a  piebald  rabbit.  I  fear  that 
in  this  case  the  result  of  the  process|of 
amalgamation  may  be  that  we  shall  have  a 
measure  of  ambiguous  colour  and  of 
doubtful  parentage.  I  am  anxious  that 
your  Lordships'  House  should  not  be 
put  in  the  position  of  confederates,  dis- 
tracting the  attention  of  the  public 
from  the  real  issue  while  these  ingenious 
proceedings  are  in  progress.  I  hope 
that  your  Lordships  will  bear  this  in 
mind — that  if  you  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  its  provisions  will 
be  taken  as  representing  your  last  word 
upon  this  subject.  It  will  not  be  your 
irreducible  minimum,  it  will  be  your 
unincreasible  maximum.  If  this  House 
should  be  placed  in  that  position,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  champions 
of  our  voluntary  schools  will  have  had 
a  very  grievous  set-back.  If  I  say  this,  I 
earnestly  trust  your  Lordships  will  not 
think  that  I  am  cynical  or  otherwise  than 
grateful  both  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
who  introduced  the  measure  and  to  the 
Lord  Archbishop  for  the  part  they  have 
taken  in  the  discussion.  I  feel  as  strongly 
as  they  do  the  need  of  a  settlement  of 
this  endless  educational  controversy.  I 
feel  as  strongly  as  they  do  that,  while  it 
continues  to  rage,  the  cause  of  education 
is  suffering.  I  feel,  above  all,  the  im- 
mense responsibility  which  will  rest 
on  the  shoulders  of  those  who  for  party 
or  other  reasons  obstruct  a  reasonable 
settlement  of  the  difficulty  if  it  should 
prove  to  be  within  our  reach. 

But  I  must  say  a  few  words  as  to  the 
principal  features  of  this  Bill.  I  certainly 
regard  them  as  a  long  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  kind  of  compromise  which  I 
should  like  to  see  arrived  at,  and  amongst 
them  are  concessions  to  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelates  cannot  have  consented 
without  a  certain  feeling  of  reluctance, 
and  a  knowledge  that  they  were  exposing 
themselves  to  criticism,  if  not  to  odium, 
on  the  part  of  those  with  whom  they 
usually  act. 

The  Bill,  in  the  first  place,  stipulates 
that  religious  instruction  is  to  be  given 
in  all  primary  schools.     If  that  principle 


43 


Elementary  Education 


be  accepted  we  establish  at  once  an ' 
invaluable  bulwark  against  the  peril  of 
secularism  which  it  has  been  truly 
said  to-night  lies  in  the  offing,  and 
to  which  we  shall  be  brought  nearer 
if  those  who  desire  that  religious 
instruction  should  prevail  are  not  able 
to  come  to  terms  among  them- 
selves. In  the  next  place,  I  find  in  the 
Bill  a  frank  admission  of  the  parents' 
right  to  supplement  non-distinctive  re- 
ligious education  by  religious  instruc- 
tion of  a  distinctive  kind,  even  in  the 
council  schools.  If  that  concession  were 
to  be  secured  it  would,  indeed,  be  a  long 
step  in  advance.  In  the  third  place.  I 
tiud  in  the  Bill  an  admission  of  the 
teacher's  right  to  give  religious  instruc- 
tion if  he  desires  to  give  it  himself  and 
the  parents  of  the  children  desire  him  to 
do  so.  Let  me  remind  your  Lordships 
that  these  are  thK»e  points  around  which 
the  tien-est  battle  raged  when  the  educa- 
tion question  was  before  us  in  190t>,  and 
if  those  three  points  upon  which  we  then 
insisted  can  K*  settled  as  we  desire  they 
should  be  settled,  we  should,  indeed,  lind 
ourselves  much  nearer  to  agreement. 

But,  while  I  readily  make  these  admis- 
sions, I  feel,  as  the  most  rev.  Primate 
has  told  us  he  feels,  that  many  points  of 
:he  Bill  stop  far  short  of  the  kind  of 
settlement  upon  which  most  of  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House  would  look  with  favour. 
There  are,  in  the  rirst  place,  several 
ambiguities  in  the  Bill  on  which  I  will 
r.ot  dwell  except  to  say  that  upon  one 
point — a  point  of  the  greatest  inux»r- 
rance.  namely,  the  conditions  under  which 
:  he  r  r '.ist t»e s  o :  X  he  deuo niina t  io na  I  so hoo Is 
iire  to  be  aV-owod  to  Trar.ster  the  schov^l 
bu'.M:r.i:s— 1  do  1:0 1  r.:.d  i:;  the  Bill  all 
that  the  ri^V.:  r\*v.  Prelate  in  his 
aki::uraV'e  syetvh  '.ed  us  to  suppose  we 
iiUjiht  exwvt  to  r.v.d  :v.  it.  That, 
::o  douVt,  will  l^*  .itterwarvls  explaiuevl. 
But  the:*?  are  1:0 1  ov.ly  aiuViiiuities  in  the 
Bi-ll :  there  are  o:u">s:o:.s  :u  :t  of  a  u*.ost 
'jtio::.  Ill  the  r.rst  place. 
i'exp-.ct  that  the  Bill  :u  its 
>  h  0  ul  1  rtv  e :  ve  a  y.y  vie  iZree  o  f 
r  fro : V.  the  K o u:a u La t ho  1  ic > . 


srrr.ous   viescr: 

cav.  .ir.y  0:  u 

preseut  shaiv 

support  eithe 

or  frou:  the  Jews,  or  frv^u:  the  ca  i.ers  o: 

those  Chur:h  schools  '.vh::h   we  u^ed  to 

s I va k  0  f  .is  h o  :uo  ^e  v. ev-  v,s  : !:  c  ha  rac :  e  t  a  u d 

,is  Li v ir: ii  a  d: st ::.•:  t i v?  ..It' uo u u i.a t  i 0  v.a  1  a t  - 

:uosphere.     P^e    ruht    rev.    Prelate,    1 

thi'j.k.  ^ave  us  to  uf.Aer^ta:'.d  that  :u  that 
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respect  the  Bill  was  capable  of  amend- 
ment ;  but  the  matter  is  surely  far  too 
serious  to  be  left  out  of  account  when 
we  are  dealing  with  the  question  of  givii^ 
the  Bill  a  Second  Reading. 

Then  we  are  left  in  the  dark  as  to  what 
really  is  intended  when,  in  the  second 
clause,  reference  is  made  to  the  admission 
of  religious  teaching  of  a  non-distinctive 
character  in  all  the  elementary  schools. 
We  have  often  been  told  in  weighty  wor^ 
from  the  bench  opposite  that  non-dis- 
tinctive teaching,  simple  Christian  teach- 
ing, may  mean  a  great  deal  or  that  it 
may  mean  nothing  at  all ;  and  I  for  one 
should  be  very  sorry  to  see  a  Bill  pas 
without  some  very  much  more  specific 
information  as  to  what  is  really  meant 
by  non-distinctive  religious  teaching.  If 
we  are.  so  to  speak,  to  standardise  the 
reUgious  instruction  given  universally  in 
these  schools,  we  have  a  right  to 
know  at  what  point  it  is  to  be 
standardised,  and,  above  all,  what  pre- 
cautions you  are  going  to  take  in  order 
to  prevent  the  standard  which  may 
receive  the  acceptance  of  Parhament  to- 
day from  being  afterwards  debased,  and 
debased  by  administrative  action  of  the 
kind  with  which  we  have  become  pain- 
fully familiar  during  the  last  few  months. 

There  is  another  point  with  regard  to 
which  the  Bill  is  silent — I  mean  the  steps 
it  is  intended  to  take  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  the  teachers  are  really  com- 
j^vtenr  to  give  even  the  simple  Bible 
teaching  which  they  are  intended  to  pro- 
vide. The  right  rev.  Prelate  apparently 
has  some  plan  for  achieving  this  object 
without  imposing  a  test :  but  this  point 
again  is  of  far  too  great  importance  to  be 
■eft  unprovided  for  bv  specific  provisions 
in  the  Bill. 

But  irrespectively  of  these  considen- 
tions,  I  must  point  out  that  the 
noble  Earl  did  not  give  us  to  under- 
stand that  this  measure  was  to  be 
accepted,  or  that  it  stood  any  chance  of 
beiui:  acceptevl.  by  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
lueiit  as  a  substitute  for  their  own 
Rill.  Soiue  parts  of  it  may,  he  gave 
us  to  luideretand.  be  grafted  on  to  the 
Gover:i!ueut  Bill,  but  we  do  not  know 
how  luuch.  I  suggest  to  your  Lordships 
that  th:s  Iviuii  so  we  have  a  right 
to  ask  that  the  whole  of  the  Govemment 
>*.he!r,e  should  be  placed  before  us  rather 
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than  that  we  should  consent  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  a  measure  which  is  obviously, 
and  by  the  admissions  of  Ministers  them- 
selves, something  very  different  from  the 
kind  of  Bill  they  hope  themselves  to  pass 
into  law.     The  noble  Earl  was  very  frank 
with  us.     He  told  us  that  it  did  not  seem 
to  him  that  this  process  of  amalgamation 
was  by  any  means  plain  sailing.     I  am 
afraid   not.     In   regard  perhaps   to   the 
most  important  of  all  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  Bill — 
I  mean  the  proposal  that  facilities  should 
be  given  in  the  council  schools — he  gave 
us  to  understand  that  he  and  his  col- 
leagues had  at  one  time  been  enamoured 
of  the  idea,  but  that  at  a  subsequent  time 
they  had  been  guilty  of  infidelity  to  it, 
and  at  this  moment  I  do  not  know  that  I 
gathered   from   him   that   he   had    any 
distinct  views  one  way  or  the  other  on  the 
subject.     If  that  is  the  attitude  of  the  Gov- 
-ernment  with  regard  to  what  I  conceive 
to  be  the  cardinal  feature  in  the  right 
rev.   Prelate's  proposal,  I  say  that  we 
bave  no  right  to  commit  ourselves  to  an 
approval  of  a  Bill  when  so  much  of  it  still 
remains  in  a  state  of  doubt  and  suspense. 
Nor    do    I    at    all    believe    that    by 
reading  this  Bill  a  second  time  to-night 
on  the  understanding  indicated  we  should 
bring  ourselves  one  inch  nearer  to  the  kind 
of  concordat  of  which  many  of  us  are 
in  favour.     I  believe,  on  the  contrary, 
that  the  effect  of  taking  a  vote  upon  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  would  only  be 
to  accentuate  the  differences  which  we 
know  to  exist  on  many  cardinal  points. 
If  His  Majesty's  Government  really  desire 
to  appropriate  some  of  the  provisions  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  Bill  and  to  add 
them  to  their  own,  they  can  perfectly  well 
-do  so  without  asking  us  to  take  the  Second 
Reading  to-night.     They  can  consider  the 
matter  at  their  leisure,  and  at  the  proper 
time  bring  before  us  a  complete  Bill  em- 
bodying their  own  proposals,  with  the  addi- 
tion of  so  much  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
proposals  as  they  desire  to  accept.     In  the 
meanwhile  this  debate  will  not  have  been 
without  its  use.     It  will,  at  any  rate,  have 
made  this  clear,  that  we  shall  all  be  glad 
to  see  this  controversy  set  at  rest,  and 
that  we  recognise  that,  if  it  is  to  be  set  at 
rest,  it  can  be  set  at  rest  only  by  a  com- 
promise, and  that  a  compromise  means 
that  each  side  must  surrender  something 
of  that  to  which  it  is  most  attached. 


Having  established  that,  I  earnestly  hope 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  will  be  content 
with  the  debate  that  has  taken  place,  and 
that  he  will  not  insist  upon  taking  the 
sense  of  the  House  or  upon  placing 
us  in  a  position  of  difficulty  with  regard 
to  a  situation  which  is  certainly  a  very 
singular  one,  and  which  has  to  a  great 
extent  resulted  from  the  somewhat  unex- 
pected attitude  assumed  by  His  Majesty's 
Government.  I  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  That    the    debate    be    adjourned.'* — {The 
Marqutos  of  Lansdowne.) 

♦The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Marquess  of  Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  objecting  in 
the  least  degree  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  though  I  regret  that  my 
noble  friend  will  not  have  another 
opportunity  of  speaking  at  a  later  period 
of  the  discussion.  He  is  an  exhausted 
volcano,  and  I  greatly  regret  that  he  will 
not  have  another  opportunity  of  farther 
expressing  his  opinion  upon  this  matter. 
I  listened  with  sorrow  to  the  general 
tone  of  the  noble  Marquess's  speech. 
It  seemed  to  me,  I  confess,  to  jar  un- 
pleasantly with  the  tone  of  the  three 
other  speeches  to  which  we  have  listened 
to-night.  The  excuse,  I  suppose,  is  to 
be  found  in  this,  that  my  noble  friend 
did  not  know,  as  he  frankly  told  us, 
what  was  going  to  be  said  by  my  noble 
friend  behind  me,  and  that  he  was,  there- 
fore, quite  unprepared  as  to  the  part 
he  should  take  in  this  matter.  The 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess,  indeed, 
was  a  mere  party  speech,  and  only 
towards  the  latter  portion  of  it  did  he 
give  us  any  hope  that  he  would  look 
upon  this  matter  in  the  spirit  in  which  it 
has  been  approached  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  introduced  the  Bill,  by 
the  most  rev.  Primate,  and  by  my 
noble  friend  behind  me  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council.  In  my  judgment, 
this  is  to  be  regretted.  There  does  seem 
to  be  a  general  desire  to  come  to  a 
compromise  or  understanding  upon  this 
question,  and  I  cannot  say  that  I  think 
that  most  important  object  was  in  the 
slightest  degree  advanced  by  the  tone 
which  my  noble  friend  adopted.  No 
doubt  this  Bill  cannot  be  accepted  as 
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public  duty  in  surrendering  tliat  strong- 
hold for  the  prospect  of  additional  faci- 
lities in  all  schoob.  The  reason  why  1 
think  this  is  because  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  parents  of  any  very  large  number 
of  children  would  ask  for  specisJ  facilities 
where  any  kind  of  religions  teaching 
was  already  given  as  the  normal  and 
established  kind.  I  read  this  afternoon 
in  the  Manchester  Guardian  this  induce- 
ment to  persons  to  vote  for  this  Bill, 
that— 

"  If  these  facilities  were  allowed,  it  is  highlj 
probable  that  they  would  be  very  little  used." 

Why  ?  I  think  the  answer  a  fairlv 
obvious  one.  If  all  parents  were  asked 
whether  they  wished  religions  teaching 
for  their  children  I  have  no  donbt  that 
the  great  majority  wonld  express  & 
desire  for  religious  teaching ;  and,  if 
asked  what  kind  of  religious  teaching, 
they  would  with  more  or  less  eagerness 
indicate  the  religious  teaching  they 
desired.  But,  if  there  was  already  a 
religious  teaching  established  and  en- 
dowed as  the  ordinary  religions  teaching 
in  the  school,  I  believe  comparativelr 
few  parents  would  ask,  over  and  above 
that,  for  extra  facilities  for  a  special  kind 
of  religious  teaching.  UnwilUngness  to 
ask  for  anything  extra  pervades  all 
classes  in  England.  I  believe  the  major- 
ity of  the  parents  of  the  upper  classes 
would  not  be  willing  to  send  their  children 
to  a  school  where  there  was  no  religious 
teaching,  but  I  have  been)  amazed  to 
find  how  few  parents,  either  of  the  upper 
or  of  the  lower  classes,  appear  to  care 
what  particular  character  that  religious 
teaching  takes.  Therefore,  I  think  if 
there  was  religious  teaching  provided  in 
all  schools 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE:  I  am  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  interrupt,  but  I  would 
remind  the  right  rev.  Prelate  that  it  is 
irregular  at  this  stage  to  speak  to  any 
question  but  that  of  the  adjournment. 
On  the  adjourned  debate  he  will  be 
able  to  speak  as  long  as  he  likes  on  the 
merits  of  the  Bill.  The  House  has  to 
confine  itself  now  to  the  question  of  the 
adjournment. 

The  lord  BISHOP  op  St.  ASAPH: 
My  Lords,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  willingly 
accept  the  Amendment  to  adjourn  flie 

debate. 


it  stands.  There  is  one  part  of  it  to 
which  I  could  not  for  a  moment  think 
of  being  a  party,  and  that  is  that  it 
makes  no  provision — I  do  not  exactly 
know  why  no  provision  was  included — 
for  Roman  Catholics  and  Jews.  I 
recognise  the  earnest  desire  to  arrive  at  a 
settlement  by  compromise,  but  we  shall 
never  arrive  at  such  a  settlement  unless 
we  are  prepared  to  approach  it  in  a  spirit 
considerably  difPerent  from  that  of  the 
noble  Marquess. 

The  lord  BISHOP  of  BIRMING- 
HAM :  My  Lords,  I  am  going  to  have 
the  audacity  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
listen  to  a  few  words  from  me  upon  this 
Bill.    I 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  The 
Motion  is  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  can  speak  on  that 
Motion. 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON :  He  can 
speak  only  on  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment. 

The  lord  BISHOP  of  BIRMING- 
HAM :  I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  use 
this  opportunity  to  say  a  few  words  which 
I  believe  should  be  said  from  this  bench, 
partly  because  I  do  not  think  it  desir- 
able in  the  public  interest  that  it  should 
go  forth  that  this  Bill  has  at  all  a  kind  of 
agreed  consent  from  this  bench,  and 
partly  because  there  is  one  particular 
point  which  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
very  little,  if  at  all,  touched  upon  in  this 
discussion.  Though  I  listened,  for  my 
own  part  with  profound  satisfaction,  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  I  did  not,  even 
in  liis  speech,  catch  exactly  the  attention 
to  this  point  which  I  think  it  demands. 
Those  of  us  who  cannot  find  in  this  Bill 
the  prospect  of  a  reasonable  settlement 
are  those  who  value  most  the  privilege 
of  giving  distinctive  religious  teaching 
to  the  children  of  those  parents  who 
desire  such  teaching  through  teachers 
who  believe  in  it.  At  present  our  strong- 
hold for  fulfilling  this  all-important 
function  is  the  position  of  the  denomina- 
tional schools,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
would  be  justified  as  trustees  of  a  great 

The  Marquess  of  Bipon. 
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The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY:  May  I  say 

one  word  strictly  pertinent  to  the 
Motion  for  adjournment  ?  I  think  all 
of  us  must  feel,  after  the  brave  and  noble 
speech  we  listened  to  this  evening  from 
the  most  rev.  Primate,  that  there  is  some 
hope  of  a  settlement  of  this  controversy, 
due  partly  to  the  many  fruitless  attempts 
made  to  settle  it,  and  also  due  to  some 
extent  to  the  shame  which  is  creeping 
over  the  people  of  this  country  at  our 
failure  to  settle  it.  Then  we  come  to  the 
question  of  what  is  to  be  done  with  this 
Bill.  Surely  it  represents  an  enormous 
step  forward.  I  can  quite  understand 
the  caution  with  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess treated  it  lest  it  should  be  con- 
sidered as  the  last  word  that  he  was 
willing  to  agree  to  in  behalf  of  his  Party 
in  connection  with  this  question.  But 
it  would  be  a  thousand  pities  if  this  Bill 
were  read  a  second  time  to-night,  because 
after  what  has  fallen  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  Opposition  as  a  whole  would  not 
feel  that  they  could  vote  for  it  at  this 
stage  of  the  controversy.  Whereas,  if 
the  debate  is  adjourned  by  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Marquess,  the  Bill 
will  not  die,  but  will  lie  dormant,  and  it 
is  quite  possible  as  this  controversy 
advances,  and  as  things  may  occur 
in  another  place,  that  it  might  be  well 
to  revive  the  dormant  Bill,  which,  in 
any  case,  must  remain  on  the  journals 
and  records  of  this  House  as  a  document 
of  the  highest  educational   importance. 

The  Duke  op  NORFOLK  :  I  under- 
stand that,  the  Adjournment  being  moved, 
any  further  discussion  on  the  Bill  at 
this  stage  would  be  irregular  ? 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :    That  is  so. 

The  Duke  op  NORFOLK:  That 
relieves  me  of  the  necessity  of  inflicting 
a  speech  upon  your  Lordships.  I  con- 
gratulate you. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to, 
and  the  further  debate  adjourned  ac- 
cordingly, sine  die. 


THE  PERSIAN  FRONTIER. 
Lord   NEWTON:       My    Lords,    on  I 
behalf  of  my  noble  friend  Lord  Lamington  j 


I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for.  Foreign  Affairs  whether  His 
Majesty's  Government  consider  British 
interests  in  the  country  between  Baghdad 
and  the  Persian  frontier  are  properly 
safeguarded,  and  whether  anything  ha& 
recently  occurred  calculated  in  the  future 
to  prejudice  the  development  of  our 
already  predominant  interests  of  trade 
and  commerce  in  those  regions. 

♦The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Lord 
Fitzmaurice)  :  My  Lords,  the  Question 
which  my  noble  friend  has  placed  on 
the  Paper  is  one  on  which  I  confess  I 
have  had  some  little  difficulty  in  placing^ 
an  exact  meaning.  I  do  not  quite 
understand  what  is  aimed  at  in  the 
Question,  and  to  what  it  is  that  I  am 
exactly  expected  to  reply.  I  am  aslced^ 
in  the  first  place,  whether  His  Majesty's- 
Grovemmentconsider  that  British  interests 
in  the  country  between  Baghdad  and  the 
Persian  frontier  are  properly  safeguarded* 
I  do  not  want  to  appear  in  any  way 
discourteous  to  Lord  Lamington  or  to 
my  noble  friend  who  has  put  this  Question 
on  his  behalf  if  I  follow  the  terms  of  the 
Question  closely,  and  ask  them  to  accept 
my  assurance,  on  behalf  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  that  in  our  opinion  British  interests 
in  that  country  are  properly  safeguarded^ 
and  that  nothing  has  occurred,  especially 
in  the  short  interval  which  has  taken 
place  since  the  debate  on  the  Anglo- 
Russian  Convention,  to  make  it  necessary 
for  me  to  add  anything  to  the  statement 
I  made  on  that  occasion. 

I  then  pointed  out,  if  I  may  accept  the 
geographical  description  in  the  Question 
as  relating  generally  to  what  may  be 
called  the  frontier  of  Turkish  and  Persian 
possessions  in  those  parts,  that  there  wa& 
at  that  time — and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
there  still  is — a  condition  of  great  unrest, 
which  caused  anxiety  to  His  Majesty'^ 
Government,  owing  to  the  deliberate 
renewal,  by  the  action  of  the  Turkish 
authorities  themselves,  of  that  dangerous 
and  ancient  dispute  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  Lake  of  Urumiah  and  Suj  Bulak, 
to  which  my  noble  friend  Lord  Reay 
called  attention  in  this  House  in  1906, 
and  upon  which  I  then  made  a  statement. 
Most  of  your  Lordships  who  follow  these 
questions  are  aware,  from  telegrams  from 
the  seat  of  these  troubles  published  from 
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time  to  time  in  the  newspapers,  that  there 
have  been  armed  collisions  in  that  dis- 
trict, that  Turkish  troops  crossed  the 
frontier  and  seized  districts,  including 
at  least  one  important  town  within 
and  indeed  beyond  the  long  disputed 
territory.  On  the  whole,  I  am  now 
able  to  say  that  things  are  on  a  more 
satisfactory  footing,  that  the  Turkish 
troops  have  been  withdrawn  from  certain 
positions,  and  that  there  is  some  reason- 
able prospect  of  the  arbitrations  and 
delimitations  in  those  territories,  upon 
which  these  questions  depend  for  their 
solution,  being  allowed  to  proceed.  But 
then,  I  am  only  surmising  as  to  whether 
that  is  what  the  noble  Lord  who  placed 
this  Question  on  the  Paper  had  in  his 
mind. 

In  regard  to  any  other  possible  aspect 
of  questions  in  that  part  of  the  world,  I 
can  certainly  say  that  no  alterations 
have  been  made,  for  example,  as  to  the 
number  or  position  of  British  Consuls  or 
representatives.  The  only  change  has 
been  in  the  greater  activity  which  British 
and  Russian  diplomatists  have  shown  in 
bringing  strong  pressure  to  bear  on  the 
Turkish  Government  in  order  to  induce 
them  to  limit  the  unfortunate  acti\'ity  of 
the  Turkish  troops  on  the  frontier  and  to 
induce  the  Persian  Government  not  to 
take  greater  ofPence  than  they  would  be 
fully  justified  in  taking  at  the  reckless 
conduct  of  the  Turkish  authorities,  and 
to  take  the  measures  indicated  by  the 
old  Boundary  Treaty  to  push  forward 
the  proceedings  by  which  alone  these 
constant  disputes  can  be  determined. 

As  regards  the  second  part  of  the 
Question — whether  anything  has  recently 
occurred  calculated  in  the  future  to 
prejudice  the  development  of  our  already 
predominant  interests  of  trade  and 
commerce  in  ihose  regions — I  have  been 
told  that  the  noble  Lord  was  *anxious 
to  obtain  from  me,  on  behalf  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  a  contradiction  of  a  report 
which  I  understand  had  reached  him, 
and  which  I  know  has  been  circulated 
in  some  quarters,  that  there  are  secret 
Articles  in  the  Anglo-Russian  Convention 
about  which  Parliament  has  been  told 
nothing  and  which  contemplate  some 
great  changes  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
Questions  in  regard  to  secret  Articles 
are  always  open  to  this  fatal  objection. 

Lord  Fitzmaurice, 


that  we  may  be  told  that  if  we  say  there 
are  no  secret  Articles  that  is  because 
a  secret  Article,  by  its  very  nature,  ia 
an  Article  which  cannot  be  stated  in  public 
It  is,  however,  one  thing  to  convey  to 
Parliament  and  the  public  by  a  statement 
the  contents  of  a  secret  Article,  and  it 
is  another  thing  to  allow  or  deny,  accord- 
ing to  circumstances,  the  existence  of  a 
secret  Article.  A  Government  miglit 
be  able,  though  it  would  not  be  a  pleasant 
position,  perhaps,  to  be  placed  in,  to 
admit  of  the  existence  of  a  secret  Article 
and  at  the  same  time  to  say  that,  owing 
to  reasons  of  high  pohcy,  its  contents 
could  not  be  communicated.  I  am  not 
placed  in  that  position  at  all  to-night, 
because  I  am  able  to  state,  on  behalf  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  I  know  the  House 
will  accept  the  assurance,  that  theie 
are  no  secret  Articles  in  the  Russian 
Convention,  and  that  Parliament  and 
the  public  are  fully  cognisant  of  the 
whole  of  the  arrangements  made  between 
Russia  and  this  country.  I  feel  that  I 
have  only  been  able  to  make  a  rather 
vague  and  uncertain  answer  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  but  that  is 
because  the  Question  lacks  all  specific 
character;  and  I  rather  anticipated 
that  when  my  noble  friend  opposite, 
who  has  had  such  great  experience  of 
these  matters,  took  charge  of  the  Ques- 
tion he  would  have  indicated  what  the 
points  were  upon  which  information 
was  desired. 

Lord  NEWTON :  I  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  clear  my  character  by 
saying  that  I  was  asked  to  put  the 
Question  only  because  I  was  an  availabk 
Peer. 

Lord  SANDERSON:  In  that  ci^ 
cumstance  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
done  what  I  did,  and  declined  to  put  it. 

Lord  NEWTON:  I  am  evidently 
of  a  more  obliging  disposition  than  my 
noble  friend. 


THE  EASTER  RECESS. 

*The   Marquess   of   LANSDOWNB: 

Can  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  President 

tell  the  House  what  is  proposed  with 

regard  to  the  Easter  Adjournment  t 


53 


Petitions. 


{30  March  1908] 


Petitions. 


54 


The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  We  propose 
that  the  House  should  adjourn  on 
Thursday,  9th  April,  until  Tuesday, 
5th   May. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
First   Report   from   the   Select   Com- 
mittee considered  (according  to  order), 
and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty 
minutes  past  Seven  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past   Four   o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 
Monday,  30th  March,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (STANDING  ORDER  63 
COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on 
the  First  Reading  thereof,  Standing 
Order  63  has  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 
London  United  Tramways  Bill 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  fLORDS]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  PREVIOUSLY  INQUIRED 
INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  th3  following  Bills,  originating 
in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which 
are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  com- 
plied with,  viz.  : — Briton  Ferry  Urban 
District  Council  Bill  [Lords ;  London 
County  Council  (Tramways  and  Improve- 
ments) Bill  [Lords]  ;  Rhymney  Railway 
Bill  [Lords]  ;  Norwich  Union  Fire  Insur- 
ance Society  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Interoceanic 
Railway  of  Mexico  Bill  [Lords] ;    Com- 


mercial Union  Assurance  Company  BiU 
[Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Bury  and  District  Joint  W«Jfcr  Board 
Bill ;  Dublin  and  South  Eastern  Railway 
Bill ;  Finchley  Urban  District  Council 
Bill;  Seaham  Harbour  Dock  Bill.— 
Read  the  third  time  and  passed, 

Bromley  and  Crays  Gas  Bill;     Glyn- 
corrwg    Urban    District    Council    Bill ; 
Lincoln  Corporation  Bill. — As  amended 
considered  ;    to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Huddersfield  Water  Bill  [Lords].— 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  granting 
of  superannuation  allowances  to  the 
officers  and  servants  of  the  councils  of 
the  metropolitan  boroughs  of  Camberwell, 
Deptford,  and  Hackney ;  and  for  other 
purposes."  [Camberwell  and  other 
Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Super- 
annuation) Bill  [Lords]. 

Camberwell  and  other  Metropolitan 
Borough  Councils  (Superannuation)  Bill 
[Lords]. — Read  the  first  time ;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL  MNES  (EIGHT  HOURS) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Oban,  against ;     to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

DAIRIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from  Leith,  in  favour ;    to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :     From  Crewkeme  ; 
New  Windsor  ;     and,  Westbury ;     to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petition  from   Beeston,   for  alteration 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  iii  favour  :  From  Balham  ; 
Bolton  (two) ;  HoUington  ;  Hucknal 
Torkard  ;  Liskeard  (two) ;  Nottingham ; 
Outwell  (two) ;  Putney  (two) ;  Sparkill ; 
Stockport ;  and  Wolverton  ;  to  Ue  upon 
the  Table. 


RETVRXS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND). 
Return  [Presented  26th  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  104.] 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (IRELAND) 
RETURNS. 


(Great  Britain  and  Ireland)  for  the  yesr 
ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1908  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper. 
No.  242,  of  Session  1907)."— (if  r.  Joseph 
A.  Pease.) 

re\t:nue  and  expenditure  (ENG- 
land,  scotland,  and  ireland). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  for  the 
\'ear  ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1908; 
(1)  The  amount  contributed  by  En^and, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  respectively,  to 
the  Revenue  collected  by  Impenal 
Officers;  (2)  the  Expenditure  on 
j  English,  Scottish,  and  Irish  services  met 
out  of  such  Revenue  ;  and  (3)  the  baUnce 
of    Revenue    contributed    by    England, 


Copy  presented,  of  Returns  of  Local  j  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  respectively,  irtiich 
Taxation  in  Ireland  for  the  year  190G-  ;  are  available  for  Imperial  Ezpenditaie 


1907  [bv 
Table. 


Command] ;     to  lie  upon  the 


CIVIL  SER^^CES  (Supplementary; 

ESTIMATE.  191^9). 
Estimate  presented,  of  the  Further 
Amoiuit  required  in  the  year  ending  31st 
March,  1909.  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings  [by  Command] :  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  105.] 

PUBLIC  AtranxTS  (Navy  votes). 

Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minutes 
dated  3i>th  Marv^h,  1908,  authorising  the 
temporary  application  of  Surpluses  on 
certain  Navy  Votes  for  the  year  1907- 
19i>S  to  meet  Excesses  on  other  Navy 
Vott»s  for  the  same  year  [pursuant  to 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  4th  Manh. 
ISTi*^ :  to  lie  u^xm  the  Table,  and  to  be 
prii.toL      No.  106.] 


in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper 
No.  245,  of  Session  1907)."— (3fr.  Jolm 
O'Connor.) 


AOiOUXTS  iARMV  VOTES). 
'?>e:itevl.  of  Treasury  Minute, 
Marvh.  1908.  authorisinir  the 


PUBI.l- 

datovi  o»>-: 

tempo rj.ry  application  of  Surpluses  on 
certi.ir.  Ari.iy  Votes  for  the  year  1907- 
19i^>  to  ..to fray  Excesses  on  other  Army 
Votr'-i  :V.r  :he  s;ime  year  [pursuant  to 
Reso'.iitior.  o:  the  House  of  4th  March. 
ISTV*^ :  TO  Me  ujx>n  tb**  Table,  and  to  be 
prii.Tol.     ;X.>.  107.] 


i'OLLElTIoy  AND 
ilREAT      BRITAIN 


IMPFRIAI.  REVENUE 
FXPKNMTURE! 
AND  IRELAND'. 

Rerun:  orvlerevl.  "  relating  to  Imperial 
Rev^^r.iie     Collection    and    Expenditure) 


QVESTIOXS  AXD  ANSWERS. 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE   VOTES. 

Auxiliary  EngineB  on  Battleahips- 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-lmde^ 
L>Tne) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state 
the  numbers  and  approximate  hoBN- 
power  of  auxiliary  engines  or  machine* 
driven  by  steam,  compressed  air,  hy- 
draulic power,  and  electricity  in  a  sam]^e 
battleship  of  1876,  and  in  a  similady 
classed  battleship  of  1908. 

(Ansvrered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Bcbertsoi^) 
The  total  number  of  auxiliary  engines 
on  board  one  of  our  modem  biftttle^ps 
reaches  364.  Of  these  approximately 
75  per  cent,  are  under  the  charge  of  the 
gimnery  and  torpedo  lieutenants.  The 
total  horse-power  the  whole  number 
could  utilise  at  full  power  is  15,100.  In 
th*^  case  of  H.M.S.  '*  Alexandra  "  com- 
pleted in  1877,  the  number  was  thirty- 
seven,  and  the  total  horse-power  they 
could  utilise,  1,720. 

Orertime  in  Coik  Post  Qftce- 
Mr.  AIGUSTIXE  ROCHE  (Cork): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  by  whose 
authority  postmen,  otherwise  than  two 
privileiied  sorting  postmen,  are  emfiloyed 
on  overtime  at  the  Cork  Post  Office  in 
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disposing  of  inward  American  corre- 
spondence, notwithstanding  the  Secre- 
tary's instructions  to  the  contrary  :  and 
will  he  see  that  the  practice  be  dis- 
continued. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
Overtime  is  imfortunately  necessary  for 
disposing  of  the  inward  American  corres- 
pondence at  Cork,  and  both  sorting 
clerks  and  telegraphists,  and  postmen 
are  employed  for  the  purpose.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  instructions  confirming 
such  employment  to  particular  postmen. 

Cork  Post  Office  and  the  American  Mails. 
Mr.  AUGUSTINE  ROCHE  :  To  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  what  arrange- 
ments, if  any,  have  been  made  in  the  Cork 
Post  Office  to  surcharge  insufficiently 
prepaid  outward  American  correspon- 
dence ;  is  he  aware  that  on  the  5th  and  8th 
instant  exceptionally  heavy  mails  were 
despatched  from  the  Cork  office  to  the 
United  States  without  any  effort  what- 
ever being  made  to  surcharge  the  same, 
hereby  entailing  a  considerable  loss  of 
revenue  to  the  United  States,  and,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Cork  Post  Office 
is  now  the  despatching  office  for  United 
States  correspondence  from  the  South  of 
Ireland,  will  he  consider  the  advisability 
of  creating  extra  appointments  to  deal 
satisfactorily  with  this  work ;  will  he  say 
on  whose  authority  postmen  are  em- 
ployed on  overtime  in  sorting  outward 
American  correspondence ;  and  will  he 
have  the  practice  discontinued* 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
Outward  American  correspondence  is 
examined  daily  at  Cork  by  a  sorting 
clerk  and  telegraphist,  and  insufficiently 
prepaid  items  are  surcharged  by  him. 
I  am  assured  that  sufficient  staff  is 
provided  for  the  satisfactory  perform- 
ance of  the  duty.  The  employment  of 
postmen  in  connection  with  the  disposal 
of  newspapers  for  America  does^not 
infringe  any  existing  regtdation. 

Deaths  due  to  Administration  of 
Anesthetics. 

Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  if  he  will  state  how  many 
deaths  occurred  during  the  year  1907  in 
the  metropoUtan  area,  and  in  the  other 


'  part  of  England  and  Wales,  respectively, 
from  the  effects  of  the  administration  of 
anaesthetics. 

(Answered     by     Mr.     Secretary    Glad* 
stone.)     The  figures  for  the  year  1907  are 
not    yet    avaUable.    According    to    the 
verdicts  of  coroners'  juries  and  the  certi- 
ficates of  medical  practitioners  there  were, 
in  the  year  1906,  64  deaths  in  London 
,  and  119  in  the  remainder  of  England  and 
t  Wales  caused  by   anaesthetics   adminis- 
tered for  operations.     There  appears  to 
I  be  some  reason  to  doubt  whether  the 
I  certificates  on  which  these  returns  are 
based  are  in  all  cases  complete,  and  there 
must  necessarily  sometimes  be  difficulty 
in  determining  if  death  under  an  anaes- 
thetic is  caused  by  the  anaesthetic.     I 
propose,    therefore,    to    make    further 
inquiry  into  the  matter. 

Dublin  AuziliAry  Postmen. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  (DubUn,  College 
Green) ;  To  ask  the  Postmaster- General 
if  the  auxiliary  postmen's  class  in  Dublin 
is  a  permanent  force,  and  if  he  will  issue 
instructions  that  in  case  of  vacancies  on 
this  class  ex-telegraph  messengers  should 
receive  the  preference,  provided  their 
health  and  character  is  good ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  an  ex-telegraph  messenger 
named  James  Keenan,  who  was  perform- 
ing duty  at  the  James's  Street  district 
office,  Dublin,  has  been  dismissed  for  no 
other  reason  than  to  make  room  for  a 
man  (apparently  a  friend  of  the  inspector) 
who  has  no  claim  whatever  to  the 
position  ;  that  Keenan  was  capable  of 
performing  the  duty  satisfactorily,  while 
the  man  who  replaced  him  is  unable  to 
do  so  without  assistance ;  and  that  the 
placing  of  an  incapable  man  on  the  duty 
throws  extra  work  and  pressure  on  the 
other  men ;  and  if,  in  the  interest  of  the 
service,  he  will  cause  Keenan  to  be 
reinstated. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
The  auxiliary  postmen  in  Dublin  are  not  a 
permanent  force  in  the  sense  that  any 
member  of  it  has  a  claim  to  permanent 
employment.  I  am  considering  whether 
it  is  advisable  to  employ  ex-telegraph 
messengers  as  auxiliaries.  The  circum- 
stances of  Keenan's  case  are  not  ac- 
curately stated  in  the  Question.  The 
man    who    replaced    Keenan    had    been 
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tkis  omission  contributed  to  Mr.  East- 
man's neglect  to  make  a  declaration 
under  the  Act  of  1907  until  six  days 
after  the  four  months  limit  prescribed 
by  that  Act,  and  that  Mr.  Eastman 
has  made  a  declaration  and  paid  Is.  6d. 
for  it,  although  a  week  too  late,  he 
proposes  to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums,)  I 
understand  from  the  vaccination  officer 
that  he  visited  the  home  of  the  child 
on  12th  February  last,  when  the  child 
was  little  more  than  three  months  old, 
^hat  he  was  told  by  the  mother  that 
i:  was  not  intended  to  have  the  child 
vaccinated,  and  that  he  informed  her 
that  the  necessary  objection  should  be 
sent  within  the  time  allowed.  I  also 
understand  that  his  note  of  the  case 
after  his  visit  shows  that  a  notice  in  the 
Form  Q.  was  sent  in  the  evening  of  the 
day  of  his  inquiries.  It  does  not  appear 
to  me  that  I  can  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter,  but  I  gather  that  the  father 
has  not  communicated  with  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  with  regard  to  the  case  since 
the  latter  returned  to  him  the  statutory 
declaration  which  was  made  after  the 
prescribed  period,  and  it  may  be  desirable 
for  him  to  do  so. 

Postal  Facilities  at  Corragunneen. 
Mr.  KENDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, 
Mid.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- General 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  establish 
a  Sub-Post  Office  at  Curragunneen,  near 
RoBcrea,  County  Tipperary,  to  meet 
the  pressing  requirements  of  the  people 
of  the  district ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  several  of  the  inhabitants  have  to 
travel  six,  seven,  and  eight  miles  to 
post  their  letters  in  order  to  save  a  day 
in  the  delivery  of  them  ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  if  an 
evening  collection  of  letters  were  estab- 
lished at  Curragunneen  there  would 
be  no  loss  whatever  sustained  by  the 
Post  Office,  he  will  take  steps  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  the  district. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton), 
There  is  already  a  Post  Office  at  Curra- 
gunneen, but  hitherto  it  has  not  been 
possible  to  provide  an  evening  collection 
except  by  incurring  expense  which  would 
not  have  been  justified.  I  am  glad  to 
say,    however,    that    the    circumstances 


have  changed,  and,  as  the  postm&n 
will  be  provided  with  a  cycle,  it  will  be 
possible  for  him  to  make  a  collection 
from  that  office  at    about  3.50  p.m. 

Rejected  Sites  for  Labourers*  Cottages  in 
the  Clogheen  Bural  District- 

Mr.  CULLINAN  (Tipperary,  S.) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Attorney- General  for  Ireland 
if  he  will  furnish  a  return  of  the  number 
of  the  proposed  sites  for  labourers' 
cottages  wluch  were  rejected  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  inspector,  Mr. 
Hogan,  in  respect  of  a  labourers'  cottage 
scheme  by  the  Clogheen  Rural  District 
Council,  the  local  inquiry  for  which 
was  held  on  26th,  27th,  28th,  and  29tli 
November,  1907,  at  Clogheen,  and  the 
reason  for  such  rejections. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  Local 
Government  Board's  inspector  has  already 
furnished  the  particulars  in  questdon 
to  the  rural  district  council. 

Overloading  of  the  Steamer  *' Baltic 
Exchange.'* 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  has  received 
any  report  with  regard  to  the  allegations 
made  by  the  sailors  and  firemen  on  the 
steamer  "  Baltic  Exchange/'  that  thk 
vessel  was  overladen  on  the  voyage  froio 
Emsenade  to  Las  Palmas  'and  Lis 
Palmas  to  England  ;  and  what  action,  li  I 
any,  has  been  taken.  I 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  Iii> 
quiries  have  been  made  into  these  alle^^ 
tions  at  Anhvcrp  and  at  Cardiff,  and  thxj 
do  not  appear  to  be  well  founded* 

Licences  Terminated  at  Ashtott  imda 
Lyne  and  Hurst* 

Mr.  SCOTT  (Ashton-ujider-Lyoe) : 
ask  the  Secretary  of  Stata  for  the  Hfl 
Department  if  he  can  atat«  hai^* 
licensed  houses  in  the  borough  of  , 
under-Lyne  and  district  w(  lij 
been    closed    under    the 
of   1904  ;      what  ainoiifit 
compensation  in  rrsfj^  ?  f 
and  what  prois&v&iuti  n^ 
to  the  owi 
tenant  resp 

(Am 
All  the 
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to  the  Question  is  given  in  the  annual 
volumes  of  Licensing  Statistics.  I  am 
unable  to  give  figures  for  individual 
houses  or  for  the  urban  district  of  Hurst 


apart  from  the  petty  sessional  division 
in  which  it  is  included,  but  I  have  had 
the  following  figures  extracted  for  the 
hon.  Member's  convenience  : — 


(a)  Petty  Sessional  Division  of  Ashton-under-Lyne  (which  includes  the 
Urban  District  of  Hurst.) 


Year. 

Nomber  of 
licensee. 

Compenaation  paid. 

To  licensee. 

To  other  parties. 

Total. 

1905  .        -        -        - 

1906  .... 

1907  .... 

Nil. 

Nil. 

3 

£ 

50 

£ 

1,978 

£ 

2,028 

(b)  Borough  of  Ashton-under-Lyne. 


Year. 

Number  of 
licences. 

Compensation  paid. 

To  licensee. 

To  other  parties. 

Total. 

1905  .... 

1906  .        -        -        - 

1907  .        -        -        - 

NU. 

1 
3 

£ 

70 
135 

£ 

1,030  , 
3,960 

£ 

1,100 
4,095 

Total     - 

4 

205 

4,990 

5,195 

Importation  of  LowOIass  Ohina  Tea. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  large  amount  of  low-elass  China  tea 
which  has  of  late  been  consigned  to  this 
country;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
large  portion  of  it  is  lying  unsold  in  the 
bonded  warehouses,  the  quality  being  so 
low  that  the  trade  refrain  from  pur- 
chasing it,  even  for  blending  purposes ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  consumers,  to  prevent  tha 
importation  of  teas  of  such  an  un- 
detfirable  quality,  which  are  quite  un- 
drinkable  by  themselves  and  only  used 
ic^  ndnltaating  pure  Indian  and  Ceylon 


diZXXVIL  fFouBTH  Serdbs.! 


(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  The  Board 
of  Customs  have  no  official  information 
as  to  the  importation  of  low-class  China 
tea,  nor  as  to  a  large  portion  of  such  tea 
lying  unsold  in  bonded  warehouses. 
The  power?  of  the  Board  with  regard  to 
the  quality  of  imported  tea  are  defined  in 
Section  30  of  The  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  1875.  They  are  satisfied  that  the 
duties  of  inspection  and  analysis  are 
properly  carried  out  and  that  they  are 
efEective  for  the  purpose.  I  may,  how- 
ever, point  out  that,  under  the  powers 
referred  to,  tea  cannot  be  excluded  from 
consumption  merely  because  it  is  of  low 
character.  It  must  be  so  bad  as  to  be 
"  unfit  for  human  food  "  before  it  can 
be  so  dealt  with  by  the  Commissioners  of 
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Customs.  I  understand  that  the  in- 
creased demand  for  tea  in  various 
countries  has  caused  prices  to  harden 
considerably,  and  that  the  enhanced 
value  has  attracted  to  this  country  im- 
portations of  low-class  tea  for  blending 
purposes  to  meet  the  demand  for  tea  at 
a  low  price.  Such  tea,  though  of  low 
quality,  would  nevertheless  not  be  unfit 
for  human  consumption,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  community  to  dis- 
ourage  the  use  of  the  cheaper  kinds  of 
tea. 

Evicted  Tenants— Reinstatement  of 
John  llTKieman. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  SMYTH  (Leitrim, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  an  applica- 
tion for  reinstatement  from  John 
M'Kieman,  Drumshambo  North,  Aug- 
hava?,  for  the  farm  of  land  at  Drumkillvy, 
Mohill,  County  Leitrim,  on  the  estate  of 
Mr.  George  White,  from  which  his  father 
was  ewted  some  years  ago  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  action  is  to  be  taken  thereon. 


{Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)  The  appli- 
cation in  this  case  was  only  received  on 
25th  February.  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners will  deal  with  it  in  due  course, 
regard  being  had  to  the  priority  of  the 
numerous  applications  pre\'iously  re- 
ceived. 

Befosal  to  Reinstate  Martin  Brien,  of 
Ballynulta. 

Mr.  JAMES  OWIXNOR  (Wicklow, 
"W.)  :  To  ask  the  Chiof  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lioutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  upon  what  grounds  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  refused  to  reinstate 
Manin  Brien.  RUlynulta.  Shillelagh,  in 
the  farm  on  the  Fitzwilliam  Estate  from 
from  which  his  father  had  been  evicted. 


{Ansircred  h-j  J/r.  BirreU.)  Martin 
Brien  is  a  younger  son  of  the  evicted 
tenant.  His  elder  brother.  Nicholas,  has 
also  applied  to  the  Estates  Commissioners 
for  reintatement.  and,  in  their  opinion, 
he  has  a  prior  claim  in  the  event  of  their 
being  able  to  provide  a  holding.  The 
evict eti  f^rm  has  been  purchased  by  the 
occupying  tenant,  but  the  Commissioners 


will  consider  whether  it  may  be  possible 
to  provide  another  holding  for  Nicholas 
Brien. 

The  Glenahiery  Oatrai^ 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIQ  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  docmnent 
of  11th  September,  in  reference  to  the 
Glenahiery  outrage,  or  any  draft  of  it, 
was  read,  either  by,  or  in  the  presence  of, 
the  Inspector-General,  the  Under-Secre- 
tary, and  the  Law  Officers,  before  it  was 
signed  by  District-Inspector  Preston. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry.)    The  Answer 
is  in  the  affirmative. 

Beinstatement  of  Mrs.  G.  Q-leasore. 
Mr.    WILLIAM    ABRAHAM    (Cork 
County,  N.E.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lientenant  of  Ireland 
I  if  he  will  state  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  had  under  consideration 
I  the     application     of     Mrs.     Catherine 
I  Gleasure,   an  evicted  tenant,    for  rein- 
I  statement    in    her    former    holding  at 
I  Moneen,   Glanworth,   County   Cork,  on 
j  the  estate  of  Miss  Roberts  ;  and  if  action 
i  is  being  taken  to  bring  about  her  rein- 
statement, ha\'ing  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  present  tenant  does  not  live  on  the 
holding,  but  uses  it  solely  as  accommoda- 
tion land  and  for  foddering  cattle. 


{Anstcered  by  Mr.  BirreO.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  have  decided 
that  the  applicant  is  a  suitable  person  to 
hold  land  and  they  have  referred  her 
case  to  an  inspector  with  the  object  of 
arranging  for  her  reinstatement  or  of 
pro\iding  her  with  another  holding  if 
jxjssible. 

Cost  of  Boyal  Oommliwion  on  Irish 
Congestion* 

Dr.  AMBRO«iE  (Mayo,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
LiouttMiiUit  of  Ireland  what  was  the  cost 
of   the   recent    Roval   Commission    on 

Congestion. 

[Afmrered  by  Mr.  JBtMctfnan.)  This 
Comnu^sion  has  not  vet  presented  its 
Export,  but  up  to  date  the  ezpenditiue 
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iQourred  in  the  inquiry,  including  the 
estimated  cost  of  statimery  and  printiag, 
Amounts  to  about  £13,150. 

Poor  Belief  in  Ireland. 
Dr.  AMBROSE:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  was  the  amount  spent  on 
relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland  during  each 
of  the  three  years  1905-6,  1906-7,  and 
1907-8,  dividing  it  iuto  the  amount  spent 
on  outdoor  relief,  the  amount  spent  on 


indoor  relief,  the  amount  spent  on  indoor 
able-bodied  pauperism,  and  the  amount 
spent  on  outdoor  able-bodied  relief. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The  appended 
table  gives  the  expenditure  under  the 
heads  specified  therein  for  the  financial 
years  1904-6,  1905-6,  and  1906-7.  The 
particulars  for  the  current  financial 
year  cannot,  of  course,  yet  be  given.  The 
guardians'  accounts  do  not  distinguish  the 
expenditure  on  able-bodied  paupers — 


1904-5. 

1905-6. 

1906-7. 

In  maintenance 

£ 
455,611 

£ 

460,016 

£ 
457,721 

Out-relief          -        .        -        - 

209,054 

228,870 

214,719 

Expenses  of  district  schools 

7,398 

8,068 

7,658 

Maintenance  of  blind,  deaf  and 
dumb,  and  idiots  in  institu- 
tions,  and  cost  of  relief  in 
extern  hospitals    - 

20,431 

19,719 

20,888 

Emigration       -        -        -        - 

42 

20 

49 

Salaries  and  rations  of  officers  - 

199,713 

196,709 

205,653 

Cost  of  medicines  and  medical^ 
&c.,  appliances  in  workhouses 

11,825 

10,190 

10,811 

Other  expenses 

121,697 

134,826 

124,419 

Total 

1,025,671 

1,058,418 

1,041,918 

Diviflion  of  the  Estate  of  Sir  K.  Burrows 
at  Bushfleld,  Queen's  County. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County,  Os- 
sory) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Lreland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Farrell's  farm  at  Bushfield, 
Queen's  County,  estate  of  Sir  Hildare 
Burrows,  has  been  sold  to  the  Estates 
Oommissioners  for  the  past  twelve  months; 
and  can  he  say  when  they  propose 
•dividing  it  amongst  the  local  claimants. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)  The  farm 
in  question  has  not  been  sold  to  the 
Estates  Conmiissioners,  but  the  Com- 
missioners have  had  it  inspected  and  the 
owner  has  intimated  his  willingness  to 


accept  their  estimated  price  for  it.  The 
farm,  however,  is  included  in  an  originat- 
ing application  which  deals  with  the 
estate  as  a  whole,  and  it  is  not  proposed 
to  complete  the  proceedings  in  the  case 
of  Farrell's  farm  separately  from  the 
remainder  of  the  estate.  The  entire 
estate  will  be  dealt  with  in  its  due  order 
or  priority. 

Belief  of  Distress  at  Lurgan  ana 
Portadown. 

Mr.  DEVLIN  (Belfast,  W.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  could 
state  what  steps  were  being  taken  to 
alleviate  the  distress  at  present  existing 
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amongst  the  working  classes  in  Lurgan 
and  Portadown  ;  whether  the  distress 
was  due  to  any  particular  cause  or  was 
affecting  any  particular  class  of  workers  ; 
and  whether  he  would  consider  the 
advisability  of  communicating  with  the 
local  authorities  in  these  two  towns 
with  a  view  to  the  devising  of  some 
means  other  than  soup  kitchens  supported 
out  of  private  subscriptions  for  the 
alleviation  of  the  distress. 

(  Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell)  Voluntary 
measures  are  being  taken  by  the  local 
people  to  alleviate  the  distress  which 
exists  in  the  two  towns  referred  to. 
The  Local  Government  Board  understand 
that  the  distress  is  caused  by  the  great 
depression  at  present  existing  in  the 
linen  industries,  and  that  it  affects  the 
operatives  in  those  industries  and  in  the 
allied  trades.  No  representations  have 
been  made  to  the  Board  by  the  local 
people,  who  appear  to  be  satisfied  that 
the  voluntary  measures  which  are  being 
taken  to  supplement  the  Poor  Law  are 
sufficient  to  cope  with  the  distress. 

Distress  in  Belfast. 
Mr.  DEVLIN:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been  \ 
called  to  the  statement  made  on  the 
20th  instant  in  the  Belfast  Police  Court, 
by  Mr.  Nagle,  resident  magistrate,  to  the 
effect  that  there  had  recently  been  great 
distress  in  the  country,  and  that  practic- 
ally every  day  in  that  court  they  had 
cas3s  of  poor  people,  who  were  utterly 
destitute,  and  had  no  homes,  brought  up 
for  wandering  about  the  street  at  night, 
and  that  the  funds  in  the  police  court 
poor  box,  from  which  many  of  these  [ 
poor  people  received  assistance,  were 
hardly  equal  to  the  demand ;  whether 
he  could  state  the  approximate  number 
of  the  unemployed  in  Belfast  at  present 
as  compared  with  this  time  last  year; 
and  whether  he  would  consider  the 
advisability  of  commimicating  with  the 
local  authorities  in  Belfast  with  a  view 
to  the  initiation  of  some  means  of  allevi- 
ating the  distress  at  present  existing  in 
that  city. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  I  have  seen 
a    newspaper     report     of    Mr.    Nagle's 


I  remark?  to  the  effect  stated  in  the 
Question.  His  object  seems  to  have  been 
to  stimulate  the  flow  of  donations  to  the 
police  court  poor  box.  The  Local  Govem- 
I  ment  Board  have  no  information  as  to 
the  approximate  number  of  the  unem- 
ployed in  Belfast,  but  the  relief  statistics 
for  the  Belfast  Union  show  that  the 
average  number  of  persons  in  receipt 
of  outdoor  relief  during  the  past  thiee 
months  is  686,  as  compared  with  530  last 
year.  The  Board  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  resources  of  the  union 
will  be  inadequate  to  meet  any  distress 
which  may  arise,  and,  in  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, they  do  not  feel  that  they 
have  any  grounds  for  ^making  special 
representations  on  the  subject  to  the 
local  authorities. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Naval  Battle  Practice. 
Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  (Maid- 
stone) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  certain  ships  fired 
trial  shots  prior  to  commencing  the 
regular  battle  practice ;  and,  if  so,  what 
are  the  names  of  those  ships. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIB- 
ALTY  (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Don- 
dee)  :  A  few  ships  fired  practice  rounds 
on  a  separate  range  at  a  different 
target  on  the  same  day  that  they  fired 
their  battle  practice.  The  names  of  the 
ships  known  to  have  done  this  are 
"  Bulwark,  "  "  Leviathan, »'  "  Dido, " 
"  Magnificent,"  "  Victorious,"  "  Majestic'' 
"Natal,"  " London,"  "Essex." 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH :  Is  it  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  that 
trial  shots  shall  be  fired  by  any  ships  t 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  This 
was  a  case  of  target  practice. 


Torpedo  Boats  Be-boilered. 
Mr.   NIELD  (Middlesex,  EaHnrf:! 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiraltgr 
whether  he  will  state  the  numbers  of  the 
three  effective  old  firatuel^ss  torpedo  boati 
which  have  been  re-Doi     er!  witl)   boikra  ^ 
of  water-tube  type  in  j  eu  of  those  d 
locomotive  type   with  wnich  they  wew 
originally  fitted,  and         uimbers  of  tbd 
remainder  of  the  dich  sie  to  bo. 
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re-boilered  in 
near  future. 


a  similar  manner  in  the 


Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  Not 
three,  but  all  old  torpedo  boats  have  been 
re-boilered,  excepting  four,  which  will  be 
taken  in  hand  shortly. 

Befitting  of  Protected  Cmisers. 
Mr.  NIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  will 
«tate  the  dates  on  which  the  refits  to  the 
protected  cruisers  "Andromeda,"  "Edgar," 
*'  Gibraltar,"  and  "  Hawke,"  referred  to 
in  the  statement  explanatory  of  the 
Navy  Estimates  1906-7  as  included  in  the 
list  of  the  most  important  of  the  refits  to 
be  carried  out  in  1906-7,  were  actually 
taken  in  hand ;  and  when  the  refits  may 
be  expected  to  be  completed. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  The 
following  are  the  dates:  "Andromeda," 
begun  October,  1907,  to  be  completed 
June,  1908;  "  Edgar,"  begun  November, 
1906,  completed  July,  1907  ;  "  Gibraltar," 
begun  October,  1907,  completed  January, 
1908;  "Hawke,"  begun  April,  1907, 
completed  November,  1907. 

Repairs  of  Armoured  Cmisers. 
Mr.  NIELD :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  list  of  large 
repairs  to  be  com])Ieted  during  the  finan- 
cial year  1906-7,  referred  to  in  the  state- 
ment explanatory  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
1907-8,  included  the  armoured  cruiser 
'^^  Leviathan "  and  the  protected  cruiser 
**  Ariadne,"  and  also  to  the  fact  that  their 
repairs  were  there  stated  to  be  practically 
-complete,  he  will  give  the  reason  why,  in 
the  Admiralty  explanatory  Memorandum 
to  the  Estimates,  these  ships  were  declared 
to  be  still  undergoing  repairs. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  The 
repairs  were  not  actually  finished  on  the 
31st  March,  1907,  and  some  part  of  the 
work,  therefore,  fell  upon  the  first  few 
weeks  of  the  following  financial  year,  viz., 
the  year  1907-8  as  shown  in  the  First 
Xiord's  Memorandum  for  1908-9. 


th. 
VAimoutW:  I  beg 
by  if 


that  granite  from  the  United  Kingdom 
shall  alone  be  used. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON;  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  my  statement  on 
Navy  Estimates  on  the  10th  March. 

Mr.  fell  :  I  hardly  remember  what 
that  was. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
can  look  it  up. 

Navy  Contracts. 

Mr.  FELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 

the  Admiralty  if  the  eleven  firms  recently 

I  invited  to  tender  for  the  supply  of  the 

I  75,000  silk  scarves  for  use  in  the  Navy 

'  comprised    amongst    them    any  foreign 

firms. 


Mr.   EDMUND  ROBERTSON:   No, 


Sir. 


Mr.   FELL:  Do   I  understand   there 
i  are  two  principles  prevailing  at  the  Ad- 
miralty in   regard  to  contracts — that  in 
one  class  foreign  material  is  allowed  and 
not  in  another. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 

Haulbowline  Works-^Cost  of  Granite. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  has  now 
obtained  information  from  the  contractors 
who  are  using  foreign  granite  at  Haul- 
bowline  as  to  the  relative  cost  of  British 
and  foreign  granite. 


Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  Ad- 
miralty contractors  are  not  under  any 
obligation  to  state  the  cost  of  the  materials 
used  by  them.  It  is  not  the  practice, 
nor  would  it  be  desirable,  to  press  them 
to  give  any  such  information. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  this 
Question  was  put  down  in  consequence  of 
remarks  which  fell  from  him  1 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  No. 
I  was  asked  generally  as  to  the  diflference 
between  the  prices,  and  not  to  obtaining 
the  information  from  the  contractors. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) :  The 
1       t  hon.  Gentleman  invited  me  to  put 
n  this  very  Question. 
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Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  No, 
not  this  Question.  The  previous  Question 
asked  me  to  CFOss-examine  the  contractors, 
which  I  refused  to  do. 

Mr.  MOONEY  (Newry):  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  communication 
with  the  contractors,  will  he  endeavour 
to  find  out  the  names  of  the  owners  of 
the  quarries  from  whom  this  foreign 
granite  is  obtained  1 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  communication 
with  the  contractors. 

Mr.  MITGHELL-THOMSON  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the 
advisability  of  asking  contractors  to  state 
when  their  tenders  are  put  in  whether  or 
not  they  intend  to  employ  foreign 
materials  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  quite  a 
different  Question  from  the  one  on  the 
Paper. 

Cost  of  Battleships. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  on  the  assumption  now  made  by 
the  German  Government  that  the  life  of 
a  battleship  is  only  twenty  years,  he  can, 
without  taking  responsibility  for  this 
assumption,  state  what  is  the  annual  cost 
of  a  first-class  battleship  in  full  commis- 
sion, taking  interest  at  3  per  cent.,  and 
allowing  for  interest,  depreciation  of 
capital,  wages  of  officers  and  crew,  and  a 
proportionate  charge  for  pensions,  repairs, 
and  renewals,  and  other  necessary  items ; 
and  whether  he  can  give  corresponding 
information  with  regard  to  the  annual 
cost  of  a  first-class  torpedo  boat  and  a 
first  class  destroyer  respectively,  assuming 
the  life  of  each  of  these  vessels  to  be  ten 
years. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  The 
annual  cost  in  full  commission  of  the 
under-mentioned  classes  of  vessels,  taking 
interest  at  3  per  cent,  and  allowing  for 
interest,  depreciation  of  capital,  wages  of 
officers  and  crew,  and  a  proportionate 
charge  for  pensions,  repairs  and  renewals, 
and  other  necessary  items,  and  also 
assuming  a  life  of  twenty  years  in  the 
case  of  the  battleships  and  ten  years  in 
the  case  of  the  torpedo  boat  destroyers 
and  first-class  torpedo  boats,  respectively, 


I  is  as  follows :— First-cIasB  iMllIeship, 
£231,500;  torpedo  boat  destroys, 
jB  17,500 ;  first-class  torpedo  boat,  £6,100. 

Cost  of  the  Territorial  Force. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  is  the  difierence  between  the 
basis  on  which  he  has  estimated  the  cost 
of  the  Territorial  Force  for  1^08-9  U> 
exceed  by  £443,000  that  of  the  Yeomanry 
and  Volunteers  for  1907-8,  and  the  basis 
on  which  he  estimated  in  his  Memorandum 
(Cd.  3296,  of  session  1907)  that  the 
annual  cost  of  the  proposed  Territorial 
Force  would  be  less  by  £1,541,802  than 
that  of  the  auxiliary  forces  as  then 
constituted. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington)  :  A» 
stated  in  my  Memorandum  on  Army 
Estimates  1908-9  the  sum  of  £443,000  i» 
the  excess  of  Vote  4  of  1908-9  over  the 
combined  total  of  Votes  4  and  5  of  1907-8. 
The  sum  of  £1,541,802  is  the  excess  of 
the  total  cost  under  all  Votes  in  1906-7 
of  the  Militia,  Yeomanry,  and  Yolunteers, 
over  the  first  approximate  estimate  of  the 
cost  under  all  Votes,  of  the  Territorial 
Force  as  shown  in  Cd.  3296  of  1907. 
The  hon.  Member  will  see  that  the  figures 
are  in  no  way  comparable.  The  money 
which  was  formerly  spent  on  the  Militia 
is  now  being  spent  on  the  Special  Reserve. 
If  this  is  borne  in  mind  the  figures  given 
will  be  found  readily  intelligible. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  estimated 
the  cost  of  the  Territorial  Force  at  a 
million  and  a  half  less,  while,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  was  half  a  million  more. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  That  is  founded  on 
a  misunderstanding  of  figures.  When 
this  question  first  came  before  the  House 
of  Commons  the  proposition  was  that  the 
Militia  should  go  with  the  Territorial 
Force,  and  we  took  the  whole  cost, 
therefore,  of  the  Militia,  Yeomanry,  and 
Volunteers,  and  put  the  cost  of  the 
Territorial  Force  against  it.  When  it 
was  decided  that  the  Militia  should 
go  to  the  Regular  side,  thev  went 
and  took  their  cost  with  them.  The  only 
estimate  I  have  ever  given  the  House  of 
Commons  has  been  the  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  the  Territorial  Force  in  the  papers 
to  which  reference  has  been  mftde.    The 
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first  sum  was  £2,850,000,  which  after- 
wards, as  the  result  of  discussions  in  this 
House,  was  raised  to  £3,500,000. 
Beyond  that  no  estimate  has  been  given, 
and  there  has  been  no  increase  in  the 
estimate  of  what  I  believed  would  be  the 
cost. 

Territorial  Force— Separation  Allowance 
for  Lance-Corporals. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  bes  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
separation  allowance  will  be  issued  for 
the  benefit  of  the  wives  and  families  of 
married  lance-corporals  of  the  Territorial 
Force  during  the  annual  training  in 
camp  and  at  authorised  courses  of 
instruction. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Lance-corporals  will 
be  granted  separation  allowance. 

Volunteer  Qoartermasters. 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  many 
quartermasters  in  the  Volunteer  Force 
are  men  who  have  had  distinguished 
service  in  the  Regular  Army,  and  have 
left  the  Army  in  order  to  take  up 
the  appointment  of  quartermaster,  expect 
ing  to  continue  in  the  appointment  till 
incapacitated  by  old  age;  whether  the 
salaries  of  these  officers  will  cease  as 
from  the  Ist  of  April  next ;  whether  in 
this  case  they  will  receive  any  compensa- 
tion in  lieu  of  the  notice  that  might 
reasonably  have  been  given  to  them ;  and 
whether  they  will  be  expected  to  perform 
without  pay  the  same  duties  in  the 
Territorial  Army  as  they  have  hitherto 
performed  in  the  Volunteer  Force. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  May  I  venture  to 
point  out  to  my  hon.  friend  that  any 
arrangement  with  Volunteer  quarter- 
masters has  been  between  them  and  the 
corps,  and  that  the  Army  Council  has 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  hope  that 
the  Associations  will  be  able  to  retain 
their  services,  even  though  many  of  the 
duties  hitherto  performed  by  the  quarter- 
masters will  now  be  performed  by  the 
Associations.  If  any  payment  for  duty 
outside  the  period  of  annual  training  in 
camp  is  necessary,  it  will  be  met  from 
the  Associations'  grants,  but  this  is  part 
of  the  internal  economy  of  Associations 
with  which  we  have  no  intention  of 
interfering. 


Optional  Period  of  Training. 
Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Croydon) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  proposed  during  the 
current  year  to  curtail  the  period  of 
fifteen  days  training  in  camp  prescribed 
for  the  Territorial  Army  ;  if  so,  to  what 
extent  is  the  length  of  training  to  be 
reduced ;  and,  if  any  reduction  is  con- 
templated, is  it  to  be  made  with  the 
object  of  increasing  the  military  efficiency 
of  the  troops  or  of  eff'ecting  a  saving  of 
money. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Instructions  have 
been  issued  that  the  Territorial  Force  is 
to  be  trained  this  year  as  laid  down  in 
the  Act,  but  that  arrangements  are  if 
possible  to  be  made  to  let  men  have  the 
option  of  training  eight  or  fifteen  days. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  read 
what  I  have  stated  repeatedly  in  this 
House  and  elsewhere  in  regard  to  the 
plans  for  training  he  will  find  that  there 
is  and  can  be  no  question  of  saving 
money. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  asked  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  say,  when  the  Bill 
was  going  through  the  House,  that  the 
question  of  granting  to  individual  men 
the  option  of  training  for  eight  or  fifteen 
days  would  rest  with  the  general  officer. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  So  it  does.  For 
this  year  the  general  officer  commanding 
the  district  has  been  asked  to  give  an 
option,  as  far  as  possible,  so  as  to  make 
the  transition  as  easy  as  possible. 

Colonel  LOCKVVOOD  (Essex, 
Epping) :  Does  that  include  the  Artillery  1 

Mr.  HALDANE :  Yes. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  asked  whether 
they  were  to  understand  that  individual 
members  of  the  Territorial  Force  would  be 
able  to  say  they  did  not  want  to  go  out 
for  fifteen  days,  but  only  for  eight  days, 
although  the  rest  of  the  battalion  might 
be  doing  the  whole  fifteen  days. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  training  will 
take  place  this  year  very  shortly  after 
the  conversion,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
show  some  consideration  for  the  diffi- 
culties of  individuals.  I  am  talking  of  a 
temporary  arrangement  for  this  year  only. 
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and    not    of   a   change  in  the  general   destroyed ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  total 
arrangements. 


Mr,  ASHLEY  asked  whether  they 
were  to  understand  that  after  this  year 
all  the  Territorial  Force  would  train 
for  fifteen  days,  except  under  special 
circumstances. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Subject  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  general  officer  commanding. 

Australia  and  Compulsory  Military 
Training. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  detaUs  of  the  new 
Australian  scheme  of  universal  compulsory 
military  training  have  been  considered 
by  the  military  advisers  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
offer  to  the  Commonwealth  Government 
imperial  assistance  in  the  development 
and  training  of  the  new  organisation. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  military  ad- 
visers of  the  Government  have  duly 
perused  the  scheme  mentioned  in  the 
Question.  The  Commonwealth  Govern- 
ment has  not  as  yet  invited  any  comment 
or  assistance  in  regard  to  the  scheme^  but 
that  Government  is  well  aware  that 
advice  or  assistance  would  gladly  be 
given  whenever  asked  for.  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  in  accordance  with  the 
resolution  passed  at  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference last  year,  the  Commonwealth 
Government  can  avail  themselves  of  the 
services  of  officers  of  the  General  Staff. 

Volunteers  and  the  Long-Service  Medal. 
Mr.  J.  W.  H.  THOMPSON  (Somerset- 
shire, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  forthcoming 
regulations  will  provide  that  service  in 
the  Volunteer  Force  prior  to  enlist- 
ment in  the  Territorial  Army  will  count 
towards  qualification  for  the  long-service 
medal. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  reply  is  in  the 
affirmative.  Service  in  the  Volunteer 
Force  will  count  towards  the  long- 
service  medal. 

War  Office  Supply  of  Cordite. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 

all  cordite  containing  mercuria  chloride, 

supplied  to  the  War  Office,  has  been 


amount  so  destroyed,  and  what  did  it 
cost. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  No  cordite  belong- 
ing  to  the  War  Department  has  been 
destroved  bocause  it  contained  mercuric 
chloriae. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  asked  whether 
they  were  to  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  supply  of  cordite  containing 
mercuric  chloride  in  their  possession. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Yes,  in  these  cir- 
cumstances.  We  rejected  all  the  cordite 
which  was  in  course  of  delivery  to  us 
which  was  found  to  contain  mercuric 
chloride,  because  it  was  not  in  accordance 
with  the  specification.  But  there  was 
some  that  we  had  accepted  and  paid  for. 
Having  regard  to  the  probability  of  its 
containing  mercuric  chloride,  we  set  it 
aside,  and  we  are  now  subjecting  it  to 
various  tests  of  a  searching  kind,  which 
mercuric  chloride  cannot  mask.  Mercuric 
chloride  does  not  damage  the  cordite ; 
it  only  masks  the  heat  test.  Otherwise 
it  may  be  perfectly  good.  We  are  sub- 
jecting this  specific  cordite  to  a  much 
more  searching  test,  and  on  the  result  of 
that  test  wul  depend  the  question 
whether  we  should  make  any  use  of  it  or 
destroy  it. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  asked  whether 
it  was  not  the  case  that  in  the  specification 
it  was  particularly  stated  that  the  cordite 
was  not  to  contain  mercuric  chloride. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  It  was  not  to  con- 
tain any  foreign  ingredient,  including 
mercuric  chloride.  We  rejected  all  the 
cordite  we  could. 

Lord  B  ALGABRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley)  was  understood  to  ask  why 
having  already  rejected  some  of  this  cor- 
dite the  War  Office  in  August  accepted 
some  thirty  tons  for  use  by  the  Army  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE:  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  any  Question  as  to  facts.  I  am 
not  sure  the  noble  Lord  is  not  under  a 
misconception.  What  we  have  done,  if 
we  have  done  it  at  all — I  rather  think 
we  have  not — is  to  subject  all  cordite 
which  was  suspected  of  having  mercuric 
chloride  used  in  its  composition  to  a 
different  and  a  searching  test. 
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much  cordite  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man place  in  the  category  of  "  suspected  " 
cordite? 


1908} 


Quedions. 


82 


Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  cannot  tell  the 
exact  amount,  but  it  is  substantial — a 
very  considerable  amount.  • 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis):  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  this  new 
searching  test  is  not 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  That  does  not  arise 
out  of  the  Question. 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  Will  the  con- 
tractors who  supplied  the  cordite  which 
was  subsequently  found  to  contain 
mercuric  chloride 
refund? 


be    called    upon    to 


Mr.  HALDANE :  Litigation  is  now 
actually  pending  between  the  War  OflSce 
and  the  contractors. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS:  May  I  ask  if  this 
new  test  will  be  applied  to  cordite  stored 
at  stations  abroad  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  .  That  does  not  arise 
out  of  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Yeomanry  and  the  Territorial  Army. 
Viscount  HELMSLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
Yeomen  who  have  completed  three  years* 
service  or  their  period  of  re-engagement, 
«  the  case  may  be,  will  not  be  permitted 
to  join  the  corresponding  branch  of  the 
Territorial  Army  unless  they  bind  them- 
selves to  serve  for  four  years. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  I  would  refer  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  Answer  I  gave  on  this 
point  to  a  similar  Question  put  on  the 
26th  inst.  by  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
represents  the  Chippenham  Division. 

Scarborongh  Barracks. 
Mr.  WALTER  REA  (Scarborough)  :  I 
b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
liiether  the  Burniston  Road  barracks  at 
Scarborough  which,  since  the  removal  of 
the  Boyal  Garrison  Artillery  Depdt,  have 
^hnost  ceased  to  be  occupied,  are  well 
«bov6  the  average  in  suitability,  owing 
M  only  to  their  modem  construction 
<pd  heilthy  situation  but  to  the  con- 
ttleiable  amount  of  land  adjoining  which 


has  been  purchased  and  placed  at  their 
disposal  by  the  Corporation  of  Scar- 
borough ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
these  facts  and  in  view  of  the  loss  to  the 
State  involved  in  keeping  the  buildings 
empty,  he  will  endeavour  to  devise  a  plan 
by  which  they  may  be  utilised  for  some 
special  or  other  purpose  which  will  entail 
their  regular  occupation. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Under  present 
arrangements  it  has  not  been  found  prac- 
ticable so  far  to  quarter  in  Scarborough 
barracks  more  than  a  very  small  body  of 
men.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  advantages 
of  the  barracks,  and  I  can  assure  my  hon, 
friend  that  the  first  opportunity  will  be 
taken  of  utilising  them,  providing  that 
such  occupation  is  consistent  with  the 
general  scheme  of  distribution,  and  the 
necessity  for  economy. 

Supply  of  Army  Horses. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
can  now  furnish  any  information  as  to 
the  result  of  the  conference  between  the  • 
War  OflBce  and  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
with  regard  to  an  eflBcient  supply  of 
horses  for  military  purposes  1 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  think  I  may  go 
so  far  as  to  say  that  the  result  of  the 
conference  has  been  satisfactory,  but  I 
am  not  at  present  able  to  give  the  House 
any  definite  information  in  regard  to  the 
measures  which,  it  is  hoped,  it  may  be 
found  practicable  to  carry  out. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER  -  GRAY  : 
When  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expect  to  be  able  to  make  a  statement 
on  the  subject  1 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  two  Depart- 
ments are  in  conference  on  broad  prin- 
ciples. I  can  only  say  now  that  com- 
munications are  passing. 

Motor  Vehicles  for  Army  Service. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  notice  has  been  directed  to 
the  reports  of  an  automobile  for  military 
service  constructed  to  carry  wounded 
soldiers,  ammunition,  or  stores,  one  of 
which  is  to  be  supplied  to  every  infantry 
reriment  in  Austria ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  practical  ysiImq  oi  «q>s3dl 
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an  invention  for  the  British  Army,  par- 1  when  the  Keport  will  be  in  the  haodi  of 
ticularly  with  regard  to  machine  guns,  i  hon.  Members  of  this  House. 
etc.,  accompanying  cyclist  battalions.         I 

M=    WATT^Axrir     Tu  *       *     !      The     UNDER  -  SECRETAEY    (ff 

Mb.  HALDANE:  The  use  of  motor  g^ATE     fob     the    COLONIES  (Mr. 

vehicles  for  imlitory  purposes  18  receiving  JCHUKCHILI,  Manchester,  N.W):  Tie 
attention.  Motor  transport  has  been  ,  goinmission  has  reported,  and  I  kap. 
sanctioned  for  the  cyclwt  battalions  oi\^^  ^^  ^  j^le  to  lay  the  Report  « 
the  Territorial  Foree  (m  which  alone  ,  ^^^  ^^^^  j  ^^  ^widting  the  iw 
they  are  mcluded)  for  carrying  machine  |  ^-^^^  ^f  ^^^  Governor  upon  it. 
guns,   etc.,   but  no  denmte    pattern   of  i  ^ 

vehicle  has  been  finally  decided  on.  i 

I      Oeylon  Postal  and  Telegraph  Batw 
Old  Fife  Artillery  Militia,  !     Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GR AY :  I  beg  ;  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniw 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  postal  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  to  continue  '  telegraph  rates  in  Ceylon  compare  vny 
the  training  of  the  recruits  of  the  Old  '  unfavourably  with  those  in  force  in  tii 
Fife  Artillery  Militia  at  the  county  !  United  Kingdom  and  India,  though  b 
town ;  and  where,  under  the  new  regula-  <  the  latter  case  the  mileage  is  so  miieb 
tions,  this  corps  will  undergo  its  training,    greater,  the  rates  for  parcels  being  nearir 

!  double  the  Indian  rates ;  and  whether  be 

Mr.    HALDANE  :    Recruit    training  '  will  make  inquiries  into  this  matter  wiA 
will  be  carried  out  with   the    training  I  a  view  to  the  provision  of  more  favour- 
brigade  Royal  Field  Artillery  at  Glasgow,    able  rates  in  Ceylon. 
Under  the  new   regulations,   the   corps  j 

will  undergo  its  training  with  the  train- !  Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  rates  in  qua- 
ing  brigade  to  which  the  unit  is  affiliated ;  \  tion  do  not  appear  to  be  unduly  high  and 
the  place  is  not  yet  settled.  |  the  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  that 

'  they  have  been  the  subject  of  complaint. 
Territorial  Forces  Medal.  xhe   matter  is    primarily   one    for  the 

Lord  BALCAKRES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Ceylon  Government  to  decide,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if,  in  the  Secretary  of  State  has  not  received 
event  of  men  joining  the  Territorial ;  any  representations  which  would  jostif^ 
Army  who  have  served  in  His  Majesty's  '  him  in  addressing  the  Governor  on  the 
regular  forces,  such  service,  whether ,  subject, 
wholly  or    in    part,  may    be    reckoned  i 

towards  service  in  the  Territorial  Force, '      Mr.  REES  was  understood  to  ask  if 
and  thereby  count  towards  any  medal  or   any  action  would  be  taken, 
decoration  ? 

TT .  T  T.  *  ..TT.      c  ,     '      Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  that  no  doubt 

Mr.     HALDANE  :    Service    in    the  .  ^he  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  would 

Regular  torces  will  not  reckon  as  qualify-   ^^^aw  special  attention  to  the  matter,  bnt 

ing  for  the  Terntorial  Forces  medal.  ;  he  could  not  say  if  it  would  lead  to  any 

;  change  in  the  rates. 
Army  Council  (Powers)  Bill. 
Mr.    ASHLEY :     I    bog  to  ask   the         Communication  with  Nyassaland. 
Secretary    of    State   for   War  when  he        t^jj^  ree^  .  j  ^^^  ^^  ^sk  the  Unde^ 
intends  to  introduce  the  Army  Council    Secretary    of    State    for    the     Colonies 
(Powers)  Bill  1  whether  he  is  aware  that,  owing  to  the 

at      TT  A  T  T^  .  XTT^    -,-         ,       ,  '  insufficiencv  of  steamer  communication  on 

Mr.  HALDA^E:  \ery  shortly.  .^e   Y^t  Coast  of  Africa,   three  mails 

'  sometimes   reach   Zomba  and    Blantyre 
Opium  in  Ceylon.  I  together  after  a  failure  for  two  consecu- 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex,  |  tive  weeks;  and  whether  the  Colonial 
Brentford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  i  Office  will  take  into  consideration  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  !  needs  of  Nyassaland  in  this  behalf  when 
whether  the  Commission  on  Opium  in  j  the  (]uestion  of  improving  communications 
Ceylon  has  reported    yet ;    and,   if    so,  j  in  this  quarter  arises. 
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Mr  CHITKCHILL:  ITie  needs  of 
Nyassaland  will  certainly  be  taken  into 
consideration  when  there  is  any  oppor- 
tanity  of  improving  communications  with 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa,  but,  as  I  said  on 
Tuesday  last  in  reply  to  a  Question  by 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Chippenham  Division,  the  negotiatioub 
with   this  object  have   not  up  to    the 

{^resent  been  successful.  I  have  no  in- 
ormation  with  regard  to  the  cases  of 
delay  in  the  delivery  of  mails  to  which 
the  hon.  Members  refers. 

Chinese  Labour  Ordinance. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  correspondence  which 
passed  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  and  the  Transvaal 
Government  with  reference  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Chinese  Labour 
Ordinance  up  to  the  formal  sanction 
given  to  the  Ordinance  in  December  last 
year. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  Yes,  Sir. 

The  Nairobi  Incident. 
Sir  GEORGE  SCOTT  ROBERTSON 
(Bradford,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of^State  for  the  Colonies 
if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  recent 
incident  at  Nairobi,  where  Lord  DeUmere 
and  a  Mr.  Baillie  seem  to  have  compelled 
the  Governor  against  his  wish  to  receive 
them  and  others  as  a  deputation  on  the 
local  labour  question,  and  to  promise  to 
receive  a  second  deputation  on  the  follow- 
ing day,  but  that  before  the  second  inter- 
view could  take  place  the  Governor 
suspended  Lord  Delamere  and  Mr.  Baillie, 
and  has  petitioned  His  Majesty  the  King 
to  remove  them  permanently  from  the 
Governor's  Council ;  can  he  say  whether 
he  has  any  official  information  on  the 
subject ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
expressed  his  approval  of  the  Governor's 
action  in  suspending  Lord  Delamere  and 
Mr.  Baillie  from  the  exercise  of  their 
functions  as  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council.  He  proposes  to  await  the 
receipt  of  the  Governor's  despatch  on  the 


matter    before    deciding    whether   aaiy 
further  action  is  necessary. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  th^ 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
if  he  can  make  any  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  the  labour  question  in  British 
East  Africa  and  the  recent  meeting  at 
Nairobi ;  and  what  white  force  is  avail- 
able in  the  Protectorate  to  maintain  the 
authority  of  the  Governor. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  Differences  be- 
tween the  Governor  and  a  section  of  thft 
white  settlers  on  the  subject  of  the  regula- 
tions for  native  labourers  have  led  to  a. 
disorderly  demonstration;  but  pending, 
the  arrival  of  the  Governor's  despatch  the^ 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  of  the^ 
exact  points  at  issue.  There  is  a  forc^ 
of  some  twenty  white  policemen  in  Nairobi 
and  the  neighbourhood. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  Is  it  true  the  Governor 
took  the  chair  at  one  of  these  meetings  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  understand  h^ 
met  a  deputation  and  discussed  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  with  it.  They  came  in  a. 
body  to  the  Governor's  house. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  The  suggestion  is  that 
the  Governor  took  the  chair  at  a  publia 
meeting  to  discuss  this  very  question. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL'S  reply  was  in- 
audible. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend)r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  Stat& 
for  the  Colonies  whether  Loi-d  Delamere> 
and  Mr.  Baillie  have  been  removed  from 
the  Legislative  Council  of  British  East 
Africa ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  this- 
action  was  taken;  and  whether  Papergt 
will  be  laid. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  persons  whom 
the  hon.  Member  names  have  been  sus- 
pended from  the  exercise  of  their  func- 
tions as  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  because  the  Governor  reports, 
that  they  took  part  in  an  organised 
demonstration  of  an  insulting  and  dis- 
orderly character  against  His  Ma^esty's^ 
Representative  in  the  Protectorate.  The^ 
Secretary  of  State  is  awaiting  a  despatch. 
Papers  will  be  laid  in  due  course. 
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Trade  at  Gibraltar. 
Sir  gilbert  PARKER :  I  beg  to 
:ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies,  in  view  of  the  depression  of 
trade  in  Gibraltar,  due  to  the  reduction 
of  the  garrison  and  the  handing  over  of 
the  commercial  mole  to  the  Admiralty, 
whether  the  Government  is  satisfied  that 
the  increase  in  the  General  Sanitary 
Purposes  Rates  for  1908  is  justified  in 
the  circumstances ;  and  whether  it  is 
intended  to  appoint  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  into  the  annual  expenditure  of 
the  Commissioners. 

Mii.  CHURCHILL  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  intends  to  obtain  further  informa- 
tion before  forming  an  opinion  on  the 
question  whether,  in  view  of  the  depres- 
sion of  trade,  the  whole  of  the  increase  in 
the  rates  was  immediately  necessary ; 
but  he  is  advised  that  there  is  no  sufficient 
justification  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry. 

Anglo-Russian  Convention. 
Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  German  Government  has  been  in- 
formed of  the  fact  that  the  Russian 
Foreign  Minister  gave  a  declaration  in 
writing  to  the  effect  that  the  Anglo- 
Russian  Convention  does  not  afi'ect 
British  rights  in  the  Persian  Gulf. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman, 
Dewsbury;  for  Sir  Edward  Grey)  :  The 
text  of  my  right  hon.  friend's  despatch 
to  His  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  St. 
Petersburg,  of  the  29th  of  August  last, 
taking  note  of  the  declaration  of  the 
Russian  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  on 
this  subject,  was  communicated  to  the 
German  Government  together  with  the 
text  of  the  Anglo-Russian  Convention. 
This  despatch  was  published  with  the 
Convention  in  the  Parliamentary  Paper 
(Russia,  No.  1,  1907). 

Mecca  Pilgrims. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  are  being  taken  to 
secure  the  safety  of  the  Egyptian  pilgrims 
proceeding  to  Mecca;  and  whether  he 
anticipates  any  danger  for  those  now  at 
Yambo  or  Medina. 
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Mr.  runciman  :  Mv  right  hot 
friend  has  nothing  to  ada  to  the  infor- 
mation he  gave  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Blackpool  on  the  26th  inst.  No  report 
has  since  been  received. 

Probation  of  Offenders  Act 
Mr.  ALDEN  (Middlesex,  Tottenhim): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  imdflr 
the  probation  of  Young  Offenders  Act^  Ik 
can  empower  the  probation  offioen  to 
receive  fines  by  instelmente  ;  whether  1» 
will  recommend  Courts  of  Summair 
Jurisdiction  to  adopt  this  course ;  whethor, 
under  part  3  of  Clause  1  of  the  Probatki 
Act,  the  words  compensation  for  loss  maj 
be  taken  to  include  restitution  of  mooej 
stolen;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  semcei 
of  probation  officers  can  be  utilised  in 
collecting  the  same  during  the  time  the 
offender  may  be  on  probation. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  m 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.)  :  Where  the 
Justices  deal  with  an  offender  under  Um 
Probation  of  Offenders  Act,  there  is  do 
conviction,  and  consequently  there  ctt 
be  no  line.  The  Justices  may,  however; 
order  the  offender  to  pay  compenaatioD 
for  loss,  which  I  am  aavised  indudec 
restitution  of  money  stolen;  and  bf 
Section  7  of  the  Sj^mmary  Jurisdustioa 
Act,  1879,  the  Justices  may  direct  the 
payment  to  be  made  by  instalments.  It 
is  within  the  powers  of  the  Jasdoei 
under  that  section  to  direct  the  instal- 
ments to  be  paid  to  the  probation  oSuoBtt 
and  there  may  be  cases  where  they  might 
properly  be  required  to  do  so ;  but  Unro 
are  officers  attached  to  the  Courts  whosB 
duty  it  is  to  receive  sums  which  the 
Court  orders  to  be  paid,  and  in  casei 
under  the  Probation  Act  I  thiiik  it  would 
be  undesirable  to  do  anything  which 
would  make  the  offender  look  on  the 
probation  ofEcer  as  a  collector  of  debts 
rather  than  as  his  friend  and  adviser. 

Dock  Accident. 
Mr.  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke^n-Trent) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  in  the 
Bill  proposed  to  be  introduced  this 
session  dealing  with  accidents  upon  docks 
during  construction,  it  is  intended  to 
retain  the  power  to  hold  courts  of  inquiry 
into  the  cause  and  circumstances  of 
,  accidents  of  a  serious  nature,  as  provided 
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in  Section  3  of  the  Notices  of  Accidents 
Act,  1894,  which  it  is  proposed  to  repeal. 

\  Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir;  it  is 
L  proposed  to  apply  the  provisions  of  the 
T'actory  Act  with  regard  to  accidents, 
which  include  a  provision  similar  to  that 
tt  in  the  Act  of  1894,  empowering  the 
Js  Secretary  of  State  to  appoint  a  court  of 
li  inquiry  into  the  causes  and  circumstances 
at  of  an  accident  if  he  thinks  it  expedient 
9  to  do  so. 

h: 
f     Suppressed  Licences  in  Staffordshire. 

r  Mr.  JOHN  WARD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
3  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
si  ment  what  number  of  licensed  houses 
i  have  been  closed  under  the  Licensing 
I;  Act,  1904,  in  the  county  of  Staffordshire 
^  during  the  years  1905-6-7  ;  what  was  the 
(  total  sum  paid  in  compensation  for  such 
^    closing ;   and  what  sum  was  paid  to  the 

licence-holders    and  what  sum    to    the 

other  parties. 

r    ^    Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  All  the  available 

[    information  is  contained  in  the  annual 

,    volumes  of  licensing  statistics,  but  for 

,    the  hon.  Member's  convenience  I  have 

had  the  following  figures  extracted  from 

them.     In  the    county  of   Staffordshire 

163  licensed  premises  have  been  closed 

under  the  Act  of  1904.      A  total  sum  of 

XI  02,780  was  paid  in  compensation,  of 

which  £6,2^  or  6*12  percent,  went  to 

the  licence  holders. 

Social  Conditions  in  Germany. 
Mr.  DU  CROS  (Hastings) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
when  he  expects  to  be  in  a  position  to 
publish  the  Report  of  the  three  investiga- 
tors sent  to  Germany  for  the  purpose  of 
collecting  information  upon  rent,  wages, 
employment,  and  other  matters. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd  -  George, 
Carnarvon  Boroughs):  I  hope  that  the 
Report  containing  the  results  of  investi- 
eations  as  to  conditions  and  cost  of  living 
in  German  towns  will  be  published  in  the 
course  of  a  few  weeks. 

Norwegian  Granite. 
Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  now 
supply  the  information  promised  with 
regard  to  the  wages  and  hours  of  work 
of    the    men    engaged    in    the    granite 


quarries  in  Norway  which  supply  the 
stone  to  the  Admiralty  works  at  Haul- 
bowline  and  Keyham  dockyard. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  am  informed 
that  in  the  granite  quarries  in  Norway 
the  usual  hours  of  labour  amount  to 
fifty-seven  per  week,  ten  hours  on  five 
full  workings  days,  and  seven  on  Satur- 
days. The  work  appears  to  be  generally 
undertaken  by  contract,  and  calculating 
on  the  basis  of  three  hundred  working 
days  in  the  year,  the  wages  usually  earned 
are  stated  to  be  four  kroner  or  five 
kroner  (4s.  6d.  or  5s.  7d.)  per  day. 

Mr.*  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
give  the  name  of  the  Norwegian  firm 
selected  by  the  Admiralty  to  send  granite- 
into  Ireland. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  it  was  not 
in  his  Department,  but  he  was  informed 
that  there  was  no  such  firm. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Where  did  they 
get  the  granite  from. 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Granite  Freightage. 
Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  can  state  the  cost  of  railway  carnage 
per  ton  for  Enderby  granite  from  Leices- 
ter to  Surbiton ;  and  how  such  railway 
rates  compare  with  the  cost  of  freight  for 
the  same  article  from  Norway  to  London^ 

Mr.  LLOYD  GEORGE :  I  am  obtain- 
ing particulars  of  these  rates  and  will 
communicate  with  my  hon.  friend  as 
soon  as  I  have  received  them. 

Examination  for  Trawl  Fishermen. 

Mr.  PIRIE  f  Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  would  state  what  staff  of  examiners 
there  is  in  Aberdeen  for  examining  trawl 
fishermen  under  the  Merchant  Shipping 
I  Act,  1906  ;  and  if  he  can  explain  why  the 
last  examination  of  such  candidates  in 
Aberdeen  was  postponed  from  the  date 
originally  fixed. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  There  is  one 
examiner  of  fishermen  at  Aberdeen. 
Owing  to  the   illness  of  the    examiner 
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during  the  examination  the  last  examina- 
tion was  unavoidably  postponed  until  a 
substitute  could  be  obtained,  but  I  under- 
stand that  no  inconvenience  was  caused  to 
the  three  candidates  who  attended. 

Mil  PIRIE  asked  if,  according  to  the 
rules  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  there  should 
not  be  three  examiners,  and  why  that 
regulation  was  not  complied  with  in  the 
<»se  of  Aberdeen  1 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  he  would 
look  into  the  matter  and  let  his  hon. 
friend  know. 

Danish  Bacon. 
Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent, 
Ashford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  exposure  of  the 
dangers  arising  from  the  export  of  bacon 
from  Denmark  which  has  been  cured 
from  diseased  meat,  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture intend  to  take  any  steps  to 
prevent  the  importation  of  Danish  bacon 
until  measures  have  been  taken  in  that 
country  to  secure  more  effective  control 
over  the  exports. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  Perhaps  I  may  reply 
to  this  Question.  As  was  stated  on 
Thursday  last,  in  reply  to  a  Question  put 
to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Southern  Division  of  Kerry,  I  do  not 
think  any  special  action  is  necessary  at 
the  present  time  as  regards  the  importa- 
tion of  bacon  from  Denmark,  but  I  have 
in  preparation  regulations  dealing 
generally  with  the  measures  to  be  taken 
for  the  prevention  of  danger  to  health 
from  the  importation  of  foreign  meat. 

Anthrax. 
Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment lk)ard  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  report  of  the  inquest 
on  James  Shaw  in  the  City  Coroner's 
Court  on  8th  February  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  extend  the  provisions 
with  re<:ard  to  the  compulsory  notifica^ 
tion  of  disease  to  all  cases  of  anthrax  in 
human  ])eings,  arising  from  any  cause, 
and  to  all  cases  of  glanders  in  human 
beings,  or  of  suspected  glanders. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  My  attentioa 
has  been  called  to  the  report  of  the 
inquest  referred  to.  It  is  competent  for 
a  sanitary  authority,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Local  Grovemment  Bourd,  to  make 
cases  of  anthrax  and  glanders  in  mu 
compulsorily  notifiable  ia  their  diBtriei.  I 
may,  however,  state  that  glanders  ii  i 
rare  disease  as  regards  human  beingii 
Cases  of  anthrax  in  man  chiefly  occur  in 
factories  and  workshops,  and  as  recaidi 
these  cases  arrangements  are  macfo  bjr 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  information  of  them  htm 
given  to  the  local  medical  officer  tt 
health. 

Notification  of  Births  Act. 
Mr.  ALDEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  die 
President  of  the  Local  Gk>vemmait 
Board  whether  he  can  state  the  num- 
ber of  county  boroughs,  urban  dis- 
trict councils,  and  other  local  authorities 
which  have  adopted  the  Notificatioii 
of  Births  Act ;  and  whether  he  can  nub 
any  statement  as  to  the  measures  thit 
have  already  been  taken  by  the  luge 
industrial  centres  of  population  1 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:    The   Act  fan 
been  adopted  by  132   local  authorities 
In  most  of  the  districts  in  which  it  his 
been  adopted  there  is  one  or  more  female 
health  visitors,  whose  duty  it  is,  in  appro- 
priate cases,  to  visit    and     advise   tha 
mothers  of  newly-born  infants^   and  in 
some  instances  the  local  authority  avtil    ! 
themselves  of    the  co-operation  of  local    ' 
voluntary  associations.    In  all  cases  tb 
health  visitors  act  under  the  supervisioii    ' 
of  the  medical  officer  of  health. 

Motor  Speeds. 
*Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Local  Gk>vemment  Boud 
whether,  in  view  of  the  number  of  acci- 
dents caused  by  motors  being  driven  at  a 
rapid  pace  through  towns  and  villagesi 
favourable  consideration  will  be  given  in 
the  future  to  applications  from  locd 
authorities  for  a  reduction  of  speed  limit 
within  their  jurisdiction] 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  My  best  con- 
sideration  is  always  given  to  applications 
under  the  Motor  Car  Act^  1903,  for  a 
reduction  of  speed  limits,  but  I  csnnot 
say  beforehand  what  course  I  shall  feel 
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justified  in  taking  with  regard  to  par- 
ticular applications  which  may  in  future 
be  made  to  me. 

♦Mr.  CATHCART  WASOX  asked 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  the  Motor  Car  Act,  1903,  was  only 
passed  on  the  condition  that  the  local 
authorities  should  have  power  to  restrict 
speed,  and  that  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  should  only  act  where  regulations 
were  excessive  and  unreasonable. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  burns  :  As  regards  the 
nineteen  applications  under  the  Act 
received  since  IsD  January,  1906,  in 
which  a  decision  has  been  given,  orders 
have  been  issued  or  promised  in  fifteen 
of  them.  I  think  the  Local  (Government 
Board  is  to  be  commended  for  its  action 
in  the  matter. 

Loss  on  Press  Telegrams. 
Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  how 
much  is  the  annual  loss  to  the  Post  Office 
incurred  by  the  system  of  cheap  rates  for 
newspaper  telegrams ;  what  is  the 
advantage  derived  by  the  nation  in  return 
for  this  loss  ;  and  if  he  will  introduce 
legislation  to  put  newspapers  on  the  same 
terms  in  this  respect  as  the  general  public. 

The  postmaster-general  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  The  present  rates  for  Press 
telegrams  are  specifically  provided  for 
under  the  Telegraph  Act  of  1868.  The 
estimated  annual  loss  involved  is  about 
JB220,000,  in  return  for  which  the  nation 
enjoys  such  advantages  as  are  derived 
from  the  dissemination  of  news  at  a  cheap 
rate.  I  am  not  proposing  legislation  of 
the  character  suggested  by  my  hon. 
friend. 

Beliirious   Instraction    in  Non-Provided 
Schools. 

Colonel  WARDE  (Kent,  Medway) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Education  whether,  under  the  terms 
of  the  proposed  Education  Bill,  if  a  non- 
provided  school  is  transferred  to  the  local 
authority  and  religious  instruction  is 
demanded  in  accordance  with  the  London 
County  Council  syllabus,  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  teachers  to  claim  that,  inas- 
much as  there  are  to  be  no  tests  for 
teachers,  they  cannot  be  compelled  to 
^ve  the  necessary  instruction. 


The  president  of  the  BOARD  op 
EDUCATION  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) :  Yes,  Sir.  Under  Clause 
1,  Sub-clause  (1),  of  the  Bill  no  teacher 
may  be  required,  as  a  condition  of  his 
employment,  to  give  any  religious 
instruction. 

Education  Ctode. 
Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  ( Wigan) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  when  he  proposes  to  present 
the  Education  Code,  with  a  view  to  the 
printing  and  circulation  thereof  at  an 
early  date. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  fix  a  date. 

Dutch  Cheese  Frauds. 
Mr.  a.  L.  STANLEY  (Cheshire, 
Eddisbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset  as  rapresent- 
in2  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, whether  he  can  now  sav  whether 
he  has  any  information  as  to  the  sale  of 
Dutch  skim-milk  cheeses  in  this  country 
under  the  name  of  either  Dutch  Cheshire 
cheeses  or  factory  Cheshire  cheeses ;  and 
what  steps  are  being  taken  to  put  a  stop 
to  this  practice. 

The  treasurer  op  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
setshire, S.) :  Inquiries  have  been  made 
into  this  matter,  but  no  evidence  has 
been  obtained  of  the  sale  of  Dutch 
cheeses  in  contravention  of  the  Merchan- 
dise Marks  Acts.  We  should  be  very 
glad  to  receive  any  further  information 
on  the  subject  which  those  concerned 
may  be  able  to  supply. 

Mr.  a.  L.  STANLEY  :  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  been  called  to 
a  case  in  the  Midlands  in  which  a  seller 
of  this  cheese  was  prosecuted  and  fined  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  Yes, 
Sir ;  but  I  think  the  offence  charged  in 
that  case  had  to  do  with  the  percentage 
of  fat  contained  in  the  cheese. 

Imports  of  Peat-Moss  Litter. 
Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  risk  of  infection 
from  the  importation  of  peat-moss  litter, 
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he  will  take  steps  to  include  it  in  the  pro- 
hibition order  which  now  only  applies  to 
forage. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  refer 
him  to  the  reply  given  on  the  26th  inst.  to 
a  similar  Question  put  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  South-East  Essex. 

Fanners'  Co-operative  Societies. 
Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  represent- 
ing the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  if  he  is  taking  any  steps  to 
encourage  amongst  farmers  the  formation 
of  co-operative  societies  for  the  collection 
and  grading  of  farm  produce  such  as  eggs, 
butter,  and  fowls,  and  the  marketing  of 
it  in  London  or  elsewhere;  and  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  success  of 
some  of  these  societies. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  We  are 
aware  of  the  success  which  has  frequently 
attended  the  formation  of  co-operative 
societies  for  the  purposes  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  we  have  from 
time  to  time  published  information  on 
the  subject  in  our  Journal.  We  have 
also  issued  leaflets  on  the  subject,  which 
have  been  widely  circulated. 

Margarine  in  Glasgow. 
Mr.  BARRIE  (Londonderry,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Margarine 
Act  is  so  inefficiently  administered  in 
Glasgow  that  unlabelled  margarine  is 
exhibited  with  impunity  in  numbers  of 
shop  windows  throughout  the  city,  ticketed 
in  such  a  way  as  to  lead  the  public  to 
believe  that  it  is  Irish  butter,  and  is  also 
sold  by  these  shopkeepers  as  butter  and 
in  parchment  not  bearing  the  word 
margarine ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  put  a  stop  to  these  practices. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  There 
is  no  doubt  that  margarine  is  sometimes 
sold  as  butter  in  Glasgow  as  in  other 
large  towns,  but  the  local  authority,  with 
whom  the  enforcement  of  the  law  rests, 
informs  us  that  everything  that  can  be 
done  to  detect  offences  and  to  initiate 
proceedings  against  offenders  in  that  city 
is  being  done,  four  inspectors  being 
specially  employed  for  the  purpose.  Our 
inspectors  will  be  instructed  to  confer 
further  with  the  officers    of    the   local 


authority  on  the  subject,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  Board  would  be  elad  if  tb 
hon.  Member  would  supply  them  with 
any  information  of  which  he  may  be  in 

possession. 

Peckhaxn  Eloctioii- 
Mr.    RAMSAY     MAC  DONALD 

g Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney- 
eneral  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  activity  of  the  many 
associations,  other  than  political  parties 
and  candidates,  committeeSy  and  agents, 
which  took  part  in  the  Peckham  election; 
whether  he  has  considered  how  the  ex- 
penditure of  money  which  candidates  do 
not  declare  in  their  returns,  but  whidi 
affect  electoral  results,  can  be  rendered 
illegal  so  as  to  comply  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act ;  and  whether 
he  would  appoint  a  Commission,  wiftb 
powers  to  send  for  documents  and  persons, 
to  inquire  into  the  actual  costs  of  the 
Peckham  election,  and  report  to  this 
House. 


The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (SirW. 
RoBSON,  South  Shields)  :  I  have  observed 
the  activity  of  the  associations  mentkmed 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  think  there 
ean  be  no  doubt  that  the  expenditure 
to  which  he  refers  goes  very  far  towards 
nullifying  the  effect  of  the  benefidtl 
provisions  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 
relating  to  the  expenditure  of  candidates 
and  their  agents.  However,  in  die 
present  state  of  the  law  such  ezpenditore 
is  not  prima  facie  illegal,  but  I  am  ood- 
sidering  how  far  it  may  be  posiiUe 
effectively  to  limit  expenditure  of  ^ 
kind  without  infringing  the  popular  rights 
of  political  propaganda.  Of  course,  hon. 
Members  will  appreciate  that  it  is  not 
easy  to  devise  or  to  apply  a  scheme 
which  would  bring  about  the  real  contnd 
of  expenditure  not  under  the  contxbl  of 
the  candidates  or  their  agents.  How- 
ever, the  matter  is  one  which  wiU 
certainly  engage  the  very  careful  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.  With  regard 
to  the  Committee  for  which  the  non* 
Member  asks,  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
appoint  such  Committees,  which  must 
be  appointed  by  statute,  and  are  usually 
appointed  upon  some  judicial  report. 

Mr.  MOORE  (Armagh,  N.):  May  I 
have  a  copy  of  the  Answer  ! 
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Sir,  W.  ROBSON  :  The  law  officers 
have  no  department  by  which  thev 
could  secure  the  drafting  of  their 
Answers. 

Sir  BRAMPTON  GURDON  (Nor- 
folk,  N.) :  Does  not  every  candidate 
make  a  solemn  declaration  that  no 
association  or  society  has  spent  in 
connection  with  his  election  any  money 
which  does  not  appear  in  his  return  1 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  I  do  not  think  he 
makes  that  declaration  exactly  in  those 
terms.  He  makes  a  declaration  in 
relation  to  the  money  spent  in  the 
conduct  or  management  of  the  election, 
and  it  is  a  question  of  some  nicety  as 
to  whether  expenses  by  irresponsible 
strangers  can  be  called  expenses  in  con- 
ducting or  managing  an  election. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD : 
Would  it  not  be  possible  to  hold  some 
inquiry,  even  if  a  Commission  was  not 
possible,  so  that  we  may  get  information 
as  to  how  much  was  spent  over  this 
election  1 

Sir  W.  ROBSON :  I  do  not  know  of 
any  usual  or  constitutional  form  of 
inquiry  which  does  not  involve  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  in  the  shape  of  a  Bill, 
or  some  such  form.  A  Departmental 
Committee  might  be  appointea,  but  that 
would  be  very  unusual  m  relation  to  an 
election. 

Lord  R  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
Would  it  be  impossible  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  1 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  Well,  it  would  not 
be  of  much  use  appointing  any  Committee 
which  had  not  the  power  to  take 
evidence  on  oath.  I  doubt  the  appro- 
priateness of  a  Select  Committee  to 
mquire  into  an  election. 

♦Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Govan)  asked  whether  the  Oovernment 
would  publish  information  as  to  the 
present  state  of  the  law  on  the  subject, 
for  the  guidance  of  candidates. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  he  believed  it 
to  be  the  impression  of  successive  Govern- 
ments that  it  had  been  made  clear  in  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act. 

VOL.  CLXXXVIL  [Fourth  Series.] 


Begistration  of  Titles  in  Scotland. 
Mr.  C.  E.  PRICE  (Edinburgh,  Central): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
when  the  House  will  receive  the  Report 
from  the  Royal  Commission  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Registration  of  Titles  in 
Scotland. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire):  I  am  in- 
formed that  it  is  not  yet  possible  to 
name  a  date. 

trawling  in  St.  Magnus  Bay. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotia  d  if  he  is 
aware  that  six  trawlers  were  reported 
to  the  Fishery  Board  of  Scotland  as 
trawling  within  the  limits  on  Saturday 
the  14th  in  St.  Magnus  Bay ;  if  any  have 
been  arrested ;  and  if  ho  will  consider 
the  necessity  of  closing  against  trawling 
specified  waters  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Shetland,  and  also  the  waters  between 
Orkney  and  Shetland  known  as  the 
North  Sound. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  understand  that 
such  a  report  was  made,  but  unfortunately 
without  the  definite  particulars  necessary 
to  any  action  being  taken.  The  Govern- 
ment has  no  power  to  close  waters  be- 
yond the  recognised  territorial  limits. 

Royal  Scottish  Museum. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  many  of  the  valuable  and  rare 
objects  in  the  Royal  Scottish  Museum  in 
Edinburgh  are  placed  there  on  loan; 
and,  if  so,  whether  in  case  of  fire  occur- 
ring there,  owing  to  the  neglect  to  which 
attention  is  called  in  the  Report  for  1907, 
of  precautions  to  remove  premises  stored 
with  highly  combustible  materials  fron 
immediate  proximity  to  the  museum 
buildings,  the  Government  will  hold 
itself  responsible  to  the  lenders  for  any 
loss  sustained  by  them. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  From  time  to  time 
loan  collections  are  exhibited  in  the 
museum.  Before  accepting  any  objects 
on  loan  for  exhibition  the  owner  is 
informed  by  letter  that  loans  to  the 
museum  are  at  owners'  risk  and  in 
particular  that  the  museum  authorities 
cannot  undertake  to  insure  against  the 
risk  of  tire.  .  .    . 
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Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON:  When 
are  the  precautions  referred  to  in  the 
report  likely  to  be  taken  1 
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Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  asked  if  my 
cases     had     recently    arisen    in    which 


Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs)  :  Do 
not  the  insurance  companies  charge  an 
extra  premium  for  fire  risks  in  conse- 
quence of  these  dangers  1 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  I  am  quite  aware  of 
all  these  disadvantageous  circumstances, 
but  I  can  give  the  House  no  more  infor- 
mation at  present. 

Scottish  Sheriff  Clerks. 
Mr.  WATT :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  is  aware  that  some 
sheritT  clerks  in  Scotland  are  also  engaged 
in  trade  and  utilise  the  one  function  for 
the  benefit  of  the  other ;  and  whether,  in 
the  public  interest,  he  will  bring  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  existing  sheriff  clerks  who 
are  in  that  position  and  refrain  from 
appointing  sucn  in  future. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  ( Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs)  :  I  shall  be  glad 
to  have  from  my  hon.  friend  the  instances 
on  which  he  kises  this  Question.  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  such  cases  ;  and  before 
dealing  with  the  general  point  involved  it 
would  bo  right  to  know  any  available 
details. 

False  Trade  Descriptions. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim.  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  (Ireland) 
whether  the  Department's  inspectors  in 
England  and  Scotland  have  any  special 
instructions  with  reference  to  obtaining 
evidence  with  a  view  to  prosecutions  in 
cases  wliore  linen  is  s  ^Id  as  Irish  hand- 
loom  woven  damask  when  it  does  not 
answer  to  that  description. 

The  VICK-PKESIDEXT  OP  the 
DEPARTMENT  of  AGKICVLTURE 
IV-»R  IWKLAND  ^Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Tyrone.  S.^  :  The  orticers  of  the  Depart- 
ment stationed  in  Great  Britain,  who  are 
mainly  tr.i:ai:ed  in  the  detection  of 
frauds  cor.n-.ctod   with    Irish  agriculture 

rr^xiuct-.  h:»vt-  iv.stnictions  to  furnish  the 
>epartiric:;:  with  any  information  they 
may  o'otain  as  to  the  application  of  false 
trade  lie-criptio!  s  to  any  kind  of  Irish 
produc:^.  No  special  instructions  have 
been  gi^-n  o^nicerning  any  particular 
artic!'  .'^•"  a:M*if.A.'tare. 


evidence 
inspector. 


had    been    tendered    by   the 


Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  there  wa& 
the  other  day  a  cape  of  fraud  at  the 
Westminster  Police  Court  in  connectioa 
with  Irish  lace  in  which  a  conviction  wa» 
secured. 

Boxwell  Erieted  Tenants. 
Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mrs.  Murphy,  one  of  the 
Boxwell  evicted  tenants,  now  living  in  an 
uneconomic  holding  at  Rostoonstown^ 
where  the  dwelling-house  and  out  offices 
are  in  a  wretched  condition,  claims  the 
right  to  be  restored  to  the  farm  from 
which  she  was  evicted  at  Reedstown; 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners 
intend  to  give  her  farm  to  some  other 
evicted  tenant ;  and  whether,  as  Mrs. 
Murphy  is  justly  entitled  to  her  old 
home,  he  will  see  that  she  is  restored  to 
it. 


The  chief  SECRETARY  FoR  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRELL,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
cases  of  the  encted  tenants  on  the  Box- 
well  estate  are  at  present  being  inTesti- 
gated  by  an  inspector,  and  pending  the 
•  receipt  of  his  report  the  Estates  Comiiu»- 
I  sioners  are  not  in  a  position  to  say  what 
I  action   will  be   taken  in  any   particular 
i  Ciise. 

i 

;    Case  of  James  Brett,  Eyicted  Tenant 
Mr.   FFRENXH  :    I  beg   to  ask  the 

i  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 

!  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
James  Brett,  evicted  tenant  belongin/^  to 
the  estate  of  T.  J.  Walker,  esq.,  ex- 
pressed himself  satisfied  to  pay  the  same 

'  number  of  years  purchase  as  that  paid  by 
the  other  tenants,  although  this  was  con- 
sidered  an  excessive  price  for  the  evicted 
farm  by  three  practical  farmers  who  are 
large  holders  in  the  neighbourhood  ;  and 
if  he  can  say  why  James  Brett  is  not  pat 
back  in  his  farm  at  a  reasonable  price. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  EsUtes  Commis- 
sioners  are  unable  to  add  anything  to  the 
reply  already  civen  to  m  hon.  MombsTr 
namely,  that  they  are  lotiatimc  te  tke 
purchase  of  the 
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agreement  has  not  yet  been  arrived  at  as 
to  the  price  of  the  holding  formerly 
occupied  by  James  Brett. 

Mr.  George  White's  Leitrim  Evicted 
Tenants. 

xMr.  THOMAS  F.  SMYTH  (Leitrim, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  if  the  evicted  tenants  on  the  estate 
of  Mr.  George  White,  situate  in  county 
Leitrim,  and  which  estate  has  been  sold 
to  the  tenants  within  the  past  few  weeks, 
have  been  reinstated  in  the  holdings 
formerly  occupied  by  them,  or  have  the 
tenants  in  occupation  of  these  holdings 
been  permitted  to  sign  purchase  agree- 
ments. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  purchase  agree- 
ments in  the  case  of  this  estate  have  not 
yet  been  lodged  with  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners, and  consequently  they  have 
no  information  as  to  how  the  evicted 
tenants  have  been  dealt  with  in  the  sale. 
Three  applications  for  reinstatement  have 
been  received,  and  these  have  been 
referred  to  an  inspector  for  inquiry. 

The  Union  Jack  on  Irish  National 
*  Schools. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  decision  was 
come  to  by  the  Commissioners  of  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  at  their  meeting  on  the 
24th  instant  regarding  tbe  flying  of  the 
Union  Jack  on  national  school  buildings 
where  a  general  desire  by  the  manager, 
parents,  and  pupils  to  do  so  is  expressed. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Commissioners 
determined  to  adhere  to  their  former 
decision,  namely,  that  they  could  not 
sanction  tbe  exhibition  of  flags  of  any 
kind  in  or  upon  national  schools. 

Captain  CRAIG  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Government  make  a 
special  exception  in  the  case  of  the  Union 
Jack] 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  think  on  a  subject 
of  this  sort  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Education  in  Ireland  as  to  what 
is  likely  best  to  promote  loyalty  and 
peace  should  not  be  departed  from. 

Oayan  Townlands 
Jliu  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W«) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 


the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  whether  the  holdings  of  six  tenants 
on  the  estate  of  George  Stewart  Smith,  in 
the  townlandi  of  Lathnadronagh,  Corla- 
turin,  and  Drumeagle,  county  Cavan,  who 
refused  to  purchase  on  the  landlord's 
terms,  have  yet  been  inspected ;  and,  if 
so,  when ;  has  the  report  of  the  inspector 
justified  their  refusal  to  purchase  on  the 
terms  offered;  and  will  he  say  what 
recommendations  are  contained  in  the 
inspector's  report. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  received  their  inspector's 
report  on  this  estate,  including  a  report 
on  the  holding  for  which  purchase  agree- 
ments have  not  been  lodged,  and  they 
are  now  in  communication  with  the 
vendor  with  a  view  to  having  agreements 
for  the  sale  of  these  holdings  brought  in. 
The  Commissioners  do  not  publish  details 
of  their  inspectors'  reports  in  such  cases. 

Wexford   County  Council  and  the 
Veterinary  Surgeons  Act,  1881. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  :  I  bee  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  aware  that  the  Wexford 
County  Council  passed  a  resolution  disap- 
proving of  the  Amendment  Bill  to  the 
Veterinary  Surgeons  Act  of  1881  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  interference  of 
this  Bill  with  the  interest  of  stock- 
holders, the  Government  will  alter  it. 

Mr.  BIRRKLL  :  I  have  received  reso- 
lutions from  several  county  councils  in 
Ireland  protesting  against  the  proposed 
amendment  of  the  Veterinary  Surgeons 
Acts.  I  understand  that  an  Amendment 
Bill  is  being  promoted  by  the  Royal 
College  of  "Veterinary  Surgeons.  It  has 
not  yet  been  introduced  and  the  question 
whether  it  will  take  the  form  of  a  Govern- 
ment measure  has  not  been  decided. 
The  question  of  the  Bill  in  its  relation  to 
i  Ireland  is  receiving  the  consideration  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

Case  of  John  Bermingham. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Count 
Blake,  of  Cloughballymore,  county  Gal- 
way,  has  sold  his  estate  to  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  whether  John  Bermingham  was 
a  tenant  and  bailiff  to  Count  Blake; 
whether  all  Count  Blake's  tenants  on  the 
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same  estate  have  been  given  land  to 
enlarge  their  holdings  except  John  Ber- 
mingham  ;  and  why  was  an  exception 
made  in  the  case  of  John  Bermingham. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  agreed  to  purchase  the  estate 
in  question,  and  have  rearranged  the 
holdings  upon  it  John  Bermingham 
has  surrendered  about  nine  and  a  half 
acres  and  received  in  exchange  about  ten 
and  a  half  acres.  The  Commissioners 
have  no  information  as  to  his  being  bailiff 
to  the  owner,  but  they  understand  that 
he  occupies  three  holdings  in  addition  to 
his  holding  on  this  estate. 

Ballinboll  Cattle  Drive. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CR.UG :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  cattle  were 
driven  from  a  farm  in  the  townland  of 
Ballinbull,  near  Ballina,  on  the  19th  or 
20th  instant ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
arrests  have  been  made  in  connection 
with  it. 

Mr,  BIRRELL  :  The  police  have  been 
informed  that  on  the  20th  instant,  the 
herd  of  a  grazing  farm  at  the  place 
named  found  that  a  gate  which  he  had 
left  unlocked  was  standing  open  and 
that  twenty-seven  cattle  were  missing. 
The  herd  states  that  he  called  the 
cattle,  according  to  his  custom,  to  feed 
them,  when  the  majority  at  once  ran  to 
him  from  an  adjoining  lane,  and  the 
remainder  he  found  on  the  road  close  bv. 
No  arrests  ha^  e  been  made. 

Ballaghadalla  Cattle  Drive.  I 

Mr.   CH.\KLES   CRAIG  :    I   bt'g  to 
ask    the   Chief    Secretary   to   the   Ix)rd 
Lieutenant   of    Ireland,   whether    he    is 
aware   that   on   the   night   of   the    19th 
instant^    or   early   morning  of   the    20th 
instant,  the  cattle  of  Michael  Kelly  weix* 
driven  frv^m  his  farm  at   Ballaghadalla. 
near  Ballina,  county  Mayo,  which  ho  holds 
on   the  eleven   months  system,  and  that  '• 
CAttle  were  also  driven  on  the  same  night  ■ 
from  another  farm  on  the  same  townland  :  ' 
whether   the   police   have  been   able   to  ! 
discover  any   of   the  persons  who   took 
part  in  these  drives  ;  an.l  what  steps  are 
being  tAken   to   prevent    the   spread   of 
cattle-driving  in  this  district,  which  has  i 
hitherto  been  free  from  it. 


Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  police  have  been 
informed  that  on  the  20th  instant,  the 
gates  of  two  farms  in  the  townland 
mentioned  were  found  lifted  off  their 
hinges,  and  fifteen  head  of  cattle  were 
missing  from  one  farm,  and  nine  from 
the  other.  All  were  found  uninjured. 
The  police  have  been  unable  to  discover 
the  persons  who  removed  the  gates. 
There  are  numerous  grazing  farms  in 
this  district^  aU  of  which  are  visited  by 
police  patrols  as  often  as  possible,  with 
the  object  of  preventing  cattle  driving. 

The  Olenaheiiy  Ontrage. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG:   I   beg  to 
ask  the  Chief   Secretary  to   the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  the  In- 
spector-General,   when    asked    at    the 
Waterford  assizes  to  produce  the  original 
:  of  the    typed    document    of    the    llth 
:  September,  copies  of  which  were  furnished 
to  Lord  Ashtown  and  the  rural  district 
council,  declined  to  produce  it,  but  was 
.  compelled  to  do  so  under  the  order  of 
i  the  presiding  Judge ;  whether  the  docu- 
ment when  produced  had  upon  its  face 
I  certain  erasures  and  interlineations  ;  and, 
if  so,  will  he  state  when  and  by  whom 
these  erasures  were  made  and  in  whose 
handwriting  are  the  interlineations. 

Thk     ATTORNEY-GENERAL     tor 
IRELAND   (Mr.    Cherry,    Liverpool, 
Exchange) :    The  document    which   the 
.  Inspector-General  produced  at  Waterford 
I  assizes  was  not,   strictly  speaking,  the 
'  original  of  the  statement  of  llth  Septem- 
ber furnished  to  the  parties,   but  was 
I  District     Inspector     Preston's     original 
unsigned  draft  of  that  statement.    The 
I  Inspector-General  had   with  him  at  the 
'  time,  on  the  official  file,  the  signed  state- 
ment itself,  but  as»  through  inadvertence, 
it  had  been  marked  Copy,  he  considered 
that  he  could  not  prraerly  hand  it  in  as 
being  the  original     The  unsigned  draft 
which     was     produced     contains    some 
erasures  and  interlineations,  all  of  which 
were   made  b?  the    District    Inspector 
himself.     These  alterations    are    mostly 
verbal,  and  they  do  not  affect  the  sense 
of  the  statement  as  originally  drafted  by 
the  District  Inspecto'-.    They  were  made 
by   him   on  the  date  of  the  statement 
1  before  the  fair    copies  were    made  for 
transmission  to  the  parties.     I  have  here 
both  the  draft  and  the  signed  statement 
uken   from  the   file,  aiMl  if  die  hon. 
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Member  still  has  any  doubt  about  the 
matter  I  shall  be  happy  to  produce  both 
documents  for  his  inspection. 

Mr.  MOORE  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  already  stated 
that  District  Inspector  Preston  had 
destroyed  his  unsigned  draft. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  I  do  not  think  I 
made  any  such  statement.  I  said  he  had 
destroyed  some  papers. 

Mr.  MOORE:  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  the  paper  he  had 
destroyed  was  the  unsigned  draft  of  the 
Uth  September. 

Mr.  cherry.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG:  At  what  time 
will  it  be  convenient  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  me  to  inspect  the  letter  1 

Mr.  CHERRY:  Now,  or  at  any  time 
during  to-day  or  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  To-day  at  ten 
minutes  past  foor  ? 

Mr.  CHERIY:   Certainly. 

Land  Sales  in  County  Longford. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.): 
I  bee  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
give  a  Return  showing  the  order  of 
priority  in  which  applications  for  sales  of 
estates  to  tenants  in  county  Longford  now 
stand  ;  how  many  applications  have  been 
altogether  received;  and  in  how  many 
cases  inspection  has  been  ordered. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  received  applications  for  the 
sale  of  eighty-seven  estates  in  county  Long 
ford,  and  inspections  have  been  made  in 
the  case  of  forty- four  of  these  estates.  The 
Estates  Commissioners  are  not  prepared 
to  give  a  Return  showing  the  order  of 
priority  of  application  in  the  different 
cases.  If  it  were  given  in  the  case  of 
one  county  it  could  not  be  withheld  in 
others,  and  as  there  are  nearly  4,000 
estates  in  all,  the  preparation  of  Returns 
would  involve  an  immense  amount  of 
labour  for  which  there  would  be  no  com- 
mensurate result. 

Maconchy  Estate,  North  Longford. 
Mr.    J.  P.  FARRELL:    I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary   to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
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tenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  vesting 
orders  to  the  tenant  purchasers  of  the 
Maconchy  estate  in  North  Longford  have 
yet  been  issued. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  Yes,  Sir,  with  the 
exception  of  a  few  cases  in  which  advances 
have  not  yet  been  sanctioned. 

0o8t  of  Teaching  Irish  in  National 
ticnools. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what 
was  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  on 
fees  for  the  teaching  of  Irish  in  national 
schools  set  aside  by  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  their  Estimate  for 
the  year  1907-8,  and  what  was  the 
amount  set  aside  under  the  same  head  in 
their  Estimate  for  1908-9. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  amounts  pro- 
vided by  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  for  the  payment  of  fees  for 
instruction  in  Irish  are  :  In  the  Estimates 
for  1907-8,  £5,000 ;  and  in  the  Estimates 
for  1908-9,  £14,400. 

Marlborough  Street  Training  College. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  in  Ireland  what  was  the 
total  number  of  King's  scholars  who 
were  trained  in  the  National  Board's 
Training  College,  Marlborough  Street, 
and  the  six  training  colleges  under 
private  management  from  1900  to  1906 
inclusive  ;  and  what  was  the  total  number 
such  King's  scholars  who  obtained  certifi- 
cates of  competency  to  teach  Irish. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  inform  me  that 
during  the  seven  years  1900  to  1906 
inclusive,  the  total  number  of  King's 
scholars  in  attendance  at  the  training 
colleges  was  4,432,  of  whom  3,794  com 
pleted  their  training  during  that  period. 
The  number  of  King's  scholars  who 
obtained  certificates  of  competency  to 
teach  Irish  during  the  period  in  question 
was  321. 

Maintenance  of  Lunatics  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  in  view 
of  the  feeling  which  exists  in  Ire- 
land    that    many    of     the    inmates    of 
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lunatic  asylums  in  Ireland  are,  either 
out  of  their  own  property  or  that 
of  near  relatives,  able  to  pay  the  whole 
or  part  of  their  maintenance  and  are  not 
in  fact  pauper  lunatics  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  word,  he  will  ^nt  the 
Eeturn  relating  to  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) standing  on  tcnlay's  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim. 

[The  Return  was  as  follows  : — Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland),  Return  showing,  with 
reference  to  the  inmates  of  Lunatic 
Asylums  in  Ireland  which  are  supported 
out  of  public  funds,  (1)  the  names  and  age 
of  each  inmate ;  (2)  the  date  of  his  or  her 
admission ;  (3)  his  or  her  occupation  or 
station  in  life  at  the  time  of  aomission ; 
(4)  what  property  the  inmate  or  his  or 
her  relatives  contribute  to  his  or  her 
support;  (5^  whether  the  inmate  is  a 
proper  subject  for  a  pauper  asylum; 
(6)  what  steps  have  been  taken  in  each 
case  to  ascertain  what  property  the  in- 
mate is  possessed  of ;  and  (7)  what  steps 
have  been  taken  in  each  case  to  recoup 
the  asylum  for  the  support  of  the  inmate. J 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  It  would  be  quite 
impracticable  to  give  the  Return  asked 
for.  There  are  some  20,000  pauper 
lunatics  in  public  asylums  in  Ireland,  and 
with  the  exception  of  the  capitation 
grant  of  4s.  from  the  local  taxation 
account,  the  cost  of  maintenance  falls 
on  the  local  authorities.  The  duty  of  ob- 
taining payment  for  maintenance,  where 
possible,  from  the  property  of  the  lunatic 
or  his  relatives  devolves  upon  the  lunatic 
asylum  committees,  and  I  am  informed 
that  as  a  riile  these  committees  are  ener- 
getic in  enforcing  payment  when  they 
can  legally  do  so.  The  inspectors  of 
lunatic  asylums  arc  not  aware  of  any 
general  feeling  that  many  of  the  inmates 
of  lunatic  asylums  are  able  to  pay  for 
their  maintenance,  or  have  relatives  who 
can  do  so.  In  any  event  it  would  not 
be  practicable  to  set  out  in  the  form  of  a 
Return  the  steps  taken  by  the  com- 
mittees in  20,000  separate  cases  to 
ascertain  what  property  the  lunatic  may 
have. 

Belfast  Health  Commission. 
Mr.  J.  TEVLIN  (Belfast,  W.):   I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland   whether  he   can 


state  when   the  Report  of  the   Belfast 
Health  Commission  will  be  issued 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  am  informed  that 
through  unforeseen  causes  the  Commis- 
sioners have  not  yet  been  able  to  complete 
their  Report.  They  expect,  however,  to 
do  so  in  the  course  of  the  present  week. 

Land  Dispute  in  County  Cavan. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he  will  state 
whether  some  eight  tenants  on  the 
Crookenden  and  Casey  estate.  County 
Cavan,  were  visited  by  the  sheriflf  on  the 
12th  March,  and  at  what  hour;  had  the 
sheriff  an  escort,  and  what  was  its 
composition ;  what  did  the  sheriff  realise  ; 
will  any  charge  fall  on  the  ratepayers  for 
this  expedition  ;  and  will  he  represent  to 
the  Estates  Commissioners  the  urgency 
of  having  this  sale  put  through  if  the 
tenants  are  not  to  be  made  paupers  on 
the  eve  of  the  sale  taking  place. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  In  the  eight  cases 
referred  to,  in  which  purchase  agreements 
have  been  lodged,  the  tenants  had  failed 
to  pay  the  interest  due  on  their  purchase 
money,  and  proceedings  were  therefore 
taken  by  the  Land  Commission  for  the 
recovery  of  the  interest.  On  12th  March, 
at  7  a.m.,  the  sheriff,  protected  by  a  force 
of  fifty  police,  visited  the  holdings  in 
order  to  execute  the  decrees,  but  failed 
to  make  any  seizure  because  the  tenants 
had  removed  their  cattle.  The  police 
belonged  to  the  county  force,  and  no 
charge,  therefore,  can  be  made  against 
the  local  authorities.  I  am  informed 
that  out  of  437  tenants  who  have  lodged 
purchase  agreements  only  sixteen,  includ- 
ing the  eight  in  question,  have  failed  to 
pay  the  interest  due  Ist  May  last.  The 
Estates  Commissioners  are  considering 
the  question  of  purchasing  the  estate 
themselves. 

Ireland  and  the  Hobhouse  Report. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  how  much 
of  the  £750,000  of  the  increased  Postal 
Estimates  will  go  to  the  Irish  service; 
will  the  wa  es  in  Dundalk  Post  Office 
under  the  new  postal  scheme  be  reduced 
Is.  a  week  for  new  entrants  and  its  post- 
men placed  in  Class  5,  the  same  as  neigh- 
bouring villages  where  rent  and  living 
are  much  cheaper  ;  do  postmen  in  Newry 
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rank  in  Class  4  ;  ai'e  the  existing  postmen 
in  Dundalk  seventeen  years  without  an  in- 
crease of  pay ;  and  upon  what  ground  are 
they  not  to  share  in  the  benefits  granted 
to  men  in  similar  positions. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  presume 
that  ray  hon.  friend,  in  giving  the 
figure  £750,000,  is  referring  to  the 
<;ost  of  1908-9  of  the  Stanley  revision 
as  well  as  the  increases  due  to  the 
acceptance  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Parliamentary  Committee.  The  figure 
s  substantially  correct,  but  the  total 
increase  in  the  Post  Office  Estimates  for 
1908-9  iR  £947,000.  The  increase  can- 
not readily  be  allocated  between  the 
three  countries.  But  the  Irish  share 
would  be  rather  more  than  the  normal 
proportion  of  Post  Office  expenditure, 
inasmuch  as  so  many  of  the  smaller  Irish 
towns  are  being  raised  as  regards  the 
Dostmen's  pay.  The  classification  of  both 
Newry  and  Dundalk  is  in  suspense. 
Their  final  classification  will,  as  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee,  depend  partly 
on  the  volume  of  work  and  partly  on  the 
cost  of  living. 

Mr.  MOORE  :  Has  not  Lurgan  been 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  Dundalk,  and 
if  Dundalk  is  raised  will  Lurgan  be  treated 
in  the  same  way  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  do  not 
know  much  about  Lurgan.  Both  places 
are  in  suspense.  I  will  bear  in  mina  what 
the  hon.  Member  says. 

Fiscal  Question. 
Mr.  GOULDING( Worcester):  I  beg| 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  in 
view  of  the  desire  among  all  sections  of 
the  House  to  discuss  the  fiscal  question, 
:and  the  necessity  for  full  and  authoritative 
information  as  to  the  causes  and  extent 
of  unemployment,  he  will  see  his  way  to 
allot  a  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
subject. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.):  In 
view  of  the  great  pressure  of  business  and 
the  large  number  of  Bills  that  have  been 
introduced,  1  regret  that  it  is  impossible 
to  give  a  day.  At  the  same  time,  I  may 
point  out  that  the  notice  of  Motion  which 
has  been  put  down  for  to-morrow  evening 
seems  to  afford  a  convenient  opportunity 
for  raising  the  first  part  of  the  question.  I 


Mr.  GOULDING  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Motion  to 
which  he  refers  deals  chiefly  with  raising 
revenue,  and  does  not  raise  unemploy- 
ment 1 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  Are  they  not  related 
one  to  the  other  1 

Easter  Vacation. 
Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  if  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  regarding  the  date  and  dura- 
tion of  the  Easter  holidays. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  From  Wednesday 
night,  15th  April,  till  Monday  27th 
April. 

Port  of  London  Bill. 
Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  will  state  on 
what  date  the  Port  of  London  Bill  will  be 
introduced. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  hope  on  Thursday, 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH:  WiU 
the  whole  day  be  devoted  to  it  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  No.  It  will  be 
brought  in  under  the  Ten  Minutes  rule. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  asked 
whether  it  was  fitting  that  so  important 
a  Bill,  involving  £25,000,000,  should  be 
introduced  under  this  rule. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  There  wiU  be  very 
ample  opportunity  to  consider  the  B*ll 
and  discuss  it  on  Second  Reading. 

On-Licences. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  ROBERTS  (Sheffield^ 
Ecclesall) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  in  existence  a  number  of  on- 
licences,  the  full  monopoly  value  of  which 
has  been  paid  by  their  owners  in  accord- 
ance with  Section  4  of  The  Licensing  Act, 
1904 ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Licensing  Bill  now 
before  Parliament  that  these  licences  shall, 
after  fourteen  years,  be  subject  to  extinc- 
tion without  compensation  as  if  they  were 
licences  for  which  no  monopoly  value  had 
been  paid. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  am  aware  that  there 
are  in  existence  on-licences,  in  respect  of 
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winch  the  perMxit  to  which  the  penons  to 
whom  the  liceoee  was  granted  hare  paid 
**iixiDop(dj  Talney"  under  Section  4  of 
the  Lioennng  Act  of  1904.  Under  that 
Act  the  holden  of  these  lioenoea  aie  not 
eotitied  to  compenntion  on  the  extinction 
of  their  Boences ;  and  the  Bill  makes  no 
difieraioe  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  ROBERTS:  Wffl  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  some  proTision 
in  Committee  to  deal  with  cases  6t  this 
kindt 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  The  Bill  does  not 
alter  the  law  in  any  way  in  regard  to 
this. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  ROBERTS:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  many  large 
sums  hare  been  paid  in  sach  cases — in 
one  as  much  as  £3,000  f 

Mb.  ASQUITH :  I  am  weU  aware  of 
that. 

Mb.  LEIF  JONES  (WestmorelaLd, 
Appleby):  Is  it  not  the  case  that  the 
longest  period  for  which  licences  are 
granted  under  this  Act  is  seven  years, 
and  does  not  that  dispose  of  the  .claim  to 
a  vested  interest  t 

Mr.  ASQLTTH  asked  for  notice. 

Bnilding  Societies  and  Income-Tax. 

Mr.  levy  lever  (Harwich) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  arrangement  made  with 
building  societies  as  regards  exemption 
from  payment  of  income-tax  upon  bor- 
rowers' interest,  as  sanctioned  by  form 
No.  13,  Building  Societies  (Arrangement 
B)  Income-Tax,  may  be  extended  to 
registered  friendly  societies  upon  similar 
information  being  supplied  by  them  as 
now  given  by  building  societies. 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  Amngemants  are 
made  for  exempting  as  far  as  possible 
borrowers'  interat  paid  to  friendly 
sociedesL  The  ease  6t  friendly  societies 
is  not  analogous  to  that  of  buflding 
societies,  which  enjoy  do  ststatoty  exemp- 
tion from  ineome^Ax,  and  the  arrange- 
ment made  with  the  kttor  dass  of 
soci^aes  woold  not  therefore  be  ^iphcable 
to  the  fonner. 

HioaaiscSilL 
Mr.  MACKARNESS  (Berfahire,  New- 
borv)  asked  if,  in  Tiew  of  the  few  hoars 
available  cm  Wednesday  for  the  debate 
on  the  Housing  and  Town  Planmng  Bill, 
the  Government  would  give  one  addi- 
tional day  for  the  discossion  of  this  very 
important  measure. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  If  the  debate  is  not 
condnded  on  Wednesday  it  wiU  probably 
be  resumed  on  the  fdlowing  Monday 
week,  but  I  hope  that  only  a  part  of  the 
sitting  on  that  day  will  be  required  to 
finish  it. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

William  John  MacGeagh  MacOaw, 
esquire,  for  the  county  of  Down  (West 
Down  Division). 


BL'SINESS    OF   THE    HOUSE    (GOVERN- 
MENT OF  IRELAND). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put^'' 
*'That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Motion 
relating  to  the  Government  of  Ireland,  if 
under  discussion  at  Eleven  o'clock  this 
night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Stand- 
ing Order  (Sittings  of  the  House)."— 
,  {The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheguer.) 

'      The  House  divided ;  Ayes,  294 ;  Noes, 
'  84.     (Division  list,  No.  58.) 


Abraham.  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Acland,  Franv  is  Dyke 

Agnew,  G<^rge  William 

Alden,  Percy 

AJlen,  A.Aciand  (Christohumh) 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Ambrose,  Robert 

Ashton,  Thoma*^  Oair 

Asquith.  Rt.Hn. Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

At  herley- Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 


AYES. 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baririg,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Baiker,  John 

Barlow.  Sir  John  E.  (Somerset) 
Barlow,  Percv  (Bedford) 

I  Barnard,  E.  B. 
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Paper,  and  it  is  a  proposal  desiring 
to  add  at  the  end  of  mjRe^lution  words 
safeguarding  the  supremacy  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.  I  regard  those  words 
as  unnecessary  and  superfluous,  and  in 
my  judgment  they  add  nothing  whatever 
to  the  meaning  of  my  Resolution.  We 
have  always  recognised  the  supremacy  of 
the  Imperial  Parb'ament,  and  we  have 
always  held  the  view  that  it  would  he 
impossible  to  alienate  that  supremacy 
in  creating  a  statutory  legislation  for 
Ireland.  The  Bill  of  1886  was  based 
upon  the  maintenance  of  the  supremacy 
of  this  Parliament.  The  preamble — 
the  very  first  words — of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Bill  of  1893  were  these— 

**  Without  impairing  or  restricting  the  suprem- 
acy of  the  Imperial  Parliament  a  legislature 
^hall  be  created." 

We  have  never  made  any  disguise  about 
this  matter.  Allow  me  to  quote  two  or 
three  words  spoken  by  Mr.  Pamell  with 
reference  to  this  question  when  it  came 
up  in  1886.  On  7th  June  in  that  year 
Mr.  Pamell  said — 

"  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen)  spoke  about  the 
sovereignty  of  Parliament.  I  entirely  agree 
upon  that  point.  We  have  always  known  the 
difference  between  a  co-ordinate  and  a  sub- 
ordinate Parliament,  and  we  have  always  re- 
cognised that  the  legislature  which  the  PHme 
Minister  proposes  to  constitute  is  a  subordinate 
Parliament.  You  leave  the  power  and  suprem- 
acy of  Parliament  untouched  and  unimpaired 
just  as  though  this  Bill  had  never  been  brought 
forward.  We  fully  recognise  this  t6  be  the 
effect  of  the  Bill,  and  I  now  repeat  what  I 
have  always  said,  that  the  Irish  people  have 
accepted  it  as  a  settlement." 

That  has  been  our  position  from  that  day 
to  this.  The  Irish  Parliamentary  Party 
from  the  day  of  that  declaration  down  to 
this  moment  has  never  abandoned  the 
position  then  taken  up,  and  I  say  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Waltham- 
stow  that  in  my  judgment  his  words  are 
superfluous ;  but  if  he  or  any  other  friends 
of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland — and  I  recog- 
nise that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
is  a  friend  of  Home  Rule — desires  to  add 
those  words,  although  we  think  them 
unnecessary  and  superfluous,  we  cer- 
tainly will  accept  them. 

Now,  let  me  turn  to  the  main 
argument  in  support  of  my  Resolu- 
tion. I  do  not  want  to  delay 
the  House  by  repeating  once  again  the 


was  discussed,  and  with"*  practical 
unanimity  it  was  decided.  I  know 
there  is  a  difference  of  opinion,  even 
amongst  the  best  friends  of  Ire- 
land, as  to  whether  that  action  of 
ours  was  wise  or  unwise.  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  that  question  now. 
I  point  to  the  Coimcil  Bill  of  last  year 
for  the  purpose  simply  of  fortifying 
myself  when  I  say  that  that  history 
shows  that  the  dealing  with  this  question 
of  Home  Rule  by  a  half-way  house 
measure  is  now  no  longer  possible,  and 
that  consideration  in  my  mind  makes 
it  necessary  for  me  and  my  colleagues  to 
put  this  Resolution  before  the  House 
claiming  a  full  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. That,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  the  intention 
and  meaning  of  my  Resolution. 

I  notice  that  there  are  quite  a  number 
of  Amendments  upon  the  Paper.  There 
are  only  two,  however,  with  which 
I  think  it  necessary  very  briefly  to  deal. 
The  first  is  the  Amendment  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Kensington.  I  regard  his 
Amendment  as  raising  a  perfectly  straight 
and  imcompromising  issue.  I  therefore 
welcome  his  Amendment.  His  Amend- 
ment is  certainly  uncompromising,  for 
it  would  preclude  not  only  a  Home  Rule 
Bill,  but  it  would  equally  preclude  the 
Council  Bill  of  last  year.  Under  its 
terms  it  would  act^ially  preclude  the 
possibility  of  even  private  Bill  legis- 
lation being  taken  from  this  House  and 
given  to  an  Irish  assembly.  But  the 
noble  Lord's  Amendment  indicates  no 
alternative  policy  to  Home  Rule,  and  in 
my  judgment  no  hon.  Member  can  vote 
for  that  Amendment  who  is  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  present  system  of  gov- 
ernment in  Ireland — which  has  been 
denounced  by  almost  every  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant who  has  gone  there  for  the  last 
thirty-five  years,  no  matter  from  what 
Party  he  came — is  satisfactory  and  suffi- 
cient. Again  I  say  that  I  welcome  the 
noble  Lord's  Amendment  because  it 
raises  a  perfectly  plain  issue — on  the 
one  side  trust  in  the  people  and,  on  the 
other,  the  old  Tory  policy  of  repression. 
The  other  Amendment  to  which  I  think 
it  necessary  to  allude  for  a  moment 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Walthamstow.  It  is  the  last  Amende 
ment  of  the  string  that  stand  upon    the 

Mr.  John  Redmond. 
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old  old  arguments  which,  though  they 
still  hold  good  to-day,  have  been  repeated 
so  often  in  this  House — repeated  by 
myself  so  often  in  this  Parliament—- 
that  they  must  be  familiar  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  in  all  quarters  of  the  House. 
What  I  want  this  afternoon  is  to  show 
if  I  can  that  an  entirely  new  situation 
has  arisen  within  the  last  twenty  years 
since  this  question  was  last  discussed. 
I  will  not  therefore  go  in  detail  into  the 
proofs  of  the  failure  of  British  Govern- 
ments in  Ireland  since  the  Union.  I  will 
not  stop  to  dwell  on  the  meaning  of  the 
reduction  of  the  population  in  fifty  years 
by  one -halt,  I  will  not  stop  to  discuss  this 
afternoon  the  danming  proof  of  the 
failure  of  your  Government  to  be  foimd  in 
the  fact  that  on  t;he  admission  of  both 
sides  of  the  House  education  in  all  its 
branches  is  lamentably  neglected,  but  in 
passing  perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  say  on  that  subject  just  this:  what 
a  commentary  on  British  rule  in  Ireland 
it  is  that  to-morrow  we  are  going  to  discuss 
an  effort — I  hope  it  will  prove  a  success- 
ful effort — to  deal  with  University 
education  in  Ireland.  It  is  just  thirty- 
five  years  since  the  Prime  Minister  of  this 
country  introduced  a  measure  to  settle 
that  question,  and  all  during  those  thirty- 
five  years  the  representatives  of  each 
Government  in  turn  on  coming  into  office 
have  admitted  the  justice  of  the  demand, 
admitted  the  grievance,  and  we  have  had 
to  wait  thirty-five  years  for  the  effort 
which  is  to  be  made  to-morrow  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  That  in 
itself  would  be  sufficient  to  condenm  the 
whole  system  of  government  in  Ireland. 
Nor  will  I  stop  to  dwell  on  the  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland— doubled  per  head  of  the 
population  in  the  last  fifty  years.  I  will 
not  stop  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
the  extravagant  cost  of  Irish  govern- 
ment, because  the  powerful  statement 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Tyrone  last  Thursday 
sufficiently  covered  that  portion  of 
the  Home  Rule  case,  and  because  there 
was  something  in  the  debate  of  last 
Thursday  more  powerful  than  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  friend.  The 
extravagant  waste  and  the  excessive 
cost  was  admitted  by  speakers  in  every 
quarter  of  the  House,  and  yet  no  man 
could  be  found  to  suggest  any  other  solu- 
tion than  to  hand  over  these  matters  to 


the  government  of  the  Irish  people  them- 
selves. Therefore  I  pass  from  these 
fimiliar  topics  of  argument  simply  saying 
that  Ireland  to-day  is  worse  governed, 
is  more  discontented  with  your  rule, 
and  is  more  determined  never  to 
cease  her  demand  until  she  has 
received  Home  Rule,  than  at  any 
period  of  the  Home  Rule  controversy.  I 
say  that  an  entirely  new  situation  has 
arisen  with  reference  to  this  question 
since  1886  and  1893.  New  facts  have 
arisen,  new  circumstances  have  appeared, 
and  the  whole  political  position  has  really 
been  revolutionised.  First  of  all,  let  me 
point  out  that  almost  without  exception 
every  one  of  those  great  arguments  which 
were  urged  agamst  Home  Rule  in  those 
days  and  which  had  so  much  weight  with 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  which  led 
to  the  defeat  of  the  Home  Rule  Bills,  has 
since  then  disappeared,  and  more  extra- 
ordinary still  they  have  been  disposed  of 
and  put  out  of  the  way  by  legislation  of 
the  Unionist  Party.  What  were  these 
great  arguments  ?  First  of  all,  there  was 
the  argument  that  Irishmen  were  unfit  to 
rule  themselves.  I  do  not  think  many 
people  put  faith  in  that  so  crudely  as 
Lord  Salisbury  did  when  he  mentioned 
the  Irish raoe  in  connection  with  Hotten- 
tots as  among  those  races  unfitted  for  the 
exercise  of  self-government.  But  there 
is  no  question  that  probably  the  most 
powerful  of  all  the  arguments  against 
Home  Rule  in  its  effect  in  the 
country  twenty  years  ago  was  the 
argument  pressed  upon  the  English 
people  that  Ireland  herself  would  run 
the  terrible  risk  of  being  ruined  under 
Home  Rule  by  incompetence,  extrava- 
gance, and  jobbery.  What  has  become  of 
that  argument  ?  The  Local  Government 
Act  of  1898  was  passed  by  the  Unionist 
Government.  Let  me  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  it  was  not  a  half 
measure.  The  present  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  I  think  it  was,  two  ox  three 
years  earlier  did  introduce  a  half  measure 
on  this  question  of  local  government  and 
very  soon  withdrew  it.  The  measure  of 
1898  was  a  full  measure  based  on  the 
same  trust  in  the  people  that  underlies 
the  Local  Government  Act  which  is  at 
work  both  in  England  and  in  Scotland, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  of  that  day,  Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour — whose  absence  from  this 
House  I  confess  I  regret  very  much  when 
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all  these  Irish  questions  are  discussed, 
though  we  differed  very  often — made  one 
very  remarkable  statement  in  the  course 
of  debate  of  that  Bill ;  he  Siid — 

"If  the  Irish  people  do  their  work  with 
business  capa<7ity  and  in  a  spirit  of  toleration, 
it  will  mitigate  one  of  the  arguments  which 
has  told  heavily  in  England  against  Home 
Rule." 

Let  me  now  ask  the  question,  How  has 
it  worked  ?  The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion last  year,  upon  faulty  information 
supplied  to  him  by  a  deputation,  made  a 
declaration  in  a  speech  outside  the  House 
to  the  effect  that  the  county  councils 
were  not  working  well  in  Ireland,  that 
they  were  not  doing  their  business  with 
capacity,  and,  in  fact, 'that  they  were 
sacrificing  the  interests  of  those  whom 
they  represented.  I  am  glad  to  have  an 
opportunity,  face  to  face  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  of  giving  him  the 
answer  to  that  statement.  The  answer 
is  very  simple.  The  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland,  which  supervises  all 
the  transactions  of  local  government 
in  the  country,  has  in  its  Report  year  by 
year  for  every  year  that  has  passed  since 
1898,  given  the  lie  to  that  statement. 
I  have  all  its  Reports  by  me  here  ;  and 
they  show  year  by  year  that  the  pre- 
diction of  evil  by  those  who  did  not 
trust  the  Irish  people  has  been  falsified, 
and  that  the  business  of  the  counties 
has  been  transacted  honestly,  economi- 
cally, and  efficiently.  These  Reports  ap- 
peared year  after  year  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  Prime  Minister,  and  his 
Government  was  in  office  at  Dublin 
Castle,  and  yet,  without  reading  these 
Reports  of  his  own  Government,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rashly  last  year 
committed  himself  to  the  statement  to 
a  deputation  that  the  county  councils 
of  Ireland  were  working  inefficiently  and 
corruptly,  and  some,  in  fact,  sacrificing 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers.  I  have 
his  words. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London)  : 
Did  I  say  that  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  known  me  long 
enough  in  this  House  to  be  aware  that  I 
am  not  likely  to  make  a  statement  of  that 
kind  'v^dthout  being  able  to  verify  it. 

Mr,  John  Redmond. 


Here  is  the  quotation  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Grentlcman. 

**  If  the  information  you  have  given  me  is 
correct,  and  it  is  confirmed  from  all  quarters 
with  which  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting, the  Local  Government  Act  is  being 
used  in  every  county  in  Ireland  where  the 
Nationalist  Party  have  a  majority,  not  to 
further  the  administrative  necessities  of  that 
country,  not  to  use  the  patronage  vested  in 
the  majority  for  the  purpose  of  appointing 
the  best  men  to  do  the  work  they  have  to  do  ; 
it  is  used  merely  as  a  great  electoral  machine 
for  promoting  the  interests  of  a  political  party^ 
even  though  the  essential  local  interests  of  the 
community  are  fatally  sacrificed  thereby." 

Well,  now,  I  have  given  the  first  answer 
to  that  statement  consisting  of  the 
Reports  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Ireland  year  after  year.  The  Report 
of  the  very  year  that  speech  was  made^ 
the  Report  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  Board,  says  the  direct  opposite. 
Let  me  give  another  proof.  When  the 
Local  Government  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion great  obstacles  were  placed  in  the 
way  of  its  successful  working.  The 
county  councils  were  obliged  to  pension 
all  officials  on  high  scales.  They  had 
to  face  a  new  rate  for  technical  instruc- 
tion under  the  Act  of  1899,  and  to  take 
up  their  work  under  great  difficulty 
caused  by  inexperience  and  the  taneled 
condition  of  local  administration.  Yet 
notwithstanding  all  that,  and  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  these  county 
councils  have  set  on  foot  and  carried  out 
great  works  in  the  shape  of  improvements 
of  roads  and  other  matters  of  that  kind,, 
taking  Ireland  as  a  whole,  the  rates  have 
been  reduced  by  these  councils  to  the 
extent  of  3d.  in  the  £  all  over  Ireland. 
It  is  interesting  to  remember  in  this 
connection  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  England 
stated  in  answer  to  a  Question  the  other 
day  that  the  rural  rates  in  England  have 
been  raised  in  the  same  period  Is.  in 
the  £.  Where  the  Irish  people  have  got 
control  of  rates  and  expenditure,  there 
has  been  this  economy,  this  saving  of 
public  money,  but  in  that  portion  of  the 
expenditure  in  Ireland  which  is  not 
under  the  control  of  the  people,  but 
under  the  control  of  this  House,  there 
has  during  the  same  period  of  eight 
years  been  an  increase  of  .£1,000,000. 
At  one  time  it  was  nearer  £2,000,000. 
I  respectfully  submit  to  the  House  in 
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the  face  of  these  facts  that  the  old  argu- 
ment that  the  Irish  people  are  unfit  for 
the  steady  and  sober  management  of 
their  own  affairs  goes  by  the  board. 

The  second  great  argument  was  that  if 
Ireland  got  Home  Rule  legislation  would 
be  passed  by  an  Irish  Parliament  to 
confiscate  the  property  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  Again  the  Unionist  Party 
have  themselves  removed  that  argument. 
We  were  told  that  an  Irish  Parliament 
would  endeavour  to  put  into  an  Act  of 
Parliament  the  principles  of  Pamell 
and  the  Land  League.  What  were 
those  principles  ?  Those  principles  were 
the  abolition  of  landlordism  and  the 
creation  of  a  peasant  proprietary.  Those 
principles  were  enshrined  in  the  Unionist 
Land  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dover.  Whatever  difficulties  may  have 
arisen  in  the  working  of  the  Act,  and 
however  Irish  landlords  may  have  re- 
ceived too  high  a  price  for  their  farms,  the 
fact  remains  that  your  bogey  of  which 
you  made  so  much  use  twenty  years 
ago,  that  an  Irish  Parliament  would 
rob  Irish  landlords,  has  been  completely 
removed  by  the  action  of  the  Unionist 
Party  by  the  passage  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1903.  Let  me  take  another  of  those 
bogeys — that  of  religious  bigotry.  The 
English  people  were  told  that  if  the 
Irish  people  got  control  of  their  own 
affairs  that  power  would  be  used  as  an 
engine  of  religious  bigotry.  I  have  heard 
in  this  House  complaints  made  of  the 
working  of  the  county  councils  as  proof 
that  that  is  likely  to  take  place.  I 
have  actually  heard  men  in  this  House 
declare,  as  a  reproach  against  Ireland, 
that  in  practically  entirely  Catholic 
parts  of  the  country  the  county  councils 
have  consisted,  in  the  majority,  of  Catho- 
lics. It  is  absurd  to  raise  an  argimient 
of  that  kini.  Apply  that  argument  to 
England,  where  the  proportions  are 
reversed.  What  would  be  said  if  I 
denoimced  the  English  nation  as  a 
religiously  intolerant  nation,  because 
of  the  JFart  that  although  there  are 
about  2,000.000  of  Catholics  in  Great 
Britain,  yet  out  of  the  667  Members 
returned  to  this  House,  there  are  only 
five  Catholi  >,  and  if  I  went  on  to  con- 
found them  by  saying  that  in  Ireland, 
where  the  Protestants  are  in  a  small 
minoritv,   o  it   of   103  Members  elected 


twenty-seven  are  Protestants,  and  that 
quite  a  number  of  them  who  sit  8ft 
Members  of  this  Party  are  elected 
to  this  House  by  almost  entirely  Catho- 
lic constituencies,  I  know  what  is- 
in  the  mind — indeed  more  than  in  th& 
mind — of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition^ 
because  he  has  expressed  it.  He  take  a 
the  view  that  religion  has  influenced 
county  councils  in  the  giving  of  paid 
offices,  and  I  state  that  that  is  untrue, 
I  have  here  the  figures  for  every  county 
in  Ireland,  and  they  prove  the  exact 
opposite.  They  prove  indeed  that  if 
there  is  intolerance  at  all  it  is  not  in  the 
Catholic  parts  of  the  country.  Allow 
me  to  give  two  or  three  instances  only. 
In  Galway  the  Protestants  are  only  6 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  population,  but 
they  hold  19  per  cent,  of  all  the  paid 
offices  in  the  gift  of  the  county  councils. 
In  Cork  the  Protestants  are  10  per  cent, 
of  the  whole  population,  and  they  hold 
23  per  cent,  of  all  the  paid  offices  in  the 
gift  of  the  county  councib,  and  some  of 
the  most  highly  paid  ones.  In  Cavan  the 
Protestants  are  only  20  per  cent,  of  the 
population,  and  they  hold  47  per  cent, 
of  the  paid  offices.  In  West  Meath  the 
Protestants  are  only  9  per  cent.,  and 
they  possess  33  per  cent,  of  all  the  paid 
offices.  If  I  turn  to  the  other  side  of  the 
picture,  I  find  that  in  the  northern  por- 
tion of  Ireland  the  story  is  the  exact 
reverse.  In  Armagh  the  Catholics  are 
45  per  cent,  of  the  whole  population,  but 
they  have  only  6  per  cent,  of  the  paid 
offices.  In  Tyrone  the  Catholics  have 
actually  a  majority  of  the  population, 
but  the  county  council  for  some  reason 
or  another  has  a  majority  of  Unionists 
and  Protestants.  The  Catholics  are  55 
per  cent,  of  the  population,  but  they 
only  hold  20  per  cent,  of  the  offices.  In 
Fermanagh  the  Catholics  are  38  per  cent, 
of  the  population,  and  they  only  hold  25 
per  cent,  of  the  paid  offices.  Surely 
these  figures  are  a  fair  argument  for  me 
to  use,  and  a  powerful  one.  Here  we 
have  been  held  up  for  twenty  years,  not 
only  as  a  people  incompetent,  but  as  a 
people  who,  if  they  got  powers,  would  be 
intolerant  and  oppressive  to  their  Pro- 
testant fellow-countrymen.  The  Unionist 
Party  passed  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1898,  and  put  powers  into  the  hands 
of  the  people,  and  there  is  the  result.  If 
I   wished   to  emphasise   this   further,    I 


127 


OoverrmieTU 


might  perhaps  be  allowed  to  say  that 
even  quite  recently  an  eminent  Protestant 
divine,  Dr.  Meade,  the  present  Bishop 
of  Cloyne  and  Ross,  speaking  on  a  public 
occasion  and  proposing  the  health  of  the 
Lord- Lieutenant,  used  these  words.  He 
assured  his  Excellency  that,  although  they 
might  differ  in  their  politics  and  views, 
and  had  perhaps  the  name  of  being  very 
strong  politicians,  notwithstanding  all 
that  they  lived  together  in  peace  and 
goodwill,  and  were  all  lovers  of  their 
•country.  Let  me  read  the  statement 
made  by  the  Moderator  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Presbyterians.  The  Rev. 
Dr.  McKean,  speaking  last  June,  said — 

**  The  grazing  system  was  doing  more  injury 
not  only  to  the  Presbyterian  Church,  but  to 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  people,  than  any  other 
condition  of  things  he  had  seen.  His  objection 
to  the  ranches  was  that  they  were  kept  covered 
with  bullocks  and  men  could  not  be  seen  in 
his  district.  He  hoped  this  land  would  be 
cultivated,  but  declared  that  what  Presbyterians 
had  to  do  was  to  keep  the  manhood  of  the 
country  in  Ireland.  Dealing  with  the  attitude 
of  the  southern  Catholics  towards  Presbyterians 
he  said  that  all  ministers  in  the  south  with  one 
or  two  exceptions  were  unanimous  in  speaking 
highly  of  the  toleration  and  goodwill  shown 
towards  them  by  those  who  differed  from  them 
in  faith." 

I  claim,  therefore,  that  that  argument, 
drawn  from  alleged  religious  bigotry,  has 
been  utterly  destroyed  by  the  experience 
of  the  last  twenty  years.  Another 
argument  which  was  used  was  the  alleged 
absolute  irreconcilability  of  the  land- 
lords, gentry,  and  professional  classes — 
indeed,  it  might  be  held  the  whole  of 
Ulster — on  this  question.  The  last  twenty 
years  have  seen  an  extraordinary  change 
going  on  in  Ireland,  and  not  the  least 
remarkable  change  has  been  the  change 
that  has  been  going  on  in  L'lster.  Every 
man  who  reads  the  newspapers  is  aware 
of  the  fact  that  there  has  arisen  in  Ulster 
ft  new  democratic  body — the  hon.  Member 
ior  South  Belfast  will  know  what  I  mean 
— a  new  democratic  force  which,  if  it 
does  not  come  directly  and  fully  to  Home 
Kule,  has  at  any  rate  broken  loose  from 
the  old  official  bearings,  the  old  official 
moorings,  and  is  every  day  gaining  power 
and  every  day  drifting  into  the  direction 
of  self-government  by  the  Irish  people. 
That  force  returned  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  to  this  House  ;  and  that 
force,  taking  another  form,  returned  the 
lion.    Member    for    South    Belfast.    A 

Mr.  John  Bedmand, 
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change  has  even  come  over  the  old 
Orange  Society  which,  twenty  years  ago, 
was  united  against  us.  In  the  Orange 
Society  there  are  now  two  sections — one 
of  them  declaring  itself  in  favour  of  the 
extension  of  self-government  to  the  Irish 
people.  Many  people  must  have  read  a 
remarkable  letter  written  to  the  papers 
the  other  day  by  the  Grand  Master  of  the 
Independent  Order  of  Orangemen,  Mr 
Lindsay  Crawford,  in  which  he  said  that— 

"  The  time  had  come  for  plain  speaking 
on  the  part  of  all  Ulster  men  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  questions, 
on  lines  that  would  devolve  upon  Irishmen 
within  the  bounds  of  Imperial  unity  the  ele- 
mentary right  of  self-government  in  Irish 
affairs. " 

That  change  with  regard  to  Home  Rule 
is  going  on  in  Ireland  amongst  all  sections 
of  the  people ;  and  I  venture  to  hold 
that  if  you  could  take  a  ballot  to-morrow 
of  the  business  men  in  Ireland — ^who 
are  really  now  beginning  to  imderstand 
that  there  never  will  be  a  real  trade 
and  industrial  revival  except  under 
self-government  in  Ireland — ^if  you  were 
to  take  a  ballot  to-morrow  you  would 
find  almost,  if  not  quite,  that  the  majority 
of  them  are  in  favour  of  Home  Rule. 
The  same  is  true  of  the  professional 
classes ;  and  the  same  is  true  of  the 
official  classes.  I  wish  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  throw  all  official  reticence 
on  one  side  and  tell  us  candidly  what 
is  the  official  opinion  in  Ireland.  I 
have  a  shrewd  suspicion  that  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  officials  would 
far  sooner  see  Home  Rule  set  up  on  a 
sound  basis  in  Ireland  than  be  subject  to 
the  uncertainties,  difficulties,  and  miseries 
of  the  present  system  of  government 
in  that  country.  If  you  take  the  land- 
lords :  everybody  knows  the  change 
that  has  come  over  many  of  them  on 
this  question.  I  know  that  until  the 
land  question  is  completely  settled, 
and  so  long  as  we  are  in  conflict  with 
a  large  number  of  landlords  on  the 
question  of  price,  compulsion,  and  so 
forth — ^until  these  questions  are  set 
at  rest — and  God  grant  that  they  soon 
will  be  very  rapidly  set  at  rest — ^you 
cannot  expect  that  landlords  as  a  class 
will  declare  in  favour  of  Home  Ride. 
But  it  is  not  remarkable  that  so  many 
of  them  have.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Carlow» 
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who  was  elected  the  other  day,  without 
opposition,  in  an  almost  entirely  Catholic 
constituency:  he  himself  is  not  only 
a  Protestant,  not  only  a  landlord,  but 
the  son  of  the  ablest  leader  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  who  sat  in  this  House,  an  d 
who  will  be  remembered  by  many  hon. 
Members  present — Mr.  Arthur  MacMur- 
ragh  Kavanagh.  And  finally  let  we 
ask  what  has  become  of  the  remaining 
great  argument  of  the  Unionists 
against  Home  Rule,  viz.,  that  they 
had  an  alternative  policy  of  their  own. 
Yes.  Their  alternative  policy  was  twenty 
years  of  resolute  Government.  They 
have  tried  that  policy  out.  They  have 
had  their  twenty  years.  They  tried 
it  out  under  circumstances  most  ad- 
vantageous to  themselves,  with  the 
ablest  Englishmen  they  could  find  ad- 
ministering in  Ireland,  with  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  this  House. 
They  have  triei  their  pclicy,  and 
what  is  the  result  ?  Why  during 
the  whole  twenty  years  Ireland  was  never 
governed  by  the  constitution  of  this 
coimtry.  She  was  governed  all  the 
time  by  exceptional  and  coercive  laws. 
The  twenty  years  resulted  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  population  by  about  1,000,000, 
in  the  increase  of  taxation  by  over 
£2,000,000,  and  so  far  from  settling  the 
Irish  national  question,  Ireland  ad- 
mittedly— and  we  will  hear  it  in  the 
debate  used  with  wonderful  efErontery 
against  us — is,  if  anything,  more  disloyal 
to  the  present  system  of  government 
than  she  was  before.  No ;  every 
remedy  has  been  tried,  but  they  have 
never  weaned  Ireland,  nor  coerced 
Ireland,  from  the  national  movement. 
Politics  are  very  uncertain  in  this 
country.  No  one  can  foretell  the  result 
of  a  general  election.  Any  day  there 
may  be  a  landslide  and  one  party  may 
take  the  place  of  the  other.  The  only 
thing  sure  about  the  politics  of  the  three 
kingdoms  is  that  at  least  eighty-five  or 
eighty-six  Irish  representatives  will  be 
returned,  time  and  time  again,  to  this 
House,  to  declare  as  we  are  declaring 
with  one  voice  this  afternoon,  that 
nothing  can.  settle  the  Irish  question 
except  a  full  measure  of  Home  Rule. 
You  were  to  convert  her  from  Home  Rule 
by  twenty  years  of  resolute  government 
But  you  have  not  converted  Ireland  from 
Home  Rule;  but  you  have,  on  the  contrary, 
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converted  to  Home  Rule  almost  every 
man  you  ever  sent  there.  It  is  interesting 
to  look  at  the  list  of  Viceroys  from  the 
days  of  Lord  Kimberley,  who,  as  the 
opponent  of  a  self-governing  Ireland, 
ruled  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Fenian 
outbreak ;  Lord  Spencer,  who  went  as  a 
Unionist  to  Ireland,  and  ruled  Ireland 
during  the  worst  days  of  1880  and  1881, 
down  all  through  the  list :  Lord  Carnar- 
von, Lord  Aberdeen,  to  Lord  Crewe, 
and  last  but  not  least.  Lord  Dudley. 
What  has  been  their  experience  ?  I  do 
not  say  they  were  all  absolutely  converted 
to  my  conception  of  Home  Rule,  but 
they  have  every  one  of  them  declared 
their  distrust  and  their  distaste  of  the 
present  system  of  government  in  Ireland. 
Then  take  your  Under-Secretaries  and 
other  high  officials  in  Ireland — Sir  Robert 
Hamilton,  Sir  West  Ridgway,  Sir  Red- 
vers  Buller.  Why,  it  is  the  same  story 
right  through.  The  men  sent  to  convert 
us  from  Home  Rule  we  have  converted 
into  enemies,  at  least  I  may  say,  of  the 
present  position  and  system  of  rule  in 
that  coimtry.  I  do  not  want  to  detain 
the  House  much  longer,  but  I  would  like 
to  read  to  the  House  the  simple  declara- 
tion of  Sir  West  Ridgway — 

"  I  went  to  Ireland  with  an  open  mind,  free 
from  bias,  and  there  were  soon  impressed  upon 
it  certain  facts.  I  quickly  realised  that  the 
system  was  deficient  and  cumbersome,  aid 
that  the  gulf  which  yawned  between  the  people 
and  the  Government  could  only  be  bridged  by 
associating  the  people  with  the  government  of 
their  own  affairs." 

And  he  went  on  to  say  that  he  prepared 
a  Memorandum  in  1889,  and  submitted 
it  to  the  Government,  in  which  he  ad- 
vocated the  concession  of  a  liberal 
measure  of  self-government,  the  de- 
centralisation of  finance,  and  the  re- 
organisation of  Dublin  Castle.  Then 
he  recommended — 

"  Especially  the  abolition  of  that  chaotic 
anachronism  administered  by  semi-independent 
boards  whereby  three  men  do  the  work  of  one." 

I  commend  to  the  House  his  accurate 
description  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment.    He  said — 

**  The  policy  of  the  extreme  Unionist  is 
purely  negative.  That  policy  is  to  stand  still 
and  do  nothing.  Ireland  is  to  rest  and  be 
thankful  while  the  rest  of  Europe  progresses 
and  develops.  Ireland  i«!  to  be  stationary — to 
remain  stagnant — and  if  in  the  couise  of  nature 
unhealthy  ferment  follows  it  is  to  be  corrected 
by  antiseptic  coercion." 
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That  is  a  fair  definition,  I  respectfully 
submit,  of  the  meaning  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord. 

Now,  I  ask,  what  argument  against 
HomeJ  Rule  remains  ?  Honestly  I 
know  of  only  one,  and  that  is  an 
argument  which,  put  nakedly,  would 
revolt  the  feelings  of  every  man  in  this 
House — I  mean  the  argument  of  fear — 
fear  of  the  injury  that  Ireland,  with  her 
4,000,000,  might  be  able  to  do  to  this 
nation  of  over  40,000,000  if  the  Irish 
people  had  placed  in  their  hands  some 
measure  of  self-government.  Sir,  that 
argument  is  unworthy  a  great  nation. 
It  is  said  that  Ireland  is  disloyal.  So 
was  Canada  in  1837.  Do  you  recollect 
the  fact  that  on  the  accession  of  Queen 
Victoria  to  the  throne  the  Government 
in  this  country  directed  that  the  Te  Deum 
should  be  sung  in  the  churches  in  the 
Colony  of  Canada  in  honour  of  the  occa- 
sion, and  that  the  Canadians  rose  en 
masse  and  left  the  churches,  and  they 
were  actually  fighting  against  this  country 
with  arms  in  their  hands  at  the  moment 
of  the  accession  of  the  Queen  ?  It  is  said, 
"  Ireland  is  disloyal " ;  so  was  General 
Botha  until  you  conceded  to  him  the 
right  of  self-government.  It  is  said, 
"Ireland  is  disloyal";  so  was  Canada, 
so  was  Australia,  and  so  was  the  Trans- 
vaal when  you  attempted  to  take  away 
their  rights  of  self-government  from 
them.  I  was  talking  a  few  months  ago 
in  this  House  to  a  very  distinguished 
Unionist  Member  of  it,  and  I  put  this 
argument  candidly  to  him:  I  pointed 
out  the  similarity  of  the  two  races,  the 
two  creeds,  the  disloyalty  and  the  turmoil 
that  faced  Lord  Durham  when  he  went 
out  to  Canada.  I  also  pointed  out  the  result 
of  self-government,  and  I  asked  this 
distinguished  gentleman :  "  What  is 
your  answer  V*  He  said  that  there 
was  only  one  answer,  and  that  was  to  be 
found  in  the  proximity  of  Ireland  to 
Great  Britain.  He  said  to  me  :  "  What 
would  happen  if  after  Home  Rule  a 
foreign  foe  succeeded  in  landing  in  Ire- 
land, and  was  received  by  a  friendly 
popiilation  ? "  I  asked  him  what  re- 
ception he  thought  a  foreign  foe  would 
get  if  he  succeeded  in  landing  now.  And 
I  asked  him  further  how  woiild  it  be  more 
easy  for  a  foreign  foe  to  land  on  the 
shores  of  Ireland  after  Home  Rule,  after 
the  people  had  been  trusted,   «^ 
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forth  ?  He  could  not  answer,  because  he 
had  to  admit  that  the  Navy  would  still 
be  in  existence,  and  still  be  under  your 
control  and  not  ours.  You  would  have 
your  forces  to  prevent  the  invasion  of 
Ireland  then  just  as  you  have  them  now, 
but  you  would  have  this  stronger  force 
than  any  military  or  naval  armaments. 
You  would  have  the  contentment  which 
would  spring  from  the  breasts  of  a  people 
whose  rights  of  self-government  had  been 
conceded.  But,  after  all,  are  not  these 
very  unworthy  arguments  and  considera- 
tions for  a  great  nation  ?  Last  year  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs 
made  a  speech  with  reference  to  the 
cession  of  autonomy  to  the  Transvaal 
which  stuck  in  my  memory,  and  which  I 
have  referred  to  on  more  than  one  occasion 
outside  this  House.     He  said — 

"  The  history  of  our  relations  with  our 
self-governing  Colonies  has  been  a  great  chapter 
in  the  history  of  freedom.  The  first  part  of  that 
chapter  began  when  freedom  and  union  were 
thought  to  be  incompatible — to  be  in  rivalry 
with  each  other.  Freedom  won  the  day.  Now 
we  knew  that  fieedom  and  union  weie  not  only 
compatible,  but  that  thev  weie  inseparable. 
Freedom  gave  to  the  self-governing  Colonies 
power  to  develop  their  countries,  and,  wliat  was 
more,  improved  the  special  excellencies  of  their 
race  and  character  in  the  environment  of  the 
country  in  which  they  lived.  That  was  r.  great 
gift — the  power  to  develop — which  freedom 
gave.  But  it  had  another  gift,  namely,  that  of 
healing.  In  the  history  of  one  of  our  great  colonies 
we  had  already  seen  how  it  could  heal  wounds 
and  strife,  and  bring  race?  together,  and  we 
were  confident  in  our  latest  self-governing 
(^olony  that  the  healing  gift  of  fieedom  would 
be  equally  potent." 

Yes,  those  are  two  of  the  great 
gifts  of  freedom,  the  power  to  de- 
velop and  the  power  to  heal.  These 
are  the  gifts  that  we  are  asking  for 
Ireland,  the  power  to  develop  for  our- 
selves, in  our  own  way,  our  own  qualities. 
The  power  to  develop  for  ourselves 
the  resources  of  our  own  country ;  the 
power  to  strike  off  the  minds  of  the  youths 
of  Ireland  the  chains  that  are  there 
to-day,  to  free  their  hands  and  to  enaUa 
them  to  develop  their  own  charaetem 
and  the  resources  of  their  cmvh  f^ouutrv. 
Whenever  Irelandhad that  power,  Ireland 
prospered;  when  she  lost  that  powar, 
Ireland  declined.    F    *  g  the  history  of 
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and  then  to  flourish,  but  from  the  moment 
that  the  Union  was  carried  that  develop- 
ment was  arrested,  stagnation  and  decay 
came  down  like  a  poisonous  mist  over 
the  land,  and  to-day  Ireland,  which  is 
by  nature  a  rich  and  fertile  island,  lags 
miserably  behind  in  the  hindmost  rank 
of  the  progress  of  the  world.  We  ask 
from  you  power  to  develop,  we  ask  also 
the  power  to  heal.  There  are  many 
wounds  to  be  healed  in  Ireland,  and  it 
may  be  said  that  although  the  wounds 
inflicted  by  this  coimtry  in  the  past  have 
been  many  and  grievous,  yet  prob- 
ably the  deadliest  wounds  have 
been  those  inflicted  by  race  or  class 
liatred,  and  the  religious  dissensions 
of  Ireland's  own  sons  themselves. 
My  answer  to  that  is  that  every  class 
hatred  in  Ireland,  every  discord,  every 
feud  has  its  origin  in  the  past  history 
of  the  government  of  Ireland  by  England. 
Give  us  the  power  to  heal  those  feuds. 
Ireland  herself  alone  can  do  it.  So  long 
as  English  ascendancy  is  associated  with 
one  creed  in  Jreland,  with  one  class,  and 
with  one  party,  so  long  will  the  healing 
of  these  wounds  be  absolutely  impossible. 
It  was  the  same  in  Canada.  But,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  enlightened  statesman- 
ship of  Lord  Durham  and  the  statesmen 
of  that  day,  the  blessed  influence  of 
freedom  came  along  and  united  warring 
races  and  creeds.  So  will  it  be  in  Ireland, 
and  all  we  ask  from  you,  all  I  ask  in  this 
Resolution,  is  this  :  That  what  you  have 
done  for  Frenchmen  in  Quebec,  what  you 
have  done  for  Dutchmen  in  the  Transvaal, 
you  should  now  do  for  Irishmen  in  Ire- 
land. In  other  words,  you  should  trust 
the  people,  and  the  moment  you  do  it, 
I  believe  in  my  heart  and  conscience, 
there  and  then,  once  and  for  all,  you  will 
have  ended  the  blackest  chapter  in  the 
history  of  your  country.    I  beg  to  move. 

Mr.  rainy  (Eilmamock  Burghs)  said 
he  rose  to  second  the  Motion  so  admirably 
and  eloquently  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterf  ord.  Although 
he  ocrald  have  wished  that  someone  more 
cjuml'lt"  U;ul  IxM^ii  iMitrusted  with  the 
dutv.  Ui^  f<^Ii  1i«^  Imd  liotne  justification  for 
no  douiR.     Evf-  ^^-^^  P 11  was  put 
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with  one  form  of  religious  belief,  and  he 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  stand  up  and 
support  it  as  a  Protestant   and   Presby- 
terian.     It   was    not    only   an    Irish, 
but  an  Imperial  question  also,  and  as 
such  support  should  be  given  to  it  by 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House,  who 
believed  in  the  proposed  solution  plainly 
and  emphatically.     It  was  very  difficult 
to   follow  the  eloquent  and  exhaustive 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened, 
but  during  the  brief  interval  he  proposed 
to  detain  the  House  he  desired  to  trace 
some  points  of  the  history  of  the  time  of 
King  William  III.  in  order  that  the  House 
should  have  in  mind  some  idea  of  things 
which  were  not  always  alluded  to  when 
this  subject  was  discussed.    After  the 
Battle  of  the  Boyne,  when  the  Treaty 
of  Limerick  was  broken  by  this  country, 
the  Irish  Parliament  was  a  Protestant 
body,  yet,  in  spite  of  the  exclusion  of 
the  Catholics  from  that  body,  the  people 
of  Ireland  always  tried  to  help  those  in 
Parliament   who   endeavoured   to   work 
for  the  emancipation  of  the  Catholics. 
The  whole  efforts  of  Grattan  and  Flood 
became  popular  in  Ireland,  because  the 
Protestant  Parliament  then    stood  for 
the  nation  as  a  whole,  and  endeavoured 
to  obtain  for  those  outside  that  which 
was  granted  to  one  creed.    It  was  re- 
markable to  note  that  as  years  went  on, 
owing  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Catholics 
from    the    Parliament,      almost    every 
group  of  persons  who   endeavoured  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  Ireland  were 
Protestants.     Emmett  was  a  Protestant, 
Wolfe    Tone    was    a    Protestant,  Lord 
Edward  Fitzgerald  was  a  Protestant.     It 
was,  therefore,  of  the  utmost  importance* 
that  the  House  should  realise  that  it  was 
not  a  question  between  one  creed  and 
another,  as  to  what  would  satisfy  the 
national  aspirations  on  the  other  side  of 
the     Channel.      It    had    unfortunately 
been  the  fact  that  everything  that  had 
been  granted  to  Ireland  had  been  spoilt 
in  the  giving.     At  the  time  of  the  Union 
it  was  understood  that  there  should  be 
Catholic    emancipation,    but   that   hope 
was  disappointed.      Let  the  House  take 
O'Connell's  emancipation  campaign.      It 
was  only  through  Irishmen  going  so  far  as 
to  threaten  civil  war,  which  the  Ministers 
were  not   prepared   to   face,    that   that 
concession    was    obtained,    and    it  was 
owing  to  his  campaign  for  the  repeal  of 
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the  Union  that  the  whole  of  the  conse- 
quential legislation  carried  out  by  the 
British  Parliament  resulted.  It  was  a 
curious  fact  that  nothing  had  ever  been 
given  to  Ireland  at  any  moment  because 
she  was  peaceful  and  entitled  to  it.  What 
had  been  given  had  been  given  because 
there  was  unrest  and  disturbance.  Even 
during  the  time  of  the  late  Government, 
a  time  when  they  were  told  there  was 
to  be  resolute  g^vemment  in  Ireland, 
the  resolute  government  was  accom- 
plished by  sops.  It  was  not  resolute 
government  at  all.  It  was  shooting 
with  rifles  filled  with  breadcrumbs,  and 
resulted  in  a  shower  of  gold  on  the 
other  side.  If  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  consistent  and 
believed  in  their  principles,  if  there  was 
treachery  and  conspiracy  going  on  to 
to  upset  the  Empire,  why  had  Irishmen 
a  vote  ?  Why  were  they  allowed  to 
send  Members  to  Parliament,  and  why 
did  the  House  regard  wnth  equanimity 
the  fact  that  unless  there  was  an  extra- 
ordinary majority  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other,  the  destinies  of  the  Empire 
rested  neither  with  the  Government  nor 
with  the  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  but  with  the  Irish  Members  ?  As 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  nothing  was  done, 
save  under  compulsion,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
himself  stated  in  the  House  that  his 
land  legislation  for  Ireland  would  never 
have  been  taken  in  hand  but  for  the 
disturbance  in  Ireland.  He  also  believed 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  would 
never  have  gone  in  for  the  Land  Purchase 
Act  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  It  was  on  record  in  the  "  Life 
of  Gladstone,"  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  in  the 
April,  May,  June,  and  July  of  that  year 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  driven 
step  by  step  finally  to  adopt  a  position 
which,  in  a  speech  in  that  year,  he  said 
was  immoral,  was  robbery,  and  one 
which  he  would  not  tolerate  for  a  moment, 
because  it  broke  down  contracts.  Objec- 
tions had  been  touched  upon  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  but  he  would 
never  forget  the  speeches  that  were 
made  in  Edinburgh  at  the  time  of 
the  first  Home  Rule  Bill  by  the  late 
Lord  Goschen  and  the  late  Duke  of 
Devonshire.  In  addressing  the  electors 
of    Scotland    in    connection    with    the 
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Irish  managing  their  own  a^&irs  Lord 
Goschen,  then  Mr.  Goschen,  said — 

"  What  is  an  Irish  affair  ?  What  are  the  , 
powers  of  the  Irish  Government  under  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  ?  One  power  nts 
oeen  given  to  them — to  realise  it  to  the  fall — 
they  may  change  the  whole  of  their  criminal 
law.  They  may  take  it  and  pull  it  to  pieces, 
not  only  for  three-quarters  of  Ireland,  but  for 
Ulster  M  they  choose.  I  am  not  going  to  say 
they  will  do  so,  but  you  giv©  the  Irish 
Legislature  powers  to  suspend  Habeas  Corpus — 
to  abolish  it — to  abolish  the  law  of  capital 
punishment,  to  reduce  murder  to  manslaughter, 
to  change  the  nature  of  every  crime.  That  is 
one  of  the  powers  given  to  this  new  Parliament. 
Well,  what  would  be  the  position  as  between 
the  two  countries  7  In  what  position,  for 
example,  are  those  who  may  come  to  plot 
against  this  country — in  what  position  would 
they  be  if  they  wore  in  Dublin,  with  an  Irish 
Executive  and  an  Irish  Legislature  ?  They  may 
change  the  laws  of  crime.  I  do  not  say  they 
are  to  change  the  laws,  but  we  are  bound  to 
know  what  we  are  doing  when  we  say  the  Irish 
mannge  their  o.vn  affairs.  I  have  spoken  of 
criminal  law.  Let  me  say  a  word  about  the 
laws  referring  to  property.  Here  is  a  question 
I  should  submit  to  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Would  the  reduction  of  interest  on 
English  and  Scottish  monev  invested  in  Ireland 
be  an  Irish  affair  or  an  English  and  Scottish 
affair  ?  " 

He  rejoiced  that  we  had  moved  a  long 
way  beyond  speeches  of  that  sort.  It 
was  in  the  knowledge  of  the  House  that 
matters  in  Ireland  had  greatly  improved 
during  the  last  twenty  years.  There  was 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  on  both 
sides  of  the  Channel  to  come  togethei. 
A.S  to  how  far  that  desire  had  gone  the 
people  on  this  side  were  not  so  well 
informed  as  those  who  lived  on  the 
other.  But  he  believed  there  was 
a  desire  on  the  pari  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  draw  together  for  the 
national  good.  It  would  be  a  deplor- 
able thing  if  that  were  checked,  and 
would,  if  discouraged,  fill  the  people  of 
Ireland  with  disappointment  and  dismay. 
He  trusted  that  the  decision  of  the  House 
would  show  that  they  intended  to  apply 
to  Ireland  and  the  dissatisfaction  there 
the  same  treatment  that  they  had  applied 
to  all  those  parts  of  the  Empire  where 
similar  dissatisfaction  in  past  times  had 
existed.  It  had  been  remarked  that  it 
was  cowardice  which  had  prevented 
them  from  going  on  in  1886,  and  he 
believed  it  was  so.  They  knew  that  the 
Empire  had  not  been  established  by 
timid  processes,  and  they  ought  to  go  on 
without  fear.  The  more  liberally  they 
gave  Home  Rule  the  more  likely  they 
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were  to  receive  the  trust  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be 
nothing  like  putting  tjo  many  safe- 
guards on  what  they  gave,  as  if  they  could 
not  trust  the  people  out  of  their  sight. 
That  was  just  the  thing  which,  he  believed, 
would  spoil  any  experiment  they  might 
make  in  that  direction.  Ireland,  funda- 
mentally and  by  her  national  situation, 
was  in  association  with  and  belonged  to 
this  great  Empire ;  and  it  was  because 
he  believed  that  it  was  not  a  question  of 
creed  but  of  nationality  and  common 
sense,  and  that  experience  in  the 
past  had  proved  that  action  on  such 
lines  as  he  suggested  had  made  for 
the  strength  and  not  the  weakness 
of  this  great  Empire,  that  he  had  the 
greatest  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  present  system  of  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  is  in  opposition  to  the 
will  of  the  Irish  people  and  gives  them 
no  voice  in  the  management  of  their  own 
affairs  ;  that  the  system  is  consequently 
inefficient  and  extravagantly  costly ; 
that  it  does  not  enjoy  the  confidence  of 
any  section  of  the  population  ;  that  it 
is  productive  of  universal  discontent  and 
unrest,  and  is  incapable  of  satisfactorily 
promoting  the  material  and  intellectual 
progress  of  the  people  ;  that  the  reform 
of  Iiish  Government  is  a  matter  vital 
to  the  interests  of  Ireland  and  calculated 
greavly  to  promote  the  well-being  of  the 
people  of  Great  Britain ;  and,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  solution  of 
this  problem  can  only  be  attained  by 
giving  to  the  Irish  people  the  legislative 
and  executive  control  of  all  purely  Irish 
affairs." — {Mr.    John    Redmond.) 

♦Earl  PERCY  (Kensington,  S.)  in 
moving  to  leave  out  all  after  the  word 
**  That,"  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
**  inasmuch  as  the  abandonment  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament  of  its  un- 
divided responsibility,  both  for  legis- 
lation and  administration  within  the 
United  Kingdom,  would  injure  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  and  imperil 
the  security  of  Great  Britain,  this 
House  is  unalterably  opposed  to  the 
creation  of  an  Irish  Parliament  with  a 
responsible  executive,"  said  :  The  Motion 
which  has  been  moved  by  the  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Waterford,  with  all  that  customary 
eloquence  with  which  he  knows  so 
well  how  to  make  the  worse  cause  appear 
the  better,  reminded  the  House  that 
an  identical  Motion  which  he  moved  only 
a  few  years  ago  received  the  unanimous 
assent  of  the  Liberal  Party. 

Mr.    JOHN   REDMOND:    Only  the 

first  part. 

♦Earl  PERCY:  The  larger  part. 
There  is  one  sentence  to  which  I  will 
refer  at  greater  length.  If  the  object 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  were 
merely  to  satisfy  himself  of  the  doctrinal 
orthodoxy  of  his  political  friends,  that 
would  be  a  matter  of  domestic  discipline 
with  which  we  on  these  benches 
need  not  greatly  concern  ourselves. 
We  know  that  whatever  the  views  on 
the  subject  of  Home  Rule  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  may  be,  they  are  bound  by 
their  election  pledges  not  to  introduce  a 
Home  Rule  Bill  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment ;  we  know  that  they  have  staked 
their  collective  reputation  on  a  policy 
of  devolution,  which  now  turns  out  to  be 
the  one  policy  which  every  section  of 
opinion  in  Ireland  is  united  in  con- 
demning. We  know,  also,  that  after 
declaring  at  the  last  general  election,  on 
every  platform,  that  if  they  could  only 
get  a  majority  independent  of  the  votes 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangwa}', 
they  would  do  what  they  thought  best 
without  reference  to  any  other  considera- 
tion. It  only  required  a  hostile  vote  fro*n 
a  Nationalist  Convention  in  Dublin  to 
make  them  run  away  from  the  Bill  which 
they  had  just  induced  the  House  of 
Commons  to  read  a  first  time  with  a 
majority  of  300.  We  have  the  Chief 
Secretary  constantly  informing  u^  that  he 
knows  he  has  no  right  to  govern  Ireland, 
or  to  be  where  he  is  ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  telling  us  as  he 
did  last  Thursday  that  he  feels  the  present 
situation  to  be  both  humiliating  and 
degrading  and  yet  neither  of  these  Gentle- 
men is  able  to  devise  a  better  method  of 
saving  his  dignity  than  by  leaving  the 
executive  functions  of  Government  largely 
in  abeyance,  and  depriving  the  unfor- 
tunate persons  who  happen  tohveinthat 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  that 
measure    of    protection    of    life     and 
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property  which  we  have  hitherto  supposed 
to  be  the  birthright  of  every  British 
citizen.  If  on  the  top  of  that  really 
deplorable  record  they  choose  to  remind 
the  English  people  that,  bad  as  their 
actions  are,  their  principles  are  even 
worse,  certainly  it  is  not  for  us  to  grudge 
them  any  satisfaction  they  may  derive 
from  that  voluntary  act  of  public  penance. 
But  the  Menber  for  Waterford  has 
another  and  a  more  practical  object  in 
\aew  in  submitting  his  Motion.  "W  hen  the 
Irish  Devolution  Bill  was  abandoned  last 
year,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
made  a  speech  in  Dublin  which  was  not 
couched  in  the  diplomatic  phraseology 
which,  out  of  regard  for  the  feelings  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  feels  obliged 
to  use  in  this  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  explained  the  failure  of 
the  Government  by  saying  that  it  was 
formed  before  the  last  general  election, 
and  that  had  it  been  formed  after  the 
general  election  certain  "  Koseberyite " 
gentlemen,  as  he  described  them,  would 
not  have  found  places  in  the  Government 
at  all,  or,  if  they  had  found  places,  "  would 
have  held  their  tongues  on  the  subject  of 
Home  Kule."  I  think  I  am  quoting 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  almost 
textually.  He  then  proceeded  to  say 
that  the  failure  of  the  Devolution  Bill 
had  shown  the  Government  that  there 
was  no  practicable  alternative  except 
Home  Rule.  But  that  part  of  the  speech 
I  will  give  in  his  own  words.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said — 

"  The  fate  of  the  Irish  Council  Bill  has  shown 
the  Government  the  impossibility  of  satisfying 
Ireland  with  anjrthing  short  of  Home  Rule, 
and  has  made  this  certain  that  Home  Rule, 
not  devolution,  will  be  the  Irish  policy  put 
before  the  electors  et  the  next  general  election. 
My  own  estimate  is  that  the  general  election 
will  take  place  early  in  1909  and  in  my  opinion 
the  sooner  tlie  general  election  comes  the 
better.  It  is  our  duty  to  declare  plainly  to  the 
JJberal  Party  that  when  the  election  comes 
Home  Rule  must  be  put  in  the  forefront  of 
their  programme,  and  if  it  m  allied  with  the 
que'jtion  of  the  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
then  probably  all  the  better  for  Ireland.  We 
must  eflfect  this  duty  next  session,  and  place 
the  Irish  demand  plainly  before  the  House  pf 
Commons  and  the  English  peoy»le.  If  I  am 
asked  how  and  when  we  will  rabe  it  in  Parlia- 
ment, that  depends  on  circumstances,  and  even 
if  we  knew,  it  would  be  very  foolish  to  make 
the  announcemont  six  months  in  advance." 

The  cat  is  now  out  of  the  bag  in  the 
shape  of  this  Motion.  It  is  a  piece  of 
strategy    skilfully    designed  to  e:ctract 

Earl  Percy. 


from  His  Majesty's  Government,  if 
possible,  plain  answers  to  two  plain 
questions.  The  first  is,  Do  they  or  do 
they  not  admit  ih&t  devolution  is  hence- 
forth an  impracticable  policy?  ani 
secondly.  Do  they  or  do  they  not  intend 
to  put  Home  Rule  frankly  in  the  for3front 
of  their  programme  at  the.  next 
general  election,  even  if  they  prefer 
to  conceal  its  prominent  position  utider 
cover  of  an  attack  on  the  House  of  Lords  ? 
No  one  can  deny  that  these  are  pertinent 
questions ;  they  are  questions  which 
interest  us  and  interest  the  whole 
country,  as  well  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway.  I  ;The  Government 
have  produced  their  devolution  scheme 
and  it  has  failed.  We  have  a  right  to 
know  whether  and  to  what  extent  their 
Irish  policy  has  been  modified  in  conse- 
quence. They  have  produced  their 
scheme  for  reform  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  We  have  a  right  to  know,  and 
the  electors  have  a  right  to  know,  whether 
a  Home  Rule  Bill  is  to  be  one  of  the 
Bills  upon  which  the  House  of  Lords  is 
to  be  allowed  to  say  *'  No  "  three  times, 
and  is  then  to  become  law  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  the  details  of  the  Bill  have 
never  been  submitted  to  the  electors  at 
all.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  good  enough  to  say  of  my  Motion 
that  it  is  plain  and  straightforward. 
Our  position  is  perfectly  clear.  We  have 
never  regarded  devolution  as  anything 
but  a  trick  to  induce  the  electors 
of  this  country  to  commit  themselves 
to  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  by  a  side- 
wind. We  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  nothing  coidd 
be  more  disastrous  to  the  interests  of 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  than 
to  keep  this  vital  issue  permanently 
in  suspense,  and  he  is  quite  right 
when  he  says  that  to  Home  Rule 
we  remain,  as  we  always  have  been,  un- 
alterably opposed.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, I  hope  he  will  not  think  me  guilty 
of  discourtesy  if  I  say  that  it  seems  to 
me  to  consist  partly  of  premises  which 
are  all  more  or  less  at  variance  with  the 
facts,  and  partly  of  conclusions  which 
have  no  relation  at  all  to  the  premises. 
Really,  to  say  of  a  system  under  which 
the  Irish  people  have  precisely  the  same 
control  over  local  affairs  as  the  English 
people  have,  and  a  considerably  larger 
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share  of  political  representation  in  this 
House  than  the  electors  of  any  other  part 
of  the  Kingdom — to  say  of  such  a  system 
that  it  gives  them  no  voice  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  oi^n  affairs  must,  I  think, 
be  admitted  to  be  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  terminological  inexactitude. 
To  say  that  it  does  not  meet  with  the 
acceptance  of  any  section  of  the  Irish 
people  when  we  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  a  quarter  of  the  population,  composed 
of  the  most  wealthy — [An  Hon.  Member  : 
And  intelligent.] — I  will  not  use  an  offen- 
sive phrase — the  most  wealthy  part  of  the 
population,  is  not  only  content  with  the 
present  state  of  things,  but  is  desperately 
and  determinedly  opposed  to  the  very 
solution  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  recommends — is  scarcely  less 
absurd.  And  when  we  are  asked  to 
declare  that  the  present  administration 
of  Ireland  is  incapable  of  promoting  the 
prosperity  of  the  Irish  people,  it  is  quite 
bufficient  to  disprove  that  statement 
to,1  refer  to  statistics  j  which  have  been 
cited  over  and  over  again,  and  which 
are  recognised  tests  of  material  pros- 
perity in  the  case  of  every  other 
country  in  the  world  except  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
mentioned  again  to-night  the  drain  of  the 
populaticm  by  emigration.  That  is  no 
doubt  a  sad  and  undeniable  circumstance, 
but  that  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Union  is  conclusively  proved  by  the 
fact  that  the  population  of  Ireland 
steadily  increased  for  forty  years  after 
the  Act  of  Union.  Emigration  has  set 
in  during  the  last  half  century,  but  so 
it  has  also  in  England  and  Scotland. 
But  whereas  the  tendency  in  Ire- 
land shows  some  signs  of  arrest  (I  am 
told  on  very  good  authority  that  the 
number  of  Irish  emigrants  from  Ireland 
in  1905  was  less  than  it  has  been  in  any 
year  since  1851),  the  number  of  emigrants 
from  Scotland  is  greater  now  than  that 
from  Ireland.  And  in  the  case  of  Eng- 
land I  believe  the  emigration  is  larger  this 
year  than  it  has  ever  been.  Of  course, 
it  is  true  that  Ireland,  being  to  a 
greater  extent  than  England  dependent 
upon  agriculture,  has  suffered  to  a 
greater  extent  than  we  have  from  the 
effects  of  free  trade.  That  is  obvious. 
But  Home  Rule  has  never  been 
advocated,  by  the  Liberal  Party  at 
least,     on    the    ground    that    it    would 


enable  Ireland  to  revert  to  protection. 
On  the  contrary,  every  single  Home 
Rule  Bill  they  have  yet  brought  in  has 
been  careful  to  reserve  the  control  of 
the  Customs  Tariff  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  As  to  the  inefficiency  of 
the  administration  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  passed  it  over  with  very 
few  words.  He  said  very  naturally 
that  the  subje:t  had  been  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  last  Thursday,  and  he 
would  not  deal  with  it  at  any 
length.  But  we  have  the  testimony 
of  the  Prime  Minister  himself  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address  last  year,  and 
I  think  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  to  the 
effect  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
find  abler  administrators  than  those 
who  sit  in  Dublin  Castle  now,  and  if  it  is 
true  that  that  administration  is  costly, 
the  fa:t  is  partly  due  to  the  num- 
ber of  inspect  )r3  appointed  in  con- 
nection with  the  numerous  Acts 
which  this  House  has  passed  in 
order  to  satisfy  Irish  ideas,  but  mainly 
due  to  the  expense  of  the  police. 
The  cost  of  the  police  in  Ireland 
is  not  comparable  to  the  cost  of  the 
police  in  England,  because  the  police  in 
Ireland  have  to  perform  a  number  of 
duties  which  are  not  thrown  on  that 
force  in  this  coimtry,  and  in  any  case  the 
very  last  persons  who  have  a  right  to 
complain  of  the  cost  of  the  police  are 
hon.  Grentlemen  below  the  gangway, 
whose  language  and  constant  incitement 
to  agitation  of  every  kind  is  one  of  the 
factors  chiefly  responsible  for  the  swollen 
Estimates  under  this  head,  which  the 
Government  themselves  have  had  to  pre- 
sent to  the  House.  But  I  am  quite  aware 
that  there  are  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  are  far 
more  competent  and  better- qualified 
than  I  am  to  speak  about  the  effects  of 
Home  Rule  from  the  Irish  point  of  view, 
and,  so  far  as  that  part  of  the  Motion  is 
concerned,  I  shall  content  myself  by 
pointing  out  that  even  if  we  were  trium- 
phantly to  refute  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  satisfaction  every  one  of  his 
premises,  that  would  not  in  the  least 
degree  affect  his  belief  in  the  conclusion 
which  he  draws.  He  has  over  and  over 
again  told  us  in  this  House  and  else- 
where that  he  founds  the  claim  of  Ireland 
to  Home  Rule  upon  the  rights  of 
nationality,  and  although  he  lays  great 
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impix-ifiiuie.  but  it  viniid  in  ::».tiiiiiii  .f 
rhe  iviiia.  \W  hlvp  jLV4*ii  .vn-ii  lowm- 
meiit  ro  Innind  w  "o  wreitr  3nniii. 
and  \vp ;  in»  .  li wn  ^"5  .  ie v« ) i \Tiii:  rretjii  t*  •  wprs 
upon  '.lu^iii  !j«Hii«*.  'uir  i)vpr  "he  -^xerrise 
«»f  ev*»ry  power  -v iui.il  we  -ievoivo  ve 
retain  riie  .ibcmiute  lud  i^iftM-nvp  'imrrrM. 
in  rlu»  i-jt>t  n»s4Tr.  .11  -he  Iiiijvnai 
P:ir)i:imo!ir.  In  -he  -i^'  •:  '.fi-ii 
g'lvrnmiom  'ht'n^  >  Miurrr-i  >\-  "h^r 
.mdii<»r  «»i  :he  Lv»vai  •Iiivprr^iU'-'iir 
l<t>:m},  iiui  'low  •t'le'Stikirv  'h»t  'oi:rr»  1 
»s  in  lUf  .:;ij<»  ..I  Ir?M:iiid  'vi»  •;ii\v.  "iDt 
ItMij;  li^u,  MI  :iu'  u'ltmi  ■»[  'iie  Miiiiniirir 
Koanl  ii|  iliuiniuiiis*  '.v'U'n'  'Urn*  .vcn* 
i\\u  .ii»[»lu';inis  !nr  .1  :Mr*'i''iI-r  •«>p.rr::»'r, 
•  »Mr   Ml    \\\s\   Miiriu*   ■»i    Ki'Nfii  'nr  £11   ami 


»llf    ««!li,.r.    P;i!\.    i\. 


:irror    OeuiM 


»Ni  MKMrn-.'K  will!  .ibour  l''u>u!r  '] 
I  Uo  I*hmI  iiovrt MMitMir  lvi.«r»t  d»'es? 
r\rMi.-^»    riurltol     tri     l\»pl;ir.    A\\\\     lUl'ier 


ihlTr 


ll'IK'O       ui 


rnil   <mtroi.  ie:a:«Utive  .uxd  jdzniniatracive,  orer 
Lil  Inm  k£un.  * 

r^Lose  -rho  'Contend  rhivc  the  exertion  of 
ui  Imh  P'^riiiLinenr  and  an  executive 
-»*sp»  Mbi-  T*)  ir  ^m  save  the  time  of  this 
SoYLse  ire  )ound  tD  tell  Jt^  whit  is  the 
pracTicai  pian  which  rhev  pp>pi>9e.  Are 
"he  Inih  Members  to  be  retained  in  this 
Iii'Ua4»  ;  Lf  s«».  :ir«  rhev  to  vote  upon 
'..1  iue?»rn.n5  -.t  ')niv  apon  Iruh  ques- 
"10 ns  .  [f  i)nir  upon  Irish,  how  is 
■.r  pnipiiskMi  to  distuutuifih  between 
"hocje  jueshons.  and  in  the  case  of 
I  Miniiirr.  how  do  yon  pD3pi>5e  to  secure 
-h't  -hf  'ie«'i»ion  ot  the  Imperial 
?irii.:xTienr  ih:l  prevail?  When  j<)u 
'i-i^e  -Jerri***!  these  details  vou  will 
■ir.ii  ]r»iir*eived  ronfrcDntei  with  the  old 
lemm;:.  rtrr^n  keep  the  Irish  Members 
*aer»*.  ai  -he  i.'ase  «.^f  everv  Bill  which 
^M^mes  bet'>re  the  Irish  Parliament  vou 
will  aav»»  to  cif?i'iiie  whether  that  is  a 
::it'sr:iii  ivith  which  the  Irish  Farlia- 
nit»rit  is  iM  mpeter.t  to  deal ;  you  will 
liave  to  iet.'Lde  whether  np?n  this  or  that 
m»*asure  Irish  Members  should  be  allowed 
ro  vf'.te  here,  and  whether  the  veto  of 
iiioni  K(M!\l  tint  tUo  rvii:*4ni  why  rhey  the  L^nl- Lieutenant  has  been  properly 
luil  viivoH  I  ho  com  mot  to  Palv  wu*  or  impn-»perly  exercised.  It  is  clear 
iliii  lio  wijH  a  iiu'ftilvr  ot  the  Tiuted  that  all  those  questions  would  provide 
Im..Ii  LiM^uc  and  K\».ss  was  not.  Pre-  fruitful  and  recurring  topics  of  contio- 
» ».irl\  \\w  HjiMo  pnuciplo  applies  to  versy.  and  the  fate  of  Governments  in 
TuMiio  Kill  lo^islatio:i,  Pnvate  Bill  this  House  will  depend  not  upon  the 
li'k'L.I.iiioM  diVi*  not  withdraw  l^rivate  fidelity  with  which  they  have  discharged 
Milht  liom  ilio  comu^aibc  and  contn^l  t^f  their  iluty  to  the  Britsh  elector,  but 
ilo.i  lloufH'.  It  merely  prv^vide^  a  up<-in  their  attitude  to  Irish  Members 
Ml  u  Kmoi\  for  c!i]uirv  U*««s  oxpen-ive  anil  the  claims  of  the  Irish  Parliament, 
lliiiii  (lul  wKivh  takcv-*  place  before  If  the  Irish  Members  are  excluded  from 
l'ii\aio  liiil  v\»Munittiv.s.  I'hore  is  no  this  H  »iise  oi  Commons,  then'Tthe 
«liiluuli\  wKiicNer  \n  ^\\\\\^  Irelind  :^ttempt  by  a  Parliament  herein  which 
•onio  ..x.ttrni  ol  til  it  kiiul  except  the  Ireland  is  not  re  presented  to  control  a 
•  lull*  nil  \  i.i  inulin^  a  iiibinial  which  Parliament  there  in  which  we  fre  not 
will  (MiiitMiiut  \\w  eontivloMce  of  all  1  represented  would  ho  to  repeat  in  a 
li.tli  MoniluT*  We  .'.11  know  very  slightly  difTorenf.  form  the  same  ex- 
*^«H  til 'I  iImi  will  not  sitisfy  hon.  periment  as  thjif  which  lost  us  our 
Ui  i.ili  mru  hilnw  I  ho  mn^way.  They  ;  American  colonicM.  80  far  from 
hni  (••III  III  (h((  \\\\\\  thev  object  to  reliewig  conj^cHtion  in  the  House  of 
••  OM  Kiuiti.l  wluit'Ncr  Ihmm^  retaintH.1  Commons  wo  should  find  ourselves  in  a 
I'l  ilii.  Iiii|iiitil  IViiltinient  over  i>owera  1  far  worse  position.  The  amoimt  of  time 
»»••!•  Ii   ili.\     ilrli-v-iU^   to    hvland.      Let  j  now  occupied  iu  H^^Uflsing  Irish  affairs 


t  ha  t     respei  t      be  r  wee n 


Iho  two  i-ountiieK,      Ihe  Mulliiijrir  Boan.; 
ol  (ilia  id  la  MS  inh>^!nt^l  the  L*val  Inu-em- 


' '"  "  I"  H.I  iiii.l.iko  a)»out  thi«  ptuut, 
'"  '  '"  ■  «•  J '  iin|Miii  ihi  The  hon.  and 
l«  •«..  .1  U.  mill  1  ti.i  W.iti'ifonl  L:8t 
.'   «i      O'l  Ml  III,-.  t.»uiiii"i»  Hall 
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•  iiiiiH  III  |iiii|iii  t.  Ui  liiiuil  over  to 
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be  excluded  from  those  councils  on  the 
ground  of  politics  or  of  religion.  In  1902 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  sneak- 
ing at  Newtown  Butler  advised  the 
electors  in  so  many  words  not  to  vote 
for  any  candidate  who  was  not  a  member 
of  the  United  Irish  League.  In  twenty- 
seven  counties  the  councils  were  swept 
almost  bare  of  Unionist  representa- 
tion altogether,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  went  to  Cork  and  boasted 
of  the  fact  that  "the  county  and  dis- 
trict councils  of  Ireland  formed  a  net- 
work of  Nationalist  organisation 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
country."  I  do  not  mention  that  for  the 
purpose  of  casting  a  stone  at  the  National- 
ist county  councils.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  said  the  Unionist 
county  councils  in  the  North  are  just 
as  bad.  It  may  be  so,  but  does  not  that 
add  to  the  force  of  my  argument  ? 
Does  it  not  show  the  absolute  folly 
of  introducing  into  a  country  in 
which  you  cannot  now  get  men  of 
difEerent  religions  and  politics  to  work 
together  even  for  the  purposes  of  local 
government,  a  system  which  must  mean 
either  a  permanent  segregation  of  North 
and  South  into  watertight  compartments 
under  separate  legislative  and  adminis- 
trative systems,  or  else  the  permanent 
subjection  of  a  population  numbering 
1,250,000  to  a  racial  and  religious 
supremacy  which  they  abhor.  The  third 
observation  I  would  make  on  the  point 
of  nationality  is  that  if  it  is  a  good  argu- 
ment for  giving  Home  Rule  it  is  an 
equally  good  argument  for  granting 
separation.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  very  careful  not  to  repudiate 
the  idea  of  separation.  Does  he  re- 
pudiate it  now  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  be  kind  enough  to  ask  a 
more  definite  question.  I  repudiate 
nothing  I  have  ever  said  in  public,  here 
or  elsewhere.  I  never  said  anything 
more  emphatically  and  strongly  else- 
where than  I  have  stated  on  the  floor 
of  this  House. 


♦Earl  PERCY  :  I  do  not  in  the  least 
qiUknel  with  that  statement.  But  here 
18  a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
fast  Tyrone,   who   moved   the   Motion 


last  Thursday.  It  is  quoted  from  the 
New  York  Irish  World — 

"  The  message  we  bear  " — 

— that  is  to  America — 

"  is  from  that  iUustrious  leader  of  our  Party, 
John  Redmond.  If  there  is  any  man  in  tins 
audience  who  says  to  us,  as  representing  that 
Parliamentary  movement :  M  do  not  believe  in 
your  Parliamentary  ideas.  I  do  not  accept  Home 
Rule.  I  go  l)eyond  it,  I  believe  in  an  independent 
Irish  nation  * — if  any  man  says  this,  I  say : 
'We  do  not  disbelieve  in  it.'  These  are  our 
tactics.  If  you  axe  to  take  a  fortress  first 
take  the  outer  works.  We  believe  that  no 
man  has  a  right  to  set  limits  to  the  aspirations 
of  a  nation,  and  no  man  has  a  right  to  say : 
*  Thus  far  shalt  thou  go,  and  no  farther.'  " 

These  are  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway,  and  of  those  upon 
whose  votes  they  depend.  We  know 
what  has  been  the  result  of  Home  Rule 
wherever  it  has  been  based  upon  national 
claims  as  in  the  case  of  Sweden  and  Nor- 
way, so  often  quoted  as  a  parallel  to 
our  own,  and  as  the  separation  of  the 
United  Kingdom  is  not  an  Irish  question 
any  longer,  but  a  question  of  vital 
concern  to  Great  Britam  herself,  ar  d  to 
the  Empire  as  a  whole,  I  propose  with  the 
leave  of  the  House  to  devote  the  few 
remaining  remarks  I  have  to  make  to  that 
concluding  part  of  this  Motior,  about 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  practi- 
cally nothing,  which  asks  us  to  affirm 
that  Home  Rule  would  greatly  promote 
the  well-being  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain.  What  is  the  advantage  which 
Great  Britain — ffter  all,  not  an  in- 
significant part  of  the  United  Kingdom — 
is  to  derive  from  Home  Rule  ?  The 
commonest  inducement  held  out  to  us, 
I  think  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
is  that  if  we  gave  Home  Rule  we  should 
at  length  be  masters  in  our  own  house, 
that  we  should  relieve  the  congestion  of 
business,  and  have  more  time  to  attend 
to  questions  of  Imperial  and  domestic 
interest.  Most  people  who  use  that  argu- 
ment are  really  tninking  either  of  some 
devolution  of  administrative  responpi- 
bility,  in  connection  with  local  govern- 
ment, or  else  they  are  thinking  of  the 
adaptation  to  Ireland  of  some  scheme  of 
private  Bill  legislation  like  that  which  has 
been  adopted  in  the  case  of  Scotland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  said  that  if  my  Amendment  were 
accepted  it  would  make  the  devolution 
of    Private    Bill    legislation    to    Ireland 
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impossible,  but  it  would  do  nothing  of 
the  kind.  We  have  given  local  govern- 
ment to  Ireland  as  to  Great  Britain, 
and  we  are  always  devolving  fresh  powers 
upon  local  bodies,  but  over  the  exercise 
of  every  power  which  we  devolve  we 
retain  the  absolute  and  egective  control, 
in  the  last  resort,  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  In  the  case  of  local 
government  there  is  control  by  the 
auditor  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  how  necessary  that  control 
is  in  the  case  of  Ireland  we  saw,  not 
long  ago,  in  the  action  of  the  Mullingar 
Board  of  Guardians,  where  there  were 
two  applicants  for  a  particular  contract, 
one  in  the  name  of  Ross  for  £11  and 
the  other,  Daly,  £13,  the  latter  being 
accepted.  The  Local  Government  Board 
asked  for  an  explanation.  [A  National- 
ist Member  :  What  about  Poplar  ?] 
The  Local  Government  Board  does 
exercise  control  in  Poplar,  and  under 
the  present  system  there  is  no 
difference  in  that  respect  between 
the  two  countries.  The  Mullingar  Board 
of  Guardians  informed  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  the  reason  why  they 
had  given  the  contract  to  Daly  was 
that  he  was  a  member  of  the  United 
Irish  League  and  Ross  was  not.  Pre- 
cisely the  sime  principle  applies,  to 
Private  Bill  legislation.  Private  Bill 
legislation  does  not  withdraw  Private 
Bills  from  the  cognisance  and  control  of 
this  House.  It  merely  provider  a 
machinery  for  enquiry  less  expensive 
than  that  which  takes  place  before 
Private  Bill  Committees.  ITiere  is  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  giving  Ireland 
some  system  of  that  kind  except  the 
difficulty  of  finding  a  tribunal  which 
will  command  the  confidence  of  all 
Irish  Members.  We  all  know  very 
well  that  that  will  not  satisfy .  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gxngway.  They 
have  told  us  that  what  they  object  to 
is  any  control  whatever  being  retained 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  over  powers 
which  they  delegate  to  Ireland.  Let 
there  be  no  mistake  about  this  point, 
because  it  is  important.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterford  last 
year  said  in  the  Queen's  Hall — 

"  If  the  Government  propose  to  hand  over  to 
Ireland  the  control  of  any  department  in  the 
government  of  Ireland,  they  must  hand  over.that 
control  wholly  and  abolutely.    Our  demand  is  for 

Earl  Percy. 


full  control,  legislative  and  adminiatri&tive,  over 
all  Irish  affairs." 

Those  who  contend  that  the  creation  of 
an  Irish  Parliament  and  an  executive 
responsible  to  it  will  save  the  time  of  this 
House  are  bound  to  tell  us  what  is  the 
practical  plan  which  they  propose.  Are 
the  Irish  Members  to  be  retained  in  this 
House  ?  If  so,  are  they  to  vote  upon 
all  questions  or  only  upon  Irish  ques- 
tions ?  If  only  upon  Irish,  how  is 
it  proposed  to  distinguish  between 
those  questions,  and  in  the  case  of 
a  conflict,  how  do  you  propose  to  secure 
that  the  decision  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  shall  prevail  ?  When  yhii 
have  settled  these  details  you  will 
find  yourselves  confronted  with  the  old 
dilemma.  If  you  keep  the  Irish  Members 
here,  in  the  case  of  every  Bill  which 
comes  before  the  Irish  Parliament  you 
will  have  to  decide  whether  that  is  a 
question  with  which  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment is  competent  to  deal ;  you  will 
have  to  decide  whether  upon  this  or  that 
measure  Irish  Members  should  be  allowed 
to  vote  here,  and  whether  the  veto  of 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  has  been  properly 
or  improperly  exercised.  It  is  clear 
that  all  those  questions  would  provide 
fruitful  and  recurring  topics  of  contro- 
versy, and  the  fate  of  Governments  in 
this  House  will  depend  not  upon  the 
fidelity  with  which  they  have  discharged 
their  duty  to  the  Britsh  elector,  but 
upon  their  attitude  to  Irish  Members 
and  the  claims  of  the  Irish  Parliament. 
If  the  Irish  Members  are  excluded  from 
this  House  of  Commons,  then  *  [the 
attempt  by  a  Parliament  here  in  which 
Ireland  is  not  represented  to  control  a 
Parliament  there  in  which  we  tie  not 
represented  would  be  to  repeat  in  a 
slightly  difEerent  form  the  same  ex- 
periment as  that  which  lost  us  our 
American  colonies.  So  far  from 
relieving  congestion  in  the  House  of 
Commons  we  should  find  ourselves  in  a 
far  worse  position.  The  amount  of  time 
now  occupied  in  discussing  Irish  afEairs 
has  been  greatly  exaggerated,  and,  after 
all,  the  legislative  output  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  far  greater  than  the  out- 
put of  any  Continental  Assembly.  If 
it  be  true  that  we  have  not  suf&cient 
time  adequately  to  discuss  the  Estimates, 
Imperial  questions,  and  questions  of 
social    reform,    it    is    not    Ireland    that 
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blocks  the  way,  but  the  inveterate  habit  of 
both  jMoties  of  devoting  the  maximum  of 
the  time  at  their  disposal  to  those  measures 
which  command  the  minimum  of  agree- 
ment. Until  we  seriously  set  ourselves 
to  reform  this  habit  I  feel  quite  certain 
that  the  electors  will  not  accept  the  plea 
of  overwork  as  a  sufiBicient  excuse  for 
repudiating  any  one  of  our  Imperial 
responsibilities.  If  Home  Rule  will 
not  save  our  time,  will  it  save  our 
pockets?  I  do  not  think  that  that 
contention  has  been  put  forward  by 
anybody.  The  Irish  Members  contend 
tkat  it  will  enable  them  to  effect  certain 
esonomies,  although  the  money  saved 
in  one  direction  will  be  spent  in  another. 
I  do  not  think  that  anybody  contends 
that  the  money  so  saved  would  go  into 
the  pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer. 
We  have  had  a  warning  of  what  is  in  store 
for  us  in  the  Irish  Coimcil  Bill,  where 
the  handing  over  the  control  of  only 
eight  departments  to  an  Irish  Government 
was  estimated  to  cost  £650,000  extra, 
and  even  then  we  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  that  Ireland  would  be  starting 
aelf-govemment  as  a  bankrupt  concern. 
Whatever  else  is  in  doubt  it  is  certain 
that  under  Home  Rule  we  shall  have 
to  pay  a  great  deal  more  than  we  do 
now;  we  shall  lose  all  control  over  its  ex- 
penditureand  the  only  efiective  security  for 
the  advances  of  some  £150,000,000  under 
the  Irish  Land  Act  namely,  the  power 
in  case  of  default  of  resuming  possession 
of  the  soil.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  shall 
be  accused  of  imputing  dishonesty  to  the 
Irish  peasantry,  but  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gxngway  have  taught  us  that  actions 
which  are  considered  dishonest  and  crim- 
inal in  England  are  to  be  palliated  and 
condoned  in  Ireland  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  consonant  with  Irish  ideas. 
Every  argument  which  has  been  used 
to  justify  the  non-payment  of  rent  to 
a  private  landlord  will  be  equally  valid 
to  justify  the  non-payment  of  rent  to 
the  State  which  has  now  stepped  into 
the  position  hitherto  occupied  by  the 
private  owner.  According  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Waterford 
England  has  robbed  Ireland  of  no  less 
a  sum  than  £2,000,000  a  year  ever  since 
1^  owing  to  the  re-arrangement  of 
the  income-tax  and  the  liquor  duties  in 
that  year. 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  That  is  not 
my  statement  at  all.  It  is  the  statement 
of  the  Royal  Commission. 

♦Earl  PERCY  :  At  any  rate  the  state- 
ment is  endorsed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Every  tenant  under  a  Home 
Rule  system  who  refuses  to  pay  his  renfc 
will  be  held  up  to  admiration  as  a  martyr 
who  is  stan(Ung  up  for  the  national 
right  to  a  recovery  of  its  stolen  goods, 
while  the  tenant  who  tries  to  meet  his 
obligations  will  be  denounced  as  a  traitor 
and  exposed  to  all  the  machinery  of 
boycotting  and  outrage  without  even 
that  meagre  amount  of  police  protection 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  feels  he  can 
still  provide  without  doing  violence  to 
his  political  consistency.  If  Home  Rule 
does  not  save  time  or  money,  how  is  it 
going  to  promote  the  well-being  of 
England  ?  There  remains  only  the  argu- 
ment of  sentiment :  "  Trust  the  Irish 
people  and  you  will  be  rewarded  with 
their  enthusiastic  loyalty."  Judicial 
separation  which  is  ordinarily  regarded 
as  at  best  a  regrettable  remedy  for  the 
evils  of  matrimony,  is  in  the  case  of 
Ireland  to  be  the  means  of  affect- 
ing a  "Union  of  hearts."  That  is 
the  language  used  in  England  and  on 
English  platforms,  but  in  Ireland  legal 
separation  is  advocated  as  the  prelude  to 
divorce  and  to  the  reaUsation  of  Mr. 
Pamell's  ambition  to  "sever  the  last  link 
which  binds  Ireland  to  England." 
It  is  hardly  surprising  if,  under 
these  circumstances,  we  prefer  to  incur 
the  slight  inconvenience  which  arises 
from  incompatibility  of  temper  to  running 
the  certain  risks  which  we  should  incur 
if  we  allowed  our  partner  to  set  up 
business  on  her  own  account,  and  contract 
possibly  a  new  alliance  at  our  own 
lodge-gates  with  any  enterprising  neigh- 
bour who  happened  to  have  an  eye 
to  our  plate  and  jewellenr.  The  truth 
is  that  the  situation  of  Ireland  within 
twelve  miles  of  these  shores  is  a  domin- 
ating factor  in  the  consideration  of  this 
question  of  Home  Rule .  Let  us  assume  for 
argument's  sake,  that  Ireland  is  the  most 
loyal  part  of  the  whole  British  Empire. 
Does  anyone  really  suppose  that  if  Aus- 
tralia or  Canada  occupied  the  same 
position  of  proximity  that  Ireland 
docs  we  should  have  given  them 
the  same  measure  of  self-government 
that  they  have  now  ? 
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Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  : 
you  would. 


Certainly 


♦Earl  PERCY  :  Certainly  we  should 
not,  nor  does  the  Liberal  Party  believe 
we  should.  Lord  Crewe  in  1902  said  at 
Whitchurch  : — 

'*  He  would  never  be  a  party  to  a  proposition 
which  placed  Ireland  in  a  position  of  practical 
independence  sich  as  that  x)osses8ed  by  New 
Zealand.  The  circumstances  of  the  two  places 
were  entirely  different  in  a  large  number  of 
respects.  Sooner  than  that  he  would  see 
Ireland  deprived  of  its  Praliamentary  repre- 
sentation and  governed  as  a  Crown  Colony." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.):  We 
would  rather  be  a  Crown  Colony  than  be 
here. 

♦Earl  PERCY :  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  went  to  Belfast  last  year 
and  told  the  people  there  that  separation 
is  unthinkable.  Why  is  it  unthinkable  ? 
If  the  Union  Jack  is  not,  as  most  of  us 
regard  it,  the  symbol  of  a  fact  in  nature, 
but,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  described  it 
last  week,  the  symbol  of  a  political  trans- 
action, why  is  the  separation  of  Ireland 
from  Great  Britain  unthinkable  ?  It  is 
not  unthinkable  in  the  ease  of  the  Colonies, 
it  happened  in  the  case  of  the  United 
States,  it  was  advocated  by  Cobden  as  a 
positive  benefit  to  this  country  and,  how- 
ever disastrous  from  other  points  of 
view  no  one  will  preterd  that  the 
separation  of  Canada  or  Australia 
would  involve  any  strategic  risk  to 
the  security  of  this  country.  That  is 
not  the  case  with  Ireland.  After  all, 
in  these  matters  it  is  absurd  for  people 
who  are  not  naval  or  military  experts 
to  rely  on  their  own  opinions.  We  have 
the  testimony  on  this  subject  of  no  less 
an  authority  than  Captain  Mahan  who 
has  insisted  in  the  strongest  terms  on 
the  danger  we  should  incur  by  conceding 
to  Ireland  the  Parliament  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  desires.  And 
when  we  remember,  what  actually 
happened  at  the  time  of  the  Irish 
Rebellion,  when  we  recall  the  state- 
ment of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
gangway  that  the  hour  of  England's 
danger  will  be  the  hour  of  Ireland's 
opportunity,  when  we  remember  the 
declaration  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Crentleman  two  years  ago,  that  if  he 
believed     armed     rebellion     would     be 


successful,  he  would  advise  it  now,  is  not 
the  very  fact  that  he  believes  that  under 
present  conditions  it  would  not  be 
successful  the  best  argument  from  our 
point  of  view  for  preserving  those 
conditions  intact  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  at  least  achieved  one 
object,  whatever  may  be  the  attitude  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  By  bringing 
forward  this  Resolution,  he  has  shown 
at  all  events,  that  Home  Rule  is 
still  a  living  issue,  and  that  it  is  not 
a  "bogey."  I  agree  with  him.  If 
any  proof  were  needed  to  demonstrate 
the  vitality  of  Home  Rule,  we  should  find 
it  in  the  fact  that  it  has  managed  to  sur- 
vive its  connection  with  the  Liberal  Party. 
It  is  now  a  quarter  of  a  century  or  more 
since  that  Party  joined  hands  politically 
with  the  men  whom  they  had  denounced 
as  marching  through  rapine  to  the  dis- 
integration of  the  British  Empire,  and 
announced  their  intention  of  giving  to 
Ireland  a  form  of  government  which  would 
do  justice  to  its  national  aspirations  and 
afford  free  scope  for  the  national  energy. 
How  have  they  redeemed  that  promise  ? 
Twenty-two  years  ago  they  offered  Ire- 
land something  less  than  the  status  of  a 
British  self  -  governing  colony.  Last 
year  they  offered  her  the  status  of  an 
Indian  province.  They  make  rapid  con- 
verts but  very  poor  missionaries.  If 
faith  is  shown  by  works  their  faith  seems 
to  be  governed  by  the  law  of  diminishing 
returns,  and  yet  I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  be  per- 
fectly satisfied  if  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  again  to-night,  do 
obeisance  and  homage  to  an  abstract 
Resolution,  on  which  afterwards  they 
will  be  free  to  place  any  interpretation 
they  please.  And  twenty-five  years  hence, 
we,  or  our  successors,  will  be  sitting  here 
while  the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  will 
get  up  in  his  place  to  state  the  irreducible 
minimum  of  Ireland's  demands  and  to 
explain  how  utterly  impossible  is  the 
latest  Liberal  proposal  to  govern 
Ireland  as  a  British  Protectorate 
with  a  Resident  Commissioner.  [A 
Nationalist  Member  :  We  will  carry 
Home  Rule  before  then.]  I  do  not 
think  so.  Home  Rule  may  be  a  living 
issue,  but  it  is  a  losing  cause,  not  merely 
because  its  own  advocates  are  growing  luke- 
warm and  faint-hearted,  but  on  account 
of  the  growing  enthusiasm  of  the  British 
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people  for  an  ideal  whicli  is  the  very 
antithesis  of  that  enshrined  in  the  Motion 
on  the  Paper.  While  hon.  Grentlemen 
from  Ireland  are  asking  us  to  accept 
a  policy  founded  on  the  assumption  of  a 
necessary  antagonism  between  the  in- 
terests of  the  nearest  and  closest  of  neigh- 
bours, the  Colonies  are  asking  us  to  recog- 
nise that  even  distance  itself  no  longer 
offers  an  insuperable  barrier  to  the  creation 
of  a  corporate  union  between  the  heart 
and  the  members  of  the  Empire  closer  and 
more  tangible  than  has  ever  existed 
before.  Who  can  doubt  which  of  these 
ideals  is  the  more  likely  to  fire  the 
imagination  and  the  enthusiasm  of  the 
British  people,  which  of  these  alterna- 
tives in  days  when  success  in  war  and 
commerce  alike  depends  more  and  more  on 
concentration  and  union,  is  most  likely 
to  secure  that  when  the  struggle  comes — 

'*  In  the  last  great  fight  of  all. 
Our  honse  may  stand  together  and  its  pillars 
may  not  fall.** 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
'That  *  in  line  1,  and  to  insert  the  words  *  in- 
umnch  as  the  abandonment  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  of  its  undivided  responsibility, 
both  for  legislation  and  administration  within 
the  United  Kingdom,  would  injure  the  pros- 
perity of  Ireland  and  imperil  the  security  of 
Great  Britain,  this  House  is  unalterably  opposed 
to  the  creation  of  an  Irish  Parliament  with  a 
Mponsible  executive.*  '* — {Earl  Percy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRELL,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
noble  Lord  in  the  course  of  his  very 
interesting  speech,  which  certainly  had 
a  most  eloquent  ending,  made  a  remark 
vhich,  I  think,  is  calculated  to  startle 
even  the  comparatively  uninitiated  mind. 
He  referred  to  the  Act  of  Union  as  a  fact  in 
nature,  and  on  my  having  alluded  to 
it  the  other  day  by  the  more  prosaic, 
bfut  more  correct  title  of  a  political 
transaction.  I  would  remind  him  that 
lus  fact  in  nature,  as  it  had  its  origin 
in  the  year  1801,  could  hardly  claim  so 
l»road  or  ancient  a  title.  After  all, 
the  problem  we  are  discussing,  involving 
as  it  does  a  Parliament  in  Ireland,  is  not 
a  new  problem^  for  Ireland  once  had  a 


of  Ireland,  154 

Parliament  of  her  own ;  and  I  do  not 
think  anybody  acquainted  with  its  his- 
tory need  be  ashamed  of  it.  The  noble 
Lord  who  never  stands  in  need  of  lan- 
guage strong  enough  to  express  the 
depths  of  his  conviction,  and  sometimes 
the  intensity  of  his  personal  dislikes — 
[Opposition  cries  of  "  No."] — I  mean 
political  dislikes.  I  do  not  wish  in  any 
way  to  attribute  to  the  noble  Lord 
personal  dislikes  to  Ireland  or  to  Irish- 
men. But,  at  all  events,  he  takes  his 
stand  upon  this  fact  in  nature.  He 
would  have  us  believe  that  the  Party 
with  which  he  is  now  honourably  con- 
nected regards  the  Union  as  immutably 
fundamental — a  written  constitution  al- 
most impervious  to  time.  He  has, 
indeed,  suggested  that  in  the  matter 
of  Private  Bill  legislation,  it  might  be 
capable  of  some  amendment ;  but 
that  is  the  farthest  he  is  prepared 
to  go,  and  when  he  came  to  that  part 
of  the  subject  which  evidently  is  most 
near  to  his  heart — namely,  the  well- 
being  of  England,  he  made  it  pretty 
plain  that  Ireland,  being  necessary 
for  England's  safety,  if  she  does  not 
like  it  she  must  lump  it.  The  bargain 
was  struck  a  hundred  years  ago,  when 
his  fact  in  nature  made  its  appearence. 
But  he  knows  as  well  as  I  do,  being  a 
well-read  and  studious  man,  that  it 
was  engendered  in  a  pit  of  corruption. 
He  has  "  Lord  Castlereagh's  Correspon- 
dence "  on  his  library  shelves  ;  and  no 
doubt  he  has  carefully  read  it.  But 
England  has  forgotten  all  about  that — 
it  took  place  more  than  100  years  ago — 
and  what  England  has  forgotten  Ireland 
has  no  right  to  remember.  I  hope  that 
everybody  will  take  note  of  the  fierce 
spirit  of  determination  which  rang  through 
the  whole  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech. 
He  stands  for  the  Act  of  Union  without 
any  substantial  amendment.  I  hope 
I  may  assume  that  he,  at  all  events, 
will  never  at  any  time  be  a  party  to  any 
reduction  in  the  numbers  of  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  representatives.  If  a 
people  sell  their  country  and  their 
Parliament  they  are  entitled,  at  all 
events,  to  go  on  receiving  the  price ; 
and  while,  no  doubt,  a  good  deal  t)f 
money  was  paid  down  on  the  nail,  the 
chief  part  of  tho  consideration  for  that 
political  transaction  was  a  continuing 
consideration,    to    be    paid    year    after 
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year  by  Parliament  after  Parliament, 
in  the  number  of  Irish  Members  who  were 
to  be  sent  across  the  stormy  channel  to 
represent  their  country  in  this  House. 
But  I  am  not  sure  that  I  am  safe  in 
that  assumption.  Indeed,  I  do  not 
feel  at  all  safe  in  any  assumption  which 
is  based  on  the  immutability  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  The  noble  Lord  has  an 
autocratic  temper.  [Cries  of  "  Oh."] 
I  only  wish  I  were  an  autocrat  myself. 
But  although  we  may  have,  or  would 
like  to  have,  an  autocratic  temper, 
autocrats  we  can  never  be.  The  noble 
Lord  must  have  associates.  He  cannot 
work  his  will  alone ;  he  must  have 
political  companions ;  and,  in  these 
days,  it  takes  all  sorts  to  make  a  Cabinet. 
[Laughter  and  cheers.]  I  am  glad  to 
hear  from  the  future  Members  of  a  future 
Cabinet  that  they  are  entirely  of  that 
opinion.  I  make  no  pretence  of  being 
a  political  Nestor ;  but  I  have  seen  some 
strange  things  in  my  time  since  the  day 
in  1885  I  hoisted  the  black  flag  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  in  a  division  of  my 
native  city  of  Liverpool. 

Nothing  is  more  noticeable  in  our 
Party  politics — a  strange  and  eventful 
history  in  the  past,  which  seems  likely 
to  be  a  still  more  strange  and  eventful, 
but,  I  do  not  believe,  a  more  honourable, 
history  in  the  future — than  the  pressure 
of  single  ideas.  I  remember  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's pamphlet.  The  History  of  an  Idea. 
His  idea  was  Home  Rule  for  Ireland. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  is  evidenced 
by  the  noble  liOrd's  peroration,  are  very 
busy  writing  the  history  of  another  new 
idea — Tariff  Reform.  We  are  all  agreed 
about  this,  that  it  is  an  imperious  idea, 
some  think  an  Imperial  idea,  but  at  all 
events  it  is  a  very  jealous  idea,  and  a  very 
bustling  idea,  which  has  already  brought 
some  very  strange  people  together  and 
made  them  love  one  another  with  a  love 
almost  passing  the  love  of  woman.  Only 
the  other  day  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wimbledon  described  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham — whom 
he  has  described  in  other  days  in  other 
fcerms — as  the  greatest  of  living  states- 
men. The  reason  why  he  thinks  that — a 
perfectly  honest  and  legitimate  reason — is 
bec<iU6e  he  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
share  together,  passionately  and  eagerly, 
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what  I  admit  is  a  groat  idea.  What  has 
Ireland's  share  been  in  this  great  idea  ? 
The  sale  of  Cobden's  spectacles  in  Ireland 
has  never  been  very  great ;  Ireland,  if  we 
are  to  believe  Irishmen,  and  sometimes 
we  do,  has  been  twice  ruined,  ruined  by 
protection  in  the  eighteenth  century,  and 
well  nigh  ruined  by  Free  Trade  in  the  nine- 
teenth century.  The  Colonial  Premiers 
when  they  came  over  here  the  other  day 
were  received  by  ail  Parties  with  the  ut- 
most cordiality.  Gentlemen  opposite  ad- 
mired them  enormously,  even  perhaps 
more  than  I  did,  they  admired  their 
oratory,  their  political  wisdom,  their 
financial  insight.  But  they  were  not  the 
only  people  who  treated  the  Colonial 
Premiers  with  courtesy  and  kindness,  or 
who  interchanged  ideas  with  them.  The 
only  time  I  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting 
any  number  of  these  gentlemen  was  at  an 
Irish  banquet.  I  found  them  hob" 
nobbing  with  extraordinary  friendship 
and  good  feeling  with  representatives 
from  Ireland,  in  fact  they  none  of  them 
made  any  disguise  about  it  that  they  were 
all  Home  Rulers  together.  I  am  only 
suggesting  that  here  is  a  dominant  idea 
which  may  bind  all  the  world  together. 
Paris  was  worth  a  mass  to  Henry  IV. ; 
perhaps  seventy  or  eighty  votes  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  may  some  day  be 
worth  some  modification  of  our  system. 
Notwithstanding  all  the  speeches  that 
may  be  made  to-night  or  any  other  night, 
in  this  House  or  in  the  country,  there  is 
no  man  in  this  House  who  does  not  know 
perfectly  well  at  the  bottom  of  his  mind 
that  sooner  or  later,  by  one  Party  or  the 
other,  there  will  be,  and  there  must  be, 
very  substantial  modifications  made  in 
our  relations  with  Ireland  and  in  our 
form  of  governing  that  country.  It 
must  come.  The  noble  Lord,  of  coarse, 
is  a  Party  man,  and  made  a  Party  speech, 
and  naturally  he  referred  to  what  he 
called  the  Devolution  Bill — the  Irish 
Council  Bill.  I  admit  that  sometimes 
there  has  been  what  might  be  celled  a 
conspiracy  of  silence  about  that  Bill.  I 
have  not  joined  that  conspiracy  of  silence, 
though,  being  a  very  modest  man,  it  is  no 
part  of  my  business,  having  been  acco- 
ciated  with  iis  introduction  and  its  failure 
to  go  about  the  country  calling  attention 
to  its  merits.  Let  the  dead  bury  its  dead. 
All  I  can  say  is  I  am  not  ashamed  of  that 
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measure,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Govern-  ] 
ment  have  any  cause  to  be   ashamed 
of  it  in  any  way.      I  think  it    would 
have  been  a  very  good  thing  if  that 
measure  had  received  fuller,  freer,  and 
fairer  discussion  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 
whatever    judgment    the    Irish    people 
had  ultimately  passed  upon  it.    I  quite 
agree  that  that  measure  was  not,  and  was 
never  intended  to   be,  a   substitute   in 
any  way  for  Home  Rule.    It  was  some- 
times said  to  be  a  halfway  house  to  Home 
Bule;     well,  it  might  have  proved  so. 
If  there  is  going  to  be  Home  Rule  some 
day,  everything  you  do  will  contribute 
to  Home  Rule.    If  there  is  not  going  to 
be  Home  Rule  a  substituted  mode  of 
government  will  tell  against  it.    It  was 
not  in  any  sense  Home  Rule,  but  it  would 
have  handed  over  to  the  Irish  people  an 
important  measure  of  control  in  all  the 
four  or  five  chief  departments    of   the 
State.    The   great   regret   I   have   now 
in  looking  back — it  was  an  exception  to 
the  general  rule — to  the  speech  I  made  in 
introducing  that  measure  is  that  I  should 
have  been   led  astray,   by  reading,   to 
enumerate  a  great  number  of  perfectly 
trumpery  Boards  which  exist  in  Dublin — 
about  which  far  too  much  fuss  has  been 
made,  for  they  vill  be  found  existing  in 
other   places   besides    Dublin — and   did 
not  concentrate  myself  more  than  I  did 
on  the  fact  that  the  Bill  would  have 
handed  over  'oo  Irishmen  the  administra- 
tion  of  the    four   or   five   main   things 
which    sensible    men    would    desire    to 
administer.     I  have  enjoyed  this  oppor- 
tunity of   making   a   better   speech   on 
behalf  of  that  Bill  than  I  did  when  I 
introduced  it,  and  pass  from  that  subject, 
which,  I  quite  agree,  in  no  way  affects  the 
relative    position    of    Ireland    towards 
Home  Rule,  c  r  the  Liberal  Party  towards 
■  Home    Rule.     I    desire    to    impress    on 
the  House  that,  apart  altogether,  from 
nationality,     national     feeUng,      pride, 
emotion,  and  past  history,  which  nobody 
but  a   fool  ever  overlooks,   I  find  this 
question  staring  me  in  the   face,   that 
diere  is  no  time  in  this  House  to  do  the 
things  which  Ireland  imperatively  needs, 
which    it   is   admitted   that   she    needs, 
and  which  she  must  receive  unless  mis- 
fortunes  and   miseries   are   to   dog   her 
path,  and  unless  her  final  conne  tion  with 
thiir  country   is   to   be   our   everlasting 
We  all  know  that  there  is  a 


great   congestion    in    this    House,    that 
England  and  Scotland  have  to  be  put 
off,    but   I   say   Ireland   cannot   afford 
to   be   put   off.     She   cannot   afford   to 
have  her  education  delayed,  or  her  local 
government     left     unreformed     in     its 
present     state.     There     are     constant, 
steady,       and      innumerable       reforms 
necessary.     There     is    the     land    ques- 
tion.   It    is    characteristic    of  English- 
men to   believe  that  when   they  have 
introduced  now  arid  again,    under  the 
pressure  of  circumstances,  a  concession 
to   Ireland,   as  in   1903,   they  can  say 
farewell  to  Ireland.     There  is  the  noble 
Lord ;    a  better  informed  man  in  many 
respects  you  will  not  find ;     he   knows 
all  about  Turkey  and  the  East.     But  I 
venture    to   say   he    knows   very   little 
about  the  present   state   of    the     land 
question    in    Ireland.    And    yet     those 
who    are    compelled    to    consider     this 
question  know  that  at  this  very  moment 
the  land  question  in  Ireland  is   perhaps 
as  serious  as  it  ever  was  before.     The 
financial    system    on    which    the    land 
money  is  forthcoming  has  broken  down. 
A  document  has  been  lodged    on    the 
Table  of  the  House  ;   it  suggests  certain 
courses  and  substantial  alterations  which 
will  be  necessary  if  this  land  purchase 
system  is  not  completely  to  break  down. 
The    Estate    Commissioners'     office    is 
completely    blocked;        the     Congested 
Districts  Board  is  without  funds  to  do 
the  work  of  the  relief  of  congestion  to 
which  this  House  istands  pledged  both 
in  honour  and  money.     All  these  things 
require  constant  Parliamentary  attention 
day  by  day,  week  by  week,  and  month  by 
month.     What  is  the  good  of  a   Chief 
Secretary  thinking  about  these    things  ? 
He  may  think  about  them  till  his  hair 
turns  grey — it  turns  grey,  really,  in  the 
ordinary   course    of   time,    and   not   in 
consequence   of   any   official   cares    and 
duties.     He   may   think   till    his     head 
aches,   but  he  cannot  get  the  time  in 
this  House.     Hon.  Members  from  Ulster 
know    that    as    well    as    hon.    Members 
below  the  gangway.     There  are  scores 
of   measures   which   are    really     vitally 
necessary  unless  you  are  going  to    have 
something  like  hell  in  Ireland —  [Opposi- 
tion cries  of    "  Oh,    oh  !  "] — from   this 
land  question,  which  requires  immediate 
and  constant  attention.     I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  crime  and  murder,  I  am  speaking 
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of  profound  dissatisfaction  and  misery, 
I    am    speaking    of    the    dislocation    of 
society.     Do  hon.  Gentlemen  think  they 
need  only  fling  such  an  Act  as  that  of 
1903  to  Ireland,  and  tell  the  peasants 
all    over    Ireland    that    the    naoney    is 
forthcoming   to   buy   all   the   lands   by 
which  they  are  surrounded  ?     The  peas- 
ants do  not   perhaps  scan  very   closely 
the  Act,  which  not  even  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Attorney-General  fully  under- 
stands ;     they  believe,  and  are  entitled 
to  believe,  in  consequence  of  the  a^te- 
ments  in  this  House,  that    it    was  ot© 
intention  of  Parliament  to  supply  money 
speedily  so  that  landlordism  might  be 
abolished    and    peasant    proprietorship 
established  in  its  place  both  in  pastoral 
and    agricultural    land.     That    is    their 
belief;     they  are,  if  you  like,  excitable, 
and  on  this  question  of  land  have  strange 
views  of  their  own.     But  I  am  persuaded 
that  if  you  introduced  such  land  legisla- 
tion into  East  Anglia  you  would  have  far 
worse  troubles  and  excitement  than  ever 
you  have  among  these  people.     [Opposi- 
tion Cries  of  "  Oh  !  "]    I  am  surprised 
that  anyone  should  contradict  it,  except 
those  who  think  that  the  peasants  of 
Ireland   are    worse   than   those    of   any 
other  country.     What  is  wanted  is  time, 
which  is  not  an  article  of  manufacture. 
Such  legislation  as  you  introduce  is  ex- 
cellent if  you  only  have  the  courage  to 
pursue  it,    and   carry   it    out    properly. 
It  may  be  necessary  to  amend  it.     It 
is  of  no   use    expecting    this    Imperial 
Chamber  to  devote  the  weeks,  months, 
and  years  necessary  to  secure  what  is 
required    to    do    the    work    of    Ireland. 
Time  presses,  and  what  is  the  good  of 
the  noble  Lord  trying  to  pin  us  with 
some  dilemma  or  other  ?     The  fortimes 
of   Ireland      are   not   to    be    destroyed 
by   a   dilemma.     Some   way   out   of   it 
has  to  be  found,  if  only  people  are  well 
disposed.     I  should  not  have  done  right 
if  I  had  not  taken  this  opportunity  of 
expressing    my    own    belief    that    some 
substantial    modification    is    absolutely 
necessary,  which  will  transfer  to  Ireland 
and  to  the   Irish  people   the   constant, 
steady,    day-by-day,    and    year-by-year 
attention   to    their   own   agairs,    unless 
you  wish  to  see  a  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land which  we  should  all  deplore.     That 
is  the  view  which  presents  itself  in  the 
most  forcible  way  to  my  mind  ;     and 
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there  is  really  nothing  surprising  in  the 
demand  that  Irish  afEairs  should  have 
constant,  steady  attention  in  a  ParUa- 
ment  doing  nothing  else.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Waterford  desired  me  to  say  what  the 
opinion  of  the  officials  in  Ireland  would 
be.  Well,  I  decline.  Officials  in  Ireland, 
like  officials  elsewhere,  take  their  colour 
from  those  with  whom  they  are  associated. 
If  you  ask  me  what  businesslike  people 
in  Ireland  are  thinking  about,  our  officials 
are  businesslike  men,  and  if  you  ask  me 
what  they  are  thinking  about,  not  as 
officials  but  as  businesslike  men,  my 
own  belief  is  that  the  great  bulk  d 
business  men  in  Ireland  are  searching 
for  and  thinking  of  some  means  of 
developing  the  resources  of  their  coontzy, 
and  of  preventing  it  from  sinking  into 
a  state  of  decay.  Well,  you  will  not 
do  much  o^that  thinking  on  the  floor 
of  this  Hobfe.  [Cries  of  "Why?*'] 
You  will  not 'get  the  time.  Yon  can 
only  get  the  tij>ne  in  one  session  for  one 
big  contested  subject  and  after  tlttt 
it  is  forgotten  \tid  everytiiing  &lb 
behind.  AVe  hiw.^  excellent  rion  onn- 
troversial  Bills  hiUr^  us  which  hivt 
no  chance  of  passijig.^nd  under  a  Con- 
servative Government 'we  were  in  jaxp^ 
cisely  the  same  posiiWi,  J  am  not 
going  into  the  que^tir^Vof  fhe  Lomi 
Government  Act  of  189o¥l  sometimfs 
feel  I  should  like  to  kru?— I  know  I 
never  shall— what  is  the  ill  feeling  of 
gentlemen  opposit-e  abonithut  hi* 
Are  they  glad  they  posaed  iirirefiiej 


sorry  ?     I  should  be  very 
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a  straightforward  answer  toMqiif^* 
tion.     At   a    time    when    I    ^.  ktk 
about  Ireland,  there  Beenied  ti  it)  b* 
a  good  deal  of  Benfie  in  whnt  ^v/Hj 
Lord    Salisbury    and    Lard    H;!'»- 
that  at  a  time  when  there  was  ^.  oi 
profound  political  dificonteiit  iii^i 
it  was  a  little  dangerous  to  give  thel 
government  before   you  had   jittt^L 
to  solve  the  greater  and  more  inipj 
difficulty.     That  was  the  view 
two  very  diatinguiahed  men.     Hri 
they  altered  their  views*  or  thei^ 
were  put  on  otic  side  by  the 
of  events,   and   the   Local   Gov^ 
Act  was  passed  ;  and  we  h^ive  r# 
heard  from   Unionist   platftjrniW* 
mark  that  it  has  been  a  failure.pi 
of  course,  liad  some  experient:- •* 
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resident    of    the    Local     Government 
sard,    and    in    my   judgment    it    has, 
jrhaps  with  the  exception  of  a  single 
mnty,    worked    extremely    well    and 
onomically.     And  when  you  ask  about 
ligious    preferences,    I    must   say    the 
piles  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
entleman  opposite,   which  I   know  to 
5    perfectly   accurate,   dispose   of  that 
iggestion  as  completely  as  it  can  be 
sposed   of.     If   you   ask   me   whether 
mtracts    in    Ireland    are    always    con- 
dered    on    their    merits,    whether    the 
srsonal  element  never  enters  into  them 
-of  course  it  does.     We  have  our  own 
ate  of  things  here  at  home.     I  know  of 
)thing  in  Ireland  to  equal  revelations 
ade  in  municipal  agairs  in  this  country, 
llowing    for    personal    preference    and 
»r  other  influences  which  work  in  all 
3dies,   Irish  contracts  have   been  well 
iministered    and    Irish    business    has 
jen    marvellously   well   done    by   men 
ho — one    would    have    thought    until 
le^e  heavy  duties  were  imposed  upon 
lem — had    very    little    fitness    or    ex- 
srience  for  it.     But  it  was  a  stupendous 
cperiment    for    a    responsible    Govern - 
ent  to  entrust  this  difficult  and  elaborate 
Drk   to   a   class   of   persons    who   had 
ver  had  any  experience  of  the  kind 
fore,   and   the   great   bulk   of   whom, 
was  known,  were  animated  by  very 
:>ng  national  feelings  and  very  strong 
itical   prejudices.     I   say   they   have 
e  their  work  well,   and   that  great 
rash  experiment,  as  I  think  it  was, 
rash    experiments    sometimes    are, 
been  justified  by  results.     Of  course 
iiberal  Party  is  a  Home  Rule  Party. 
'.  can  be  no  sort  of  doubt  about  that, 
cal  Opposition  cheers.]    I  say  it 
Home   Rule   Party.     At   the    last 
*n  a  number  of  persons,  including 
I  gave  what  amounted  to  a  sub- 
I     promise.       Although     I     was 
1  to  avail  myself  of  every  practical 
nity    of    carrying    through    an 
lent  of  our  relations  with  Ireland 
-espect,  I  never  disguised  from  the 
of  North   Bristol   that   having 
)  the  vast  number  of  questions 
)  electors  at  that  time  I  was  fully 
I    it   would    be    impossible    to 
e  Parliament  to  be  elected  to 
.  any  rate  the  whole  of  one 
the  introduction  and  passing 
iis  House  of  Home  Rule.    It 
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would  involve,  imless  the  House  of 
altered  its  mind,  another  election, 
therefore  it  was  outside  practical  pc 
to  enter  into  consideration  of  the  ques 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  how  far  it 
wise  or  fcolish  to  give  such  a  pledge 
am  bound  to  say  I  shall  not  do  it  ag 
for  reasons  which  I  think  will  comm 
themselves  to  some  people's  minds.     1 
the  pledge  has  done  nobody  any  hari 
it  has  not  done  Ireland  any  harm.     1 
fact  is  that  in  our  politics  you  cannot  dett 
mine,  and  it  does  not  lie  altogether  wi 
the  deliberate  will  of  so  called  statesmt 
to  determine,  what  shall  be  the  question 
which  are  decided  at  a  general  electioL 
You  cannot  do  it,  and,  if  I  may  make  th« 
remark  in  further  candour,  that  is  the 
danger  which  Home  Rule  is  in   at   the 
present  moment.  At  a  general  election  you 
cannot  get  the  predominant  partner   to 
think  about  anything  he  does  not  want  to 
think  about.  I  say  there  are  at  present  par- 
ticular questions  of  great  interest  and  of 
a  controversial  character  which  English 
people  will  discuss  whether  Irish  people 
wish  them  to  do  so  or  not,  and  it  is  not 
in  the  power  of  any  of  us  to  put  a  par- 
ticular   question    to    the    predominant 
partner  for  determination.     That,  in  my 
judgment,  is  one  of  the  reasons  for  pro- 
testing against  the  present  imjust  treat- 
ment of  Ireland  in  this  matter.     Ireland 
is  linked  to  a  great  and  wealthy  nation 
full  of  serious  ideas,  thinking  of  all  sorts 
of    novel    things — things    dear    to    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  things  dear  to 
hon.    Gentlemen    below    the    gangway. 
Every  kind  of  interest  is  clashing  and 
striving  for  predominance,  and  poor  Ire- 
land  is   left   behind  ;    she  has  not    the 
power  to  make  her  presence  felt,  and  she 
is  left  in  a  position  which  to  my  mind 
is  fatal  to  her  proper  development  and 
to  her  just  and  true  interest.      I  appeal 
to  all  practical  politicians  whether  that 
is  not  a  fact.     Who  can  say  what  will  be 
the  dominant  issue  at  the  next  general 
election  ?     I   do   not   want   to   use   the 
expression    "  mandate."     I    do    not    al- 
together   recognise    the    theory    of    tie 
mandate,  but  I  do  recognise  that  this 
House,  being  the  representatives  for  the 
most  part  of  the  great  English  people, 
will  find  themselves,  whether  they  like 
it  or  not,  compelled  to  deal  first  with 
those  questions  which  have  excited  the 
deep   interest   and   aroused   the   strong 
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feelings    of    the    electors    as    a    whole. 
Theref  i  e,  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  any- 
body t  >  s  ly  how  or  to  what  extent  Home 
Rule  CJ-.  I  bo  made  a  practical  issue  at  the 
next  elo!  tion.     But  I  am  persuaded  that 
the    Liberal    Party    will    maintain    the 
positioK   they  have  occupied  as  strong 
advocates  of  Home   Rule.     I  will  give 
you  that  party  advantage.     I  know  what 
you  want  it  for — to  serve  you  a  turn  along 
with  beer  and  a  good  many  other  things, 
and  to  enable  you  to  make  a  very  good 
figure,  in  your  judgment,   at  the   next 
election.     But   I   say  that  if   the  Irish 
people  desire,  as  I  think  they  well  may, 
that  this  question  should  be  prominently 
before  the   English  people   at  the  next 
election  so  that  a  vote  may  be  taken  upon 
it  in  some  such  way  as  to  make  it  possible, 
probable  even,  that  some  effect  should 
bejgiven  to  their  wishes  by  legislative 
enactment,  they  will  do  well  to  make 
it  perfectly  clear  and  plain  what  their 
proposals  are  and  what  they  will  accept, 
and    to    deal    quite    frankly    with    the 
dij0&culties,  with  all  of  which  the  hon. 
and  *  learned    Gentleman    the    Member 
for  Waterford  dealt  in  the  course  of  his 
closely  reasoned  speech,  to  which  I  am 
sorry  the  noble  Lord  did  not  give  closer 
attention  in  his   reply.    Let  us   know 
what    these    proposals    are,    what    the 
safeguards    are    for   the   minority      in 
Ireland.     Make    it    perfectly    plain,    so 
that  the  English  may  see,  as  I  believe 
they  are  perfectly  ready  to  see,   that 
the    present    Parliamentary    system    is 
wholly  an  impasse  so  far  as  Irish  affairs 
are    concerned.    I    have    little    doubt 
that,  if  that  course  is  taken,  and  that 
is  made  perfectly  plain,  the  great  majority 
of  the  Liberal  electorate,  at  any  rate — 
I  cannot  answer  for  those  who  think 
otherwise — will   rally   round  the   cause 
with  which  their  name  has  been  long 
and  honourably  associated,  to  do  their 
best  and  not  leave  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  solve  this  great  difficulty. 

*Mr.  butcher  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) said  he  would  not  follow  the  Chief 
Secretary  into  a  detailed  discussion  of  Irish 
administ  rative  pr.  blems ;  he  would  rather 
call  back  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
some  of  the  greater  issues  which  underlay 
the  momentous  question  which  had  been 
brought  before  them  that  afternoon.  As 
he  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 

Mr^  Biirell. 


learned    Member    for     Waterford,    he 
wondered   whether   he   recollected    the 
debates  which  took  place  in   the  years 
1886  and  1893.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  told  them  that  all  the  great  ob- 
jections to  Home  Rule  had  by  this  time 
been  removed,  falsified  by  events^    But 
there  were  certain  cardinal   objections 
which  were  as  valid  now  as  fchey  were 
then.    To-day,  they  knew  more  even  than 
in  1886  as  to  the  Imperial  beajings  of 
the  problem.    The  questions  raised  were 
not     the    subtleties    of    constitutional 
lawyers,  they  touched  at  vital  points  the 
daily  working  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  principles  of  Imperial  administra- 
tion.    In  the  light  of  those  discussions  an 
abstract  resolution  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  was  futile  and  meaningless.     It  was 
easy  to  reel   off   the  glib  formula  about 
a  separate  Parliament  and    a    separate 
executive ;  it  presented  no  great  difficulty 
till  the  care  to  grapple  with  a  scheme  and 
express  Home  Rule  in  legislative  form. 
Mmy  in  this  House  would  remember  that 
in  both  the  Bills  Mr.  Gladstone  brought 
forward,  there  was  one  organic  detail,  as 
he  called  it,  which  went  to  the  heart  of 
the  Home  Rule  problem.     It  was  this. 
Were   the  Irish  Members  to  be  out  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  or  in  it  1    If  out,. 
as    under    the  Bill  of    1836,   then  the 
effective  supremacy  of  Parliament  was 
gone  ;   its  last  symbol  was  removed  ;  it 
remained    a    mere    phrase,    a    shadowy 
sovereignty,  a  paper  supremacy.     If,  oa 
the  other  hand,  the  Irish  Members  were 
to  be  in  the  House  of  Commons,  or  half 
in,  half  out,  as  under  the  Bill  of  1893, 
then  in  the  words  of  the  prasent  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  they  became — 

**  Arbiters  and  masters  of  English  policy 
and  of  the  rise  and  fall  of  Britifui  Adminis- 
trations." 

The  result  would  be  that  on  successive 
days  there  might  be  two  majorities  in  this 
House  supporting  opposite  policies,  ac- 
cording as  the  Irish  Members  were 
present  or  absent.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  just  now  said  that  tiie 
future  of  Ireland  was  not  to  be  destroyed 
by  a  dilemma.  But  this  dilemma  was 
not  a  bit  of  mere  verbal  logic,  it  was  a 
matter  afEecting  every  department  of 
Imperial  policy.  The  reason  why  th© 
question  of  the  retention  or  exclusion  of 
the  Irish  Members  never  was  solved  was 
that  it  was  insoluble.    The  Home  Bub 
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Bills  were  an  attempt  to  do  the  thing 
that  was  impossible — ^to  make  Irelind  at 
once  a  part  and  not  a  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  There  was  not  merely  no 
halfway  house  between  the  Union  and 
Home  Rule  ;  there  was  nonebetween  the 
Union  and  Irish  Independence. 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  said 
most  truly  that  an  entirely  new  situa- 
tion had  been  created  in  Ireland  since 
1886  and  1893.     A  great  measure  of  land 
purchase   had   been   passed.     An   argu- 
ment for  Home  Rule  had  been  founded 
on  that  measure.     It  was  said  that  the 
soil  of  Ireland  was  being  transferred   to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  that  there- 
fore   the    Government    of   the   countr}' 
ought   in   like     manner    to     be     trans- 
ferred.    No  doubt    the    Land    Purchase 
Act    was    a  new  and  important     factor 
in    the    Home    Rule    question.     British 
credit  had  been  pledged  to  the  extent 
of  £100,000,000,   perhaps  £150,000,000. 
But  did  not  the  conclusion  to  be  drawn 
from  the  fact  point  in  [another  direction. 
The  British  people  might  fairly  claim  to 
have   some   adequate   security   for   the 
repayment  of  that  enormous  sum.     Al- 
though he   admitted  that  hitherto   no 
loans  had  better  been  repaid  than  the 
sums  advanced  for  land  purchase,   he 
maintained  that  the  only  guarantee  for  the 
continued,  orderly  and  punctual  repay- 
ment  of  that  money  lay  in  having  an 
executive    directly    responsible    to    the 
Imperial    Parliament.     But    there    was 
another  side  to  land  purchase.     It  in- 
volved a  great  agrarian  and  social  re- 
volution— ^peaceful,    but   none    the    less  i 
a    revolution.     A    long    land    war    was 
drawing  to  an  end  ;  the  first  necessity 
was    repose,    a    respite    from    political 
turmoil.     Already  new  and  burning  ques- 
tions had  arisen.     Wild  hopes  had  been 
aroused.     The   transfer  of   land   would 
evidently  be  no  simple  matter.    A  move-  i 
ment  for  the  redistribution  of  land  was  on 
foot.    Landless  and  lawless  men  backed 
by   the   branches   of  the   United   Irish 
League    were    pushing    the    movement. 
It  had  begun  in  two  counties  in  the  west, 
it  had  now  spread  to  ten  or  twelve. 
No  one  in  his  senses  could  hand  over  the 
Qovemment  of  Ireland  at  such  a  moment 
to  an  Irish  Executive. 
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Apart  from  these  difficulties  the  new 
peasant  proprietors  needed  to  be  trained 
to  new  habits  and  to  learn  new  methods. 
For  years  to  come  they  would  need  that 
training.  Without  it  the  mere  transfer 
of  land  must  fail  of  its  object;  it  might 
even  prove  to  be  economically  disastrous. 
What  was  proposed  ?  That  to  the 
agrarian  revolution  there  should  be 
added  a  political  revolution ;  that  be- 
tween the  land  war  now  expiring  and 
the  new  order  of  things  about  to  be 
estabUshed  they  should  sandwich  in  a 
constitutional  change  which  altered  the 
relations  of  the  three  kingdoms.  At  a 
moment  when  social  rest  was  the  most 
'  pressing  of  all  needs,  and  the  first  condi- 
I  tion  of  industrial  progress,  they  were  a  .ked 
I  to  fling  the  country  back  into  politics  and 
I  divide  all  Ireland  into  two  actively 
I  hostile  camps.  It  meant  years  of  unrest 
and  ferment,  disturbing  to  agriculture,, 
paralysing  to  industry.  It  was  un- 
profitable to  run  at  the  same  time  two 
ideas  so  different  as  social  reconstruction 
and  political  revolution.  In  that  up- 
heaval agriculture  and  industry  must 
go  under.  Political  passions  were  the 
death  of  economic  progress. 


Another  fact  in  the  new  situation  was 
that  Ireland  now  enjoyed  local  govern- 
ment. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
urged  its  success  as  an  argument  for 
Home  Rule.  But  how  had  those  powers 
been  exercised  ?  What  had  been  the 
treatment  of  the  minority  ?  True,  in- 
deed, local  affairs  had  not  on  the  whole 
been  financially  mismanaged ;  but  the 
Irish  Party  had  missed  one  of  the  greatest 
opportunities  they  ever  had  for  com- 
mending Home  Rule  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  They  might  have 
impressed  the  people  of  England  with 
their  generosity  towards  the  minority. 
But  what  happened  ?  In  the  whole 
province  of  M  anster  there  were  only  two 

'  Unionists  on  the  county  councils  as 
against  217  Nationalists ;  in  Connaught 
there  were,  he  believed,  two  Unionists 
to  142  Nationalists.  In  fourteen  counties 
there  was  only  a  single  Unionist]  councillor 
to  be   found.     In  all  Ireland   out  of  a 

i  total  of  951  members  of  county  councils 
only  134  were  Unionists,  and  116  of  those 
ivere    in    Ulster.     That   state    of   things 

I  had   come    about   by   official   orders   of 
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the  United  Irish  League.  He  did  not 
complain  of  this.  Many  Unionists  who 
were  in  favour  of  giving  local  government 
to  Ireland  foresaw  that  this  would 
probably  happen ;  but  none  the  less 
the  Unionist  Party  resolved  to  give  it, 
and  rightly  so,  their  position  being 
that  Ireland  should  have  every  privilege, 
and  every  constitutional  right  that  was 
enjoyed  by  the  rest  of  the  United  King- 
dom. He  quite  understood  the  principle 
of  retaliation.  The  Nationalists  said 
it  was  their  turn  to  be  uppermost,  and 
they  meant  to  be  uppermost.  The 
minority  accepted  the  fact  but  took 
note  of  it.  Historic  causes  were  pleaded 
for  it.  Yes,  and  those  historic  causes 
would  not  be  removed  by  Home  Rule 
but  intensified  in  their  action.  Ireland 
was  deeply  divided  by  difierence  of 
race,  creed,  and  tradition.  The  two 
Irelands  were  inveterately  opposed  ;  and 
no  scheme  of  Home  Rule  could  work 
magic  and  get  rid  of  these  deep-seated 
causes.  But,  he  submitted,  the  manage- 
ment of  local  affairs  was  one  thing 
and  the  larger  rights  of  citizenship  were 
another.  To  be  ousted  from  all  manage- 
ment of  local  affairs  was  indeed  galling, 
but  it  was  endurable.  To  be  thrust  out 
from  the  shelter  and  justice  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  was  intolerable.  Irish 
Unionists  claimed  no  ascendancy ;  all 
that  they  asked  for  was  equality.  But 
they  protested  against  an  old  ascendancy 
being  replaced  by  a  new  domination. 

As  regards  their  convictions  they 
were  exactly  wh're  they  were  in  1886. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  had  spoken  of  a  considerable  number 
of  landlords  who  had  become  Home 
Rulers  since  that  date.  His  own  belief 
was  that  there  were  not  half-a-dozen 
landlords  in  Ireland  who  had  gone  over  ; 
they  had  not  been  so  base  as  to  alter 
their  principles,  because  they  had  their 
purchase  money  in  their  pockets.  The 
minority,  however,  were  not  landlords 
only,  or  Ulstermen  only,  but  included 
scattered  groups,  and  individuals  all 
over  Ireland.  And  their  demand  was 
this — that  the  administration  of  justice, 
the  repression  of  crime,  the  maintenance 
of  public  order,  and  the  protection  of 
the  rights  of  property  and  the  rights  of 
conscience  should  remain  in  the  keeping 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Let  them 
look  at  Ireland's  past,  at  the  history  of 

Mr.  Butcher. 


that  country  riven  with  faction,  and  ask. 
Is  the  demand  unreasonable  ?  But  there 
were  other  minorities  than  that  permanent 
minority — minorities  not  of  race  or 
creed,  or  politics,  but  comprising  all  who 
in  any  part  of  Ireland,  in  town  or  village 
had  dared  to  act  in  defiance  of  a  dominant 
opinion  or  follow  an  honest  calling  which 
local  tyrants  condemned.  For  twenty- 
five  years  he  had  watched  and  waited  to 
see  whether  the  leaders  of  Nationalist 
opinion  in  Ireland  would  ever  utter  a 
word  in  defence  of  individual  human 
liberty.  In  all  that  concerned  the  suffer- 
ings of  peasants  in  relation  to  their 
landlords  they  had,  no  doubt,  shown 
deep  and  genuine  sympathy.  But  he  had 
never  known  them,  either  collectively 
or  as  individuals,  breathe  one  word  in 
defence  of  man,  woman,  or  child — rich 
or  poor — who  was  being  oppressed  by  a 
dominant  majority.  At  this  hour  there 
was  proof  of  it  in  the  persecuted  lives  of 
numbers  of  men  in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land. Depend  upon  it,  they  could  never 
build  up  the  freedom  of  a  nation  on  the 
servitude  of  the  individual. 

Now  let  them  imagine  what  was  to 
him  almost  unthinkable,  that  a  Home 
Rule  measure  had  been  passed ;  let 
them  think  out  one  or  two  of  the  con- 
sequences. One  immediate  effect  was 
certain.  Capital  for  a  time,  at  least, 
would  be  withdrawn.  British  credit 
would  have  gone.  There  would  be  a 
growing  and  deepening  poverty.  Hopes 
that  had  been  raised  high  were  doomed 
to  be  disappointed.  It  would  be  a 
moment  of  ^illusionment.  The  party 
of  disruption  would  step  in.  They 
would  press  home  their  argument.  It 
was  the  argument  so  often  enforced  by 
the  leader  of  the  Irish  Party  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  They  would  say :  "  Look 
at  the  material  decline  of  the  country. 
Things  are  going  from  bad  to  worse. 
What  is  the  cause  ?  There  is  no  cause 
but  one.  The  economic  fact  is  the  result 
of  a  political  cause.  It  is  all  due  to  the 
malign  and  blighting  influence  of  the 
British  connection.  We  are  still  tied  up 
with  England.  We  have  no  control  over 
our  fiscal  system.  We  cannot  protect 
our  trade.  We  cannot  endow  our  reli- 
gion. We  cannot  deal  freely  mth  oar 
education.  We  are  fenced  in  with  vexa- 
tious safeguards;  let  them  be  with- 
drawn.   Let  us  free  our  Parliament  and 
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free  our  executive  from  outside  control. 
Thus  only  can  we  realise  the  dream  of 
our  race,  the  immemorial  hope  of  Irish 
patriots."  What  answer  could  or  would 
be  made  ?  Every  argument  now  used 
for  Home  Rule  would  then  come  back 
with  redoubled  force  for  separation. 
And  mark,  there  was  already  in  Ireland 
a  party  who  openly  demanded  separa- 
tion. They  were  not  a  wild  revolu- 
tionary gang  of  Irish  Americans,  but  a 
party  with  ideas,  and  a  constructive 
party — visionary  perhaps,  but  drawing 
into  their  ranks  the  abler  intellect  among 
the  younger  men.  They  were  not  ani- 
mated by  a  mere  barren  hatred  of  England. 
They  appealed  to  the  self-respect  of 
the  nation.  They  desired  to  build  up 
her  industrial  character  and  foster  her 
self-reliance ;  they  called  on  the  people  to 
work  out  their  own  regeneration.  Would 
the  Parliamentary  Home  Rulers  if  once 
Home  Rule  had  been  granted,  dare  to 
stand  up  against  that  Sinn  Fein  party  ? 
The  thing  was  inconceivable.  Join  it 
they  would  and  must  from  the  outset  if 
they  were  not  content  to  be  permanently 
effaced.  And  another  section  of  opinion 
would  by  that  time  have  come  into 
existence.  Friends  who  had  been  be- 
trayed were  sometimes  turned  into  foes. 
Many  who  were  now  not  even  Home 
Rulers  would  then  be  Separatists.  They 
would  throw  themselves  into  the  move- 
ment for  independence  with  the  em- 
bittered sense  of  rejected  loyalty  and  of 
spumed  allegiance.  Of  two  unspeakable 
calamities — he  hardly  liked  to  say  it,  yet 
he  believed  it  in  his  heart — separation 
would  be  the  lesser  evil,  less  than  the 
long-drawn  agony  of  a  Home  Rule  period 
which  must  inevitably  lead  tlurough 
friction  and  exasperating  misunderstand- 
ing to  disintegration. 

He  was  not  blind  to  the  difficulties  of 
the  Unionist  position.  On  the  other  side, 
however,  he  placed  the  incalculable,  and 
to  his  mind — ^the  insuperable  dangers  of 
the  Ho^ie  Rule  policy.  Home  Rule  was 
not  merely  a  political  experiment,  it  was  a 
desperate  gamble  with  Imperial  interests ; 
and  if  it  should  prove  an  error,  it  was  an 
error  which  was  fatal  and  irretrievable. 
Patience  was  needed  in  dealing  with 
Ireland.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
it  was  within  a  brief  period  that  thoroug  a 
remedial  measures  had^been  attempted. 


They  could  not  hope  in  twenty,  thirty,  or 
forty  years,  to  undo  the  work  of  centuries. 
But  they,  as  Unionists,  were  resolved  to 
go  forward  with  remedial  efforts.  They 
were  determined  to  redress  evepy  Irish 
grievance,  to  apply  economic  remedies 
to  economic  disorders,  and  to  give  to 
Irehnd  everything  that  could  be  given  in 
justice,  in  generosity,  and  with  safety.  But 
there  was  need  of  courage  as  well  as 
patience  in  the  affairs  of  nations  ;  and  if 
ever  this  country  should  grow  faint- 
hearted and  feeble  of  purpose,  if  ever  she 
should  abandon  her  great  task  through 
weariness  or  despair,  and  fall  back 
upon  the  mad  project  of  discussion, 
then  it  would  not  be  Ireland  only  that 
would  be  lost  to  the  Empire. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN.  (West  Ham,  N.) 
said  he  had  listened  with  great  interest 
to  the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  Amendment  and  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  or 
to  the  more  practical  part  of  them, 
which  dealt  with  the  future,  rather  than 
to  that  which  recapitulated  the  past; 
because  he  must  confess  that  on  this 
particular  question  many  of  them,  especi- 
ally the  younger  of  them,  who  had  made 
some  attempt  to  study  the  Irish  question 
in  Ireland  and  in  England,  were  far  more 
concerned  with  the  new  circumstances 
than  with  any  attempt  to  fight  over 
again  ancient  battles  and  old  arguments 
which  had  continued  for  so  long,  and 
which  were  familiar  to  every  Member  of 
the  House.  In  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University,  to  whom  he 
always  listened  with  the  very  greatest 
pleasure  because  of  the  earnestness  of 
his  statements  and  of  the  eloquent  way 
in  which  they  were  presented,  he  could 
find  no  kind  of  hope  in  the  suggested 
remedies  which  he  offered  for  what  was 
acknowledged  by  all  to  be  a  very  pro- 
found scandal  to  British  Government 
as  at  present  constituted.  The  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
was  devoted  to  a  demonstration  which 
it  seemed  to  him  required  the  assump- 
tion that  Ireland  was  in  a  thoroughly 
desirable  condition  at  present.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  Ireland  wanted  repose, 
and  he  offered  to  give  Ireland  that 
repose  by  a  continuance  of  resolute 
government.  Had  that  resolute  govern- 
ment given  Ireland  repose  for  the  last 
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twenty  years  ?  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  what  was  wanted  was 
the  sinking  of  the  present  violence 
and  political  dissension  in  Ireland.  He 
had  listened  to  a  great  many  violent 
speeches,  but  he  had  never  listened  to 
one  more  violent  than  that  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
itniverjitv  in  attacking  hon.  Members 
below  the  gangway  in  regard  to  Home 
Rule. 

Mr.  butcher  :    No  ;    I  did  not. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  no  kind  of  protection 
was  given  to  loyalists  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  at  present. 


Mr.  butcher  :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  I  did  not  allude  to  the  pro- 
tection given  to  them  at  present. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN  said  he  was  not 
referring  to  economic  protection  He, 
of  course,  accepted  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  but.  so  far  as  he  remembered, 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  was  that 
they  were  persecuted,  and  that  if  they 
sought  redress  they  found  none.  In  order 
to  carr}'  out  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  the  Con- 
servative Party  would  have  to  be  per- 
manently in  power,  which  was  a  very 
imlikely  thing  ;  secondly,  they  would  re- 
quire a  readjustment  of  Chief  Secretaries 
within  that  Party ,  and,  thirdly,  they  would 
have  to  assume  that,  during  the  remainder 
of  this  century,  or  any  other  century, 
the  Irish  people  (who  according  to  the 
hon.  Member's  own  statistics,  had  united 
by  something  like  216  to  two  in  protest 
against  that  system),  were  going  to 
accept  it  in  perpetuity.  In  other  words, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Kensington,  in  his  most  eloquent 
speech,  they  were  to  govern  Ireland 
irrespective  of  what  Ireland's  interests 
were,  and  just  in  accordance  with  what 
they  considered  were  England's  interests. 
That  was  a  kind  of  argimient  leading 
to  a  form  of  (iovernment  which  must 
be  for  ever  repugnant  to  anything  like 
liberal  conditions.  No  one  who  had 
followed  the  course  of  events  during  the 
past  twenty  years  could  doubt  that 
the  changes  which  had  taken  place  in 
English  politics,  and  especially  in  Liberal 
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politics,  were  making  away  from  that 
particular  fear  which  they  felt  so  strongly 
twenty  years  ago — ^that  Imperial  ideas 
would  be  shattered  by  the  granting  of 
Home  Rule  to  Ireland.  It  was,  however, 
practically  only  the  demand  of  the 
Colonies  for  self-government.  It  would 
be  very  difficult  to  find  any  colonial 
Prime  Minister  who  was  not  himself  an 
ardent  Home  Ruler.  Of  course,  the  first 
act  of  any  Imperial  Senate  such  as 
sometimes  figured  in  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  be  just  the 
granting  of  self-government  to  Ireland. 
The  whole  new  vision  of  Imperial  con- 
solidation, which  was  no  longer  a  matter 
of  sentiment  but  of  practical  common- 
sense,  made  away  from  that  particular 
care  which  animated  people  twenty 
years  ago  in  this  country,  and  which 
animated  a  dwindling  number  to-day. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  were  now  anxious. 
They  were  anxious  when  the  Irish  Council 
Bill  was  introduced  ;  they  were  anxious 
over  this  Motion,  and  appeared  as  the 
defenders  of  great  Imperial  interests. 
He  noticed  that  a  very  specific  allusion  to 
Home  Rule  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  received  with  a  kind  of  glee  by  hon 
Gentlemen  above  the  gangway,  as  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  con- 
fession of  some  almost  improper  method 
of  behaviour.  But  they  found  that  the 
Imperial  Party  themselves  were  in  pro- 
cess of  disintegration,  in  their  determina- 
tion to  place  another  great  question  in 
front  of  the  great  question  of  the  Union. 
If  he  rightly  understood  the  correspon- 
dence which  had  been  carried  on  in  the 
newspapers  of  recent  days,  one  half  of  the 
Unionist  Party  was  engaged  in  trying 
to  effect  the  political  assassination  of 
the  other,  not  because  they  were  want- 
ing in  devotion  to  the  Unionist  cause, 
but  because  they  would  not  toe  the 
line  of  some  particular  economic  •  or 
Protectionist  propaganda.  Under  these 
circumstances  it  was  a  little  difficult  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  say  to  them 
and  to  the  countr>^  that  they  were  still 
defenders  of  the  Union,  and  that  its 
destruction  would  be  the  greatest  injury 
that  could  be  done  to  Imperial  interests. 
He  wondered  whether  the  challenge 
would  be  maintained  if  it  were  a  question 
between  their  being  able  to  get  Protec- 
tion if  they  granted  self-government  to 
Ireland,  and  of  their  not  being  able   to 
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get  it  if  they  denied  self-government  to 
Ireland.  That  was  a  situation  which  was 
not  impossible;  it  was  one  which  they 
might  have  even  in  the  next  twenty  years. 
A  number  of  hon.  Members  on  the  Liberal 
benches  appeared  to  have  made  pledges 
that  they  would  vote  against  a  Home 
Rule  Bill  if  it  were  presented  in  this 
Parliament.  For  himself,  though  he  was 
asked  to  make  pledges,  he  never  dreamt 
of  making  them,  but  he  had  stated  very 
definitely  that  if  a  Home  Rule  Bill  were 
introduced  he  would  support  it,  and,  as 
far  as  he  could  judge  from  analysis  of  the 
votes,  he  did  not  think  that  he  lost 
a  single  vote.  He  honestly  believed 
that  this  great  fear,  which  was  mainly 
owing  to  the  condition  of  politics  twenty 
years  ago,  had  altogether  gone  away, 
And  the  feelings  which  existed  in  the 
-early  eighties  were  not  those  of  this 
century.  That  fear  when  it  came  to  be 
faced  would  prove  to  be  very  largely 
delusive.  An  organised  attempt  had 
been  made  during  the  autumn  to  reveal 
Ireland  as  in  a  state  of  incipient  revolu- 
tion, to  prejudice  the  minds  of  the 
English  electors  about  cattle-driving,  with 
vague  suggestions  of  outrages  behind — 
working  up  that  old  spirit  which  more 
than  anything  else  was  the  real 
Teason  why  Home  Rule  had  not  been 
carried,  the  spirit  of  racial  and  religious 
antagonism  against  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  No  agitation  in 
recent  years  had  more  dismally  failed. 
He  had,  for  his  misfortune,  had  to 
be  concerned  with  trying  to  catch 
the  varying  current  of  opinion  in  a 
large  number  of  bye-elections.  He 
did  not  believe  that  at  any  bye-election 
in  the  autumn  ten  votes  were  in  the  least 
degree  influenced  by  the  cattle-driving 
in  Ireland.  Although  he  did  not  deny 
that  some  of  those  bye-elections  had 
caused  a  temporary  unhappiness  amongst 
certain  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party,  he 
could  honestly  affirm — he  might  be 
Wrong — that  the  great  mass  of  the  work-  I 
ing  people  of  the  country,  who  ultimately  I 
decided  political  questions,  had  changed 
their  attitude  in  this  matter.  They 
heard  it  very  widely  stated  that  the  old 
heroic  vision  of  some  great  and  generous 
action  in  granting  Home  Rule  to  Ireland, 
wUch  inspired  the  Liberal  Party  twenty 
years  ago,  mainly  through  the  inspiration 
of  one  man,  had  largely  died  away ;  but 


in  the  present  condition  of  England  there 
had  also  died  away  the  prejudices,  the 
fears,  and  the  hatreds  which  unfortu- 
nately had  checked  the  granting  of  what 
would  have  opened  up  a  new  chapter  in 
the  relations  between  England  and  Ire- 
land. The  difficulty  as  to  Home  Rule 
at  present  was  what  had  been  laid  down 
by  the  Chief  Secretary.  It  was  not  that 
England  cared  too  much,  but  that" 
England  cared  too  little  about  it.  As 
one  who  greatly  desired  to  see  this  reform, 
he  put  his  faith  in  the  giving  of  that 
reform  within  a  reasonable  time,  in  the 
hope  that  England  would  be  roused 
by  one  side  or  the  other  to  take  a 
!  profound  interest  in  the  question. 
I  Ireland  would  get  self-government  in 
one  or  at  most  two  successive 
Parliaments,  when  her  representa- 
tives would  hold  the  balance  of  power. 
To-night  they  had  heard  once  again  a 
reWval  of  the  emphasis  upon  certain 
difficulties  in  the  working  out  of  such  a 
scheme  which  were  threshed  out  before 
the  British  electorate  over  ten  years  ago 
and  upon  which  most  people  had  made 
up  their  minds.  But  those  difficulties 
did  not  prevent  the  House  declaring  in 
favour  of  what  would  have  been  a  reason- 
able and  practical  measure  of  Irish  Home 
Rule.  But  surely  twenty  years  of  resolute 
government,  judged  by  any  kind  of  test 
which  'could  be  applied  by  those  who 
looked  upon  the  matter  with  an  impartial 
view,  stood  condemned  by  the  verdict  of 
history  as  having  failed  in  just  that 
particular  enterprise  which  it  set  itself 
to  accomplish.  That  twenty  years  was 
now  at  an  end  and  it  had  not  produced 
a  prosperous  yield.  Tl^e  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  University  had  spoken 
about  the  unexampled  generosity  with 
which  Ireland  had  been  treated  during 
those  twenty  years.  He  knew  that  a 
considerable  amount  of  the  British  tax- 
payers' money  had  gone  into  the  pockets  of 
the  Irish  landlords,  and  when  that  was 
described  as  generosity  it  made  them 
revise  their  fundamental  definition  of 
what  generosity  was. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  said  the  gift  of 
peasant  proprietorship  was  the  greatest 
gift  that  had  ever  been  made  to  any 
country. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN  said  that  if  the 
Irish  Land  Act  had  never  been  passed 
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the  Irish  tenant  would  have  been  able  to 
make  better  terms  than  he  was  able  to 
make  at  the  present  time.  A  certain 
amount  of  money  had  been  served  out, 
not  to  Irish  peasants,  but  to  people  who 
were  living  under  conditions  which  were 
a  disgrace  to  any  definition  ot  what 
should  be  an  Imperial  race.  And  now 
they  were  asked  to  pat  themselves  on  the 
back  for  the  miserable  amount  they  had 
served  out  under  those  conditions.  But 
there  was  another  and  a  very  strong  side 
to  the  picture.  They  had  not  stopped 
emigration  from  Ireland,  which,  he  was 
told,  was  worse  this  year  than  it  had 
been  for  many  years  past.  Their  policy 
had  not  given  anything  like  commercial, 
industrial,  or  agrarian  prosperity  to  Ire- 
land, and  they  had  not  made  it  an  island 
content  with  its  present  condition. 
Throughout  those  parts  of  Ireland  which 
were  most  aflected  they  could  not  find  a 
single  representative  who  would  say  that 
the  twenty  years  of  resolute  government 
was  an  earnest  of  desirable  things  for  the 
future.  That  policy  had  not  stopped 
boycotting  nor  the  rule  of  the  United 
Irish  League,  and  it  had  not  put  an  end 
to  the  village  tyrant,  the  too  insistent 
clericalism  and  all  those  evils  which  it 
was  said  would  make  Home  Kule  im- 
possible. Some  of  them  thought  there 
was  only  one  way  of  remedying  these 
evils.  It  was  better  for  a  nation  to  be 
self -governed  than  well  governed,  and  the 
more  they  came  in  from  outside  as  an 
alien  government  to  settle  those  questions 
the  more  impossible  would  they  find  their 
task.  Those  problems  would  have  to  be 
settled  by  the  people  themselves.  He 
conld  not  understand  anyone  upholding 
Liberal  principles  believing  that  self- 
government  could  be  a  real  menace  to 
the  Empire  or  to  England  as  a  whole. 
In  his  opinion,  there  was  no  other  way 
out  of  the  impasse,  which  was  becoming 
more  intolerable  every  year. 

*Mr.  MALLET  (Plymouth)  said  that 
he  considered  that  Mr.  Gladstone's  scheme 
was  by  far  the  wisest  solution  of  this 
problem  which  had  ever  been  proposed 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  The  policy 
of  allowing  their  own  people  to  govern 
themselves  was  the  strength  of  their 
Empire  all  the  world  over,  and  was  the 
only  real  source  of  loyalty  and  free  dom. 
But  after  all  that  had  happened,  they 
could  not  attempt  to  settle  this  great 
problem  all  at  once.     After  the  pledges 
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given  at  the  last  election  they  could  not 
attempt  in  this  Parliament  to  pass 
a  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  he  for  one 
would  be  content  to  accept  any  smaller 
measure  which  would  take  them  even 
a  little  way  towards  the  end  they  had 
in  view,  which  was  the  government 
of  Ireland,  by  Irishmen,  in  Ireland  and 
not  here.  He  was  convinced  that 
even  amongst  the  Unionist  Party  the 
necessity  for  and  the  reasonableness  oi 
Home  Eule  was  beginning  to  make 
way.  He  did  not  want  to  call  it  Home 
Kule  if  the  term  was  objectionable  to 
hon.  Members  opposite,  but  the  principle 
of  governing  Ireland  by  Irishmen  was 
coming  home  even  to  the  Unionist  Party. 
He  submitted  that  the  scare  against  an 
Irish  Parliament  which  was  worked  up  so 
successfully  in  1886  was  not  due  so 
much  to  the  fear  of  a  Parliament  in 
Dublin,  or  to  any  special  affection 
for  the  legislative  union  which  had 
never  been  anything  but  a  misfor- 
tune to  Ireland  and  a  weakness  to  tins 
country.  That  scare  was  due  to  the  fear 
of  the  Irish  Land  League,  to  the  fear 
of  violence  and  disorder,  to  the  old 
rancorous  slanders  about  Pamellism 
and  crime  repeated  by  men  who  ought 
to  have  known  better.  That  was 
what  alarmed  the  British  electorate  and 
defeated  Mr.  Gladstone's  great  design. 
Those  who  believed  in  the  principle  oi 
Home  Eule  held  the  opinion  that  when 
those  prejudices  abated  the  feeling  in 
this  country  against  Home  Kule  would 
disappear,  and  once  they  had  patience 
and  order  in  Ireland  the  reasonableness  of 
their  proposals  for  governing  Ireland 
through  the  men  who  knew  her  best 
would  come  home  to  the  minds 
of  the  English  people.  Was  it  not 
clear  from  what  had  happened  in 
the  last  twenty  years  that  that  view 
was  well  justified,  and  that  ideas  of 
self-government  were  making  way  even 
in  the  Unionist  Party?  Viceroys  and 
Chief  Secretaries  went  over  to  Ireland 
as  Unionists,  and  they  came  back,  not 
perhaps  converted  to  Home  Kule,  but  at 
least  converted  to  a  deep  distrust  in  the 
present  system  of  Irish  administration. 
New  schemes  of  economic  improvement 
sprang  up  under  men  like  Sir  Horace 
Plunkett — whose  loss  to  Irish  adminis- 
tration he  deplored — to  teach  Irishmen 
the  reconciling  doctrines  of  self-help. 
Everything  else  in  Ireland  changed  and 
alteied;  but  the  policy  oi    the    Ulster 
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Party  continued  for  ever,  as  changeless 
and  about  as  cheerful  as  the  grave. 
On  the  other  hand,  following  the 
history  of  the  last  few  years,  when  they 
saw  Unionist  Viceroys  discussing  drafts 
of  a  devolution  scheme  in  Dublin,  when 
they  saw  Under-Secretaries  who  were 
known  to  be  sympathetic  Home  Eulers, 
appointed  in  Ireland  by  the  Unionist 
Party,  when  they  saw  a  Chief  Secretary 
in  this  House  lending  such  a  sympathetic 
ear  to  those  proposals  that  he  became 
suspected  even  m  the  camp  of  his 
friends,  then  they  must  admit  that  the 
idea  of  self-government  in  one  form 
or  another  was  making  some  way  in 
the  Tory  Party.  He  remembered  an 
interesting  speech  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Dover,  in 
which  he  stated  very  clearly  what  the 
policy  of  his  Administration  was,  and  he 
presumed  that  that  was  still  the  policy 
of  the  Tory  Party.  He  told  them  that 
the  Unionist  policy  in  Ireland  had  six  or 
seven  points,  of  which  the  most  im- 
portant was  conciliation.  The  right 
non.  Gentleman  knew  as  well  as  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  that 
no  reform  was  possible  or  worth  having 
in  Ireland  unless  they  carried  the 
Irish  people  with  them  in  their 
work.  The  Administration  of  the  risht 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  altogether 
succeed  in  securing  the  support  of  his 
Party,  but  still,  no  one  who  remembered 
the  circumstances  would  deny  that  he 
took  a  line  of  strong  sympathy  with 
Nationalist  aims  in  Ireland.  Without 
some  such  sympathetic  administration  no 
policy  in  Ireland  could  possibly  succeed. 
It  was  only  when  gentlemen  from  Ireland 
had  a  really  decisive  voice  in  this  House 
that  proposals  would  be  put  forward 
which  perhaps  would  get  this  great 
question  finally  settled.  Whether  they 
called  it  devolution,  or  conciliation,  or 
Home  Eule,  or  anything  else,  sooner  or 
later,  in  one  shape  or  another,  it  was 
bound  to  come.  Sooner  or  later  they 
would  have  to  accept  the  expedient 
recommended  to-day  in  the  motion  of  the 
Irish  leader,  of  governing  Ireland  accord- 
ing to  Irish  ideas,  through  institutions 
planted  among  the  Irish  people  and 
worked  by  men  whom  the  Irish  people 
trusted. 

Mr.  GEORGE   CLARK  (Belfast,  N.) 
complimented  the  mover  of  the  Resolu- 


tion on  the  ability  of  his  speech,  with  the 
sentiment  of  which,  however,  he  entirely 
disagreed.  He  was  thoroughly  convinced 
that  the  grant  of  Home  Rule  to  Ire- 
land would  be  ruinous  to  that  country^ 
and  disastrous  to  the  interests  of  the 
Empire.  The  Chief  Secretary  was  over 
in  Ulster  quite  recently,  and  told  them 
that  he  had  got  most  of  his  information 
in  regard  to  Ireland  from  having  threo 
times  attended  the  play  of  "John  Bull 
and  his  Island."  That  might  be  an 
easy  and  entertaining  way  of  studying 
the  manners  and  customs  of  the  people^ 
but  it  was  exceedingly  unsatisfactory 
for  those  who  had  to  live  in  that  country. 
There  were  two  distinct  and  separate 
peoples  in  Ireland — the  Unionists  and  the 
Nationalists,  who  had  no  commimity 
of  ideals  or  of  purpose.  The  Unionists 
were  British  to  the  core,  and  were  deter- 
mined at  all  costs  that  Ireland  should 
remain  an  integral  portion  of  the  king- 
dom, whereas  the  Nationalists  wanted 
Ireland  for  themselves  alone.  They  made 
no  secret  of  it  and  were  accustomed  to 
boast  in  season  and  out  of  season  of  their 
antipathy  and  hatred  of  Great  Britain 
and  everything  that  was  British.  The 
great  majority  of  the  Unionists  lived 
in  Ulster,  and  it  was  the  custom  of  the 
Nationalists  to  brand  the  opposition 
of  Ulster  to  Home  Rule  as  the  outcome 
of  unreasoning  bigotry  and  intolerance, 
and  to  charge  them  with  shutting  the  door 
in  the  face  of  national  aspirations  and 
ideals,  and  with  having  no  alternative 
policy  to  suggest  to  Home  Rule. 
Although  he  was  not  Irish-born  he  had 
lived  in  Ulster  for  nearly  thirty  years, 
and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  assuring 
the  House  that  that  statement  with 
regard  to  the  opposition  of  the  Ulster 
people  was  entirely  without  foundation. 
The  Belfast  man  had  as  much  patriotism 
and  pride  as  the  man  of  Dublin  or 
Galway  in  that  country  which  to  the 
true  Irish  heart  would  always  be — 

"  The  first  flower  of  the  earth, 
The  first  gem  of  the   sea." 

But  he  believed  that  it  was  in  union 
with  Britain  that  the  best  interests  of 
his  country  could  be  preserved.  With 
regard  to  the  alternative  policy,  he  was 
a  member  of  a  deputation  that  waited 
upon  Mr.  Gladstone  in  1893,  consisting 
of  members  of  the  Belfast  Chamber  of 
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Cbmmerce,  the  Belfast  Harbour  Commis-  | 
sioners,  and  the  Linen  Merchants'  Associa- 
tion, all  non-political  bodies.  They  sub- 
mitted a  document  to  Mr.  Gladstone 
.  setting  forth  that  in  their  opinion  the 
reasonable  wants  of  Ireland  would  be 
fully  ^et:  (1)  By  any  mode  of  dealing 
rapidly  and  simply  with  the  land  ques- 
tion, consistent  with  justice  and  honour; 
(2)  by  some  arrangement  of  local  govern- 
ment similar  to  that  lately  created  in 
England  and  Scotland ;  (3)  by  an  ade- 
quate reform  of  Private  Bill  Procedure  ; 
and  (4)  by  such  aid  from  Imperial  credit 
as  would  in  a  suitable  and  economic  way 
assist  in  the  development  of  Irish  in- 
dustries when  and  where  such  assistance 
might  be  required.  Of  these  proposals 
three  had  become  law.  As  the  result  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1903,  involving  British 
credit  to  the  extent  of  £100,000,000, 
there  was  now  springing  up  all  over 
Ireland  a  band  of  sturdy  and  self- 
reliant  occupying  o^Tiers.  A  Local 
Government  Act  similar  to  that 
passed  for  England  and  Scotland  had 
removed  that  grievance  of  ir equality 
with  regard  to  local  government  which 
was  one  of  the  main  arguments  for  Home 
Rule.  An  Agricultural  and  Technical 
Department  had  also  been  established  to 
foster  agriculture  and  Irish  industries. 
TTie  proposal  as  to  Private  Bill  Procedure 
had  not  yet  become  law,  but  the  Belfast 
Chair.ber  of  Commerce,  of  which  he  was 
Yice -President,  was  leaving  no  stone  im- 
tumed  to  have  it  accomplished.  Their 
representatives  had  met  the  representa- 
tives of  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Deny,  and  a 
fcheme  was  evolved  suggesting  for  Ire- 
land a  method  of  Private  Bill  Procedure 
similar  to  that  existing  for  Scotland. 
He  understood  that  the  Government  did 
not  take  it  up  because  of  the  difficulty 
of  finding  a  suitable  rota  of  men  to 
undertake  local  inquiries.  The  alterna- 
tive policy  of  the  Unionists  was  the 
maintenance  of  the  Union  under  which 
measures  might  become  law,  and  whereby 
the  rights  of  every  Irishman  as  a  citizen 
of  the  United  Kingdom  would  be  pre- 
served. It  was  a  significant  fact  that 
under  the  Unionist  Government  which 
had  pursued  that  polioy,  Ireland  was  more 
peaceful  than  it  had  been  for  600  years. 
People  were  settling  down  to  manage 
their  affairs,  free  from  distractions  and  ; 
forebodiQs:a    and    shrinking    of    capital,  | 
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with  which  they  were  threatened  in  the 
dark  days  of  1886  and  1893,  and  with 
peace  came  prosperity.  Belfast  120 
years  ago  was  a  small  village  with  13,000 
people,  and  to-day  its  population  was 
well-nigh  400,000.  The  valuation  of 
the  city  had  increased  from  £741,000 
in  1893,  to  £1,480,000  in  1907.  The 
tonnage  cleared  from  the  port  in  1893 
was  2,000,000  tons.  Last  year,  it  reached 
2,584,234  tons,  and  it  would  have  been 
more  but  for  the  disorders  that  broke 
out  in  the  city,  and  which  were  fostered, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  by  the  Nationalist 
Party  and  Press.  In  Belfast,  there 
were  120,000  people  employed  in  the  linen 
trade,  and  last  year  that  trade  had 
enjoyed  a  state  of  prosperity  imknown 
since  the  time  of  the  American  War.  In 
shipbuilding,  the  amount  of  tonnage 
launched  and  completed  on  the  banks  of 
the  Lagan  made  Belfast  the  third  ship- 
building centre  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  harbour  receipts  of  the  city  were 
over  40  per  cent.,  or  nearly  half  the 
total  receipts  of  all  Ireland.  The  amount 
collected  by  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Department  was  £3,168,402— 
a  contribution  surpassed  by  no  port  in 
the  United  Kingdom  except  London  and 
Liverpool.  The  fact  that  this  progress 
had  been  made  under  the  same  laws 
which  governed  all  the  other  towns 
and  cities  in  Ireland  had  a  distinct  bearing 
on  the  case  they  were  now  considering. 
Everybody  must  admit  that  those  statis- 
tics went  to  show  that  all  Ireland  was 
not  in  that  wTetched  condition  as  to 
which  they  were  constantly  informed 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  gangway. 
In  the  North  where  the  people 
were  loyal,  thrifty,  and  industrious, 
they  were  prosperous.  It  was  only 
in  the  South  and  West,  where  the 
people  were  as  a  rule  lazy,  thrif tless,  and 
improvident,  that  there  was  any  want 
of  prosperity.  [Cries  from  the  Ibish 
Benches  of  "  Oh,"  "  How  do  you  know  ? " 
and  "Withdraw."]  He  had  traveHed 
there  and  seen  for  himself.  Further,  he 
had  a  Report  which  was  evidence  on  the 
point  he  was  bringing  forward  which  he 
picked  up  in  Aberdeen.  It  was  a  Report 
by  the  Scottish  Agricultural  Commission 
appointed  ly  the  Secretary  for  Scodand 
three  years  ago  to  go  to  Denmark  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  agriculture  in 
that  countrv. 
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Mr.  EUGENE  WASON  (Clackmannan 
and  Kinross) :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  in  error.  The  present  Secretary 
for  Scotland  was  not  appointed  three 
years  ago. 

Mr.    GEORGE   CLARK:    Well,   two 
years    ago.     The    Commission    was   ap- 
pointed irrespective  of  politics.     No  one 
knew  the   political   constitution   of   the 
body.     When  the  Commission  returned 
from  Denmark  it  occurred  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  have  a  similar  Report 
for  Ireland.     It  was  not  possible  to  get 
all  the  gentlemen  who  went  to  Denmark 
to  go  to  Ireland,  but  as  many  of  them  as 
possible  went  over  to  Ireland,  and  they 
were  reinforced  by  others.     At  any  rate 
it   was  a   Commission   appointed   by  a 
Radical  Minister.     The  Commission  met 
in  Dublin  and  they  decided  that  it  would 
be    more    satisfactory    if    they    divided 
into  two  parties,  one    going  north  and 
the  other  to  the  south  and  west ;    and 
this  was  what  they  said  in  their  Report— 
"  Ireland   is    basin-shaped.     The   mountains 
round    the    coast    are    the    rim  ....  Within 
thia  basin  there  are  really  two  Irelands.     There 
is  the  Ireland  in  the  north,  where  the  land  is, 
comparatively   speaking,    poor   land    and    the 
climate  cold,   where   the  farmei-s  are  shrewd, 
intelligent  men.  who  have  made  the  most  of 
their  circumstances.     The  farm  steadings  are 
trim  and  well  kept.      The  land  is  well  tilled. 
There  is  an  air  of  prosperity  about  the  country. 
There  is  the  Ireland  of  the  south,  where  the 
land  is  better  and  the  climate  milder,  and  the 
people,  possibly  to  some  extent  because  natu  e 
has  done  so  much  for  them,  are  less  energetic  ; 
where  the  steadings  are  ill  kept  and  the  land 
badly  tilled,  and  waste  and  neglect  are  much  in 
eridence.     The    difference    between    the    two 
Irelands  is  so  great  that  when  the  section  of 
the  Scottish  Agriculture  Commission  which  went 
north  met  the  section  which  went  south,  they 
had  formed  entirely  different  conceptions  of  farm- 
ing in  Ireland.      The  northern  section  was  in- 
clined to  compare  Irish  farming,  as  they  had 
seen  it,  to  Danish  farming.     There  seemed  to 
be  the  same  intelligence  applied  to  agriculture 
as  in  Denmark.     There  seemed  to  be  the  same 
economy  and  thrift  practised   on  the  farms. 
There  seemed   to   be   something   approaching 
to  the  same  comfort.     The  southern  section, 
on  the  other  hand,  were  disappointed.     They 
saw  good  land  in  a  good  climate  going  to  waste 
for  want  of  enerjry  on  the  part  of  the  farmers. 
They  saw  bad  and  badly-kept  farm  buildings. 
They   saw   an   Ireland   where,  to   the   outside 
observer,  the  policy  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
cnhnre  would,  if  followed,  produce  the  earliest 
And  most  fruitful  results,  and  yet  that  policy 
was  making  comparatively  little  headway.'* 

♦Mr.  GWYNN  (Gal way)  :  In  which 
part  does  the  Report  place  Donegal, 
Tyrone,  and  Cavan,  for  instance  ? 


Mr.  GEORGE  CLARK  said  he  thought 
the  Report  certainly  showed  that  the 
prosperity  or  wretchedness  of  the  people 
was  due  not  so  much  to  the  form  of 
government  but  to  the  character  of  the 
people  themselves.  He  was  more  than 
please4  that  this  Home  Rule  Resolution 
had  been  brought  forward,  for  he  was 
convinced  that  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  were  as  satisfied  now  as  they  were 
in  1893  that  to  give  Home  Rule  to  Ire- 
land would  mean  ruin  to  that  country 
and  disaster  to  the  Empire.  With  the 
mover  of  the  Resolution  he  hoped  that 
they  should  have  a  clean,  straight  fight 
on  that  issue.  They  in  Ulster  complained 
that  at  the  last  general  election  the 
Liberals  shirked  the  Home  Rule  issue 
because  they  knew  that  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  would  have  none  of  it. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  talked  about 
Home  Rule  by  instalments.  They  all 
knew  how  the  first  instalment  was  re- 
ceived by  the  Nationalists —with  scorn. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  it,  as  anything  in 
the  form  of  freak  comparable  with  it 
was  seldom  seen.  Its  authors  used  to 
upbraid  those  on  that  side  of  the  House 
for  raising  what  he  called  the  bogey  of 
Home  Rule.  Did  he  call  it  a  bogey  now  ? 
At  that  time  it  was  "  up  with  the  Chinese' 
and  down  with  the  priests."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  little  thought  that  he 
would  be  connected  so  soon  with  the 
administration  of  Ireland  and  be  com- 
pelled to  rim  to  the  priests  for  refuge. 
When  all  others  failed,  the  right  hon. 
(Jentleman  had  recently  paid  a  visit  to 
Ulster,  but  in  the  many  humourous 
speeches  which  he  delivered  there  he 
never  once  mentioned  the  subject  of 
Home  Rule.  And  why  ?  Because  he 
knew  that  there  were  not  a  dozen  Radi- 
cals in  Ulster  who  had  any  sympathy 
with  Home  Rule.  The  Ulster  Radical 
Party  had  not  even  passed  a  resolution 
in  favour  of  the  Irish  Coimcil  Bill.  What 
about  the  head  of  that  great  body  ? 
How  did  he  stand  on  this  question  ? 
Did  he  stand  on  the  Home  Rule  bank 
shivering,  afraid  to  make  the  plunge  1  Or 
was  he  like  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  prepared  to  establish  a 
Parliament  in  Dublin  against  which  he 
used  to  speak  with  such  vigour  and 
earnestness  fourteen  years  ago  ?  On 
this  question  they  had  to  complain  that 
the    Nationalists    spoke    with    so    many 
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different  voices.  They  had  heard  in 
speeches  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Waterford  and  other  National- 
ist Members  that  what  they  said  in 
Great  Britain  did  not  represent  their  true 
feelings,  but  that  separation  was  the  goal 
at  which  they  were  aiming.  In  New 
York  in  1902  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  said — (he  quoted  from  the  Irish 
People,  a  paper  which  he  fancied  was 
more  popular  with  the  Nationalist 
Members  to-day  thin  it  was  a  few 
months  ago) — 

**  >\lien  equiniied  with  comparative  freedom, 
then  would  be  the  time  for  those  who  think 
:>hould  de:irrov  the  last  link  that  binds  us  to 


England  to  operate  bj*  whatever  means  they 
think  best  to  achieve  that  great  and  desirable 
end.  I  am  sua*  I  s|^ik  for  the  United  Irish 
League  in  the  matter." 

Speaking  at  Worcester,  U.S.A.,  in  the 
autuimi  of  liH)l,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Waterford  declared — 

•*  Out    ultimate   goal    i<   the   national    inde- 
pendenvH?  of  our  country.     I  say  in  its  essence 
th?  national  movenn-n:  i^  the  same  to-day  a? 
it  was  in  the  day*  of  Hugh  C>'Xeill.  of  Owen  i 
Roe.  of  Emmet  or  of  Wolife  Tone,  to  overturn  i 
the  foreign  domination  in  our  land  and  to  put 
Irishmen  in  ch;U'ge  of  their  own  atlair*.     The  j 
object    h;is   always    l»een  the   same.     Whether  | 
the  freeilom  of   Ireland  is  attaine^l  bv  moral  ■ 
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repeat  these  words  outside  this  HouBe? 
Will  he  call  the  Irish  people  lazy  and 
ignorant  ? 

Mr.  deputy  -  SPEAKER  :  The  hon. 
Member  must  not  interrupt  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  is  in  possession  of  the 
House. 

Mr.    JOHN    O'CONNOR :        He   is 

taking  advantage  of  bis  position.  He 
is  a  coward,  and  a  cad. 


Mr.  GEORGE  CLARK :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  find  that  he  was  taclding 
a  tough  and  prickly  morsel.  Xemo  me 
impune  lacessit  was  as  true  of  the  men 
who  lived  North  of  the  Boyne  as  of  those 
who  lived  North  of  the  Tweed. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim.  8.): 
Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  is  it  in  order  for 
an  hon.  Member  below  the  Crangway  to 
call — as  I  heard — ^mv  friend  "  coward" 
and  "  a  cad  ?" 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  I  admit 
it  at  once. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :   It  is  not 


»ua<ion  or    phvsioal  foR>e,  what   dLlerence  so  ,  ;        ^      ^^  ^^^^  ^j^  ^£  ^^^  expressions. 

I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  mtlidiair. 


Then?  was  a  more  airgres^ive  tone  about  ■ 
that  than  about  the  present  R?s<.>li;tion. 
"Hie  hon.  ar  d  lean.od  Gei;tleman  in  , 
Great  Britnin,  and  in  this  House 
roared  as  seiitly  as  a  suckini:  dove ;  j 
he  roare^i  as  sweetly  as  a  iiightin- 
cale:  but  when  he  went  across  the  water 
to  America,  or  went  down  anions  the 
p«x^r  aiui  iji-orai-.t  peasi^iitry  of  the 
South  aiul  Wei.t  of  Iivl;ii.J '- 


Mr.   JOHN   OTONNOR:    I  repeat 
what  I  said.    I  will  not  withdraw. 

Mr.  DEPUTYSPEAKER  :    I  nan^ 
you.  Mr.  O'Connor,  for  disregarding  the 

ruling  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  JOHN  OTONNOR  immediately 

rose  and  left  the  House. 


Mr. 
as  well 
are. 


jriYOK    .L:r.>>rAk^  :      Tr.ey   are 
•e\i.:-.\it»:d  ar.«i  :iit»»lli-:e:it  as  vou 


Mk.  GEi»Ri;E  t'LARK:  TV.er.  his 
whole  to::e  '.hAr^oil.  .i!.'.i  there  he  went 
aVoMt  Ilk-*  A  ra!v;\inr  rv^an!.::  lion 
seek-n:;  wh  .:v.  ho  :n:«h:  d»*vour.  But 
he  ".oiild  .\ss:r*»  rh*^  ho:.,  iinol  learned 
!.   he  v.\;n".e  to    ievour 


Member  'h*: 
Ulster  he   .v  •.: 


Ms.  JOHN  •  'V  ONN';>R  K:l.h.rv\  N.^ . 
AVill  vou  ilV'A-  n-.r\  Mr.  l^rrutySivaker. 
to   ask   the   h"n.   «^;:.:len:j.n   i:   he   will 

Mr.  G^vr:^  C.\jrv. 


Mr.  GEORGE  CLARK,  continuing, 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Map 
had  declared  at  Tkarles  three  yean  ago, 
that  they  should  never  have  in  Ireland  a 
really  prosperous  and  happy  land  until 
the  rule  of  England  was  swept  clean 
out  of  Ireland-  Whose  voice  were  they 
to  believe  ?  They,  the  loyalistBk  lived 
in  Ireland  and  were  in  ckne  tondi  with 
the  Nationalists  every  day  of  their  Hvee, 
and  were  better  able  to  judge  hy  ex- 
perience of  their  feelings  and  aq^iations 
than  Members  of  the  Home.  They 
applied  to  them  an  infalliUe  teit»  vix^ 
they     judged    them    by    their    fraits» 
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that    one    did   not    gather     figs    from 
thorns  and  grapes  from  thistles.     A  good 
tree  did  not  put  forth  evil  fruit,   and 
cattle-driving,  boycotting,  intimidation, 
and  outrage  were  not  acts  which  received 
the  approval  of  honest  and  honourable 
men.     He    had    not    yet    heard     them 
denounced  by  Nationalist  Members.     In 
the  very  first  sentence  of  the  Resolution 
there  were  two  fallacies.     The  first  was 
that  the  present  system  of  government 
of  Ireland  was  in  opposition  to  the   will 
of  the  Irish  people.     Who  were  the  Irish 
people  ?    He  thought  every  one  would 
admit  that  the  Unionists,  who  formed 
one-third  of  the  population,   and  who 
were  the  loyal  law-abiding  and  industri- 
ous section,  were  entitled  to  be  heard 
when  they  declared,  and  declared  em- 
phatically, that  they  were  satisfied  to 
have  the  government  of  the  country  in 
the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
The  second  fallacy  was  that  Irishmen 
had  no  voice  in  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs,  for  the  Irishmen  in  Antrim 
and  Cork   had   as  much  voice  in    the 
afEairs  of  his  country  as  the  Englishmen 
in  Yorkshire,  or  the  Scotsmen  in  Ayr- 
shire had  in  his ;  indeed,  the  Cork  man 
had  more  to  say  than  he  was  entitled  to, 
because    of   the    over-representation    of 
Ireland  in  proportion  to  the  population, 
which  was  a  matter  of  common  knowledge. 
The    hon.     Gentleman    complained    of 
the  cost  of  the  government  of  Ireland, 
but  whose  fault  was  it  if  the  cost  was 
more  than  it  ought  to   be  ?    A  great 
deal  of  the  money  was  for  education,  and 
the  administration  of  the  law,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  would  like  to  see  the  educa- 
tion grant  reduced.     He  knew  that  they, 
as  Unionists,  would  like  to  see  a  very  large 
increase  of  it,  if  it  were  only  reasonably 
administered.     Then,    again,    the    cost 
of  the  administration  of  the  law  could  be 
reduced  if  Nationalists  would  live  in  a 
rational,  orderly,  and  reasonable  manner. 
It  was  the  fact  that  under  the  present 
administration  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary to  add  considerably  to  the  police 
force  and  the  cost  of  it.     That  was  to  say 
that,  under  a  Home  Rule  Chief  Secretary, 
with  Ireland  governed  more  or  less  in 
accordance  with  Irish  ideas,  lawlessness 
and   the   police   force   were   increasing. 
What  would  be  the  condition  of  affairs 
ander  a  Home  Rule  Parliament,  he  could 


not  tell.     Perhaps  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary would  be  disbanded  and  their 
duties  handed  over  to  the  village  ruffians 
who    shot    innocent    men    and    women 
from  behind  hedges,  attempted  to  deprive 
the    living    of    the    necessities  of    life 
and    the    dead    the    rights    of    burial. 
The     argument     that     it     was     neces- 
sary   for    the    material     prosperity    of 
Ireland  that  she  should  have  an  Imperial 
Parliament  in  Dublin  had  been  exploded 
long  ago.     The  position  of  Ulster  was  a 
standing  refutation  of  the  charge  that 
the  poverty  of  Ireland  was  due  to  British 
rule.     Without  the  natural  advantages 
which  other  parts  of  Ireland  possessed, 
and   without    the    aid    of    Government 
grants,  the  people  of  Ulster,   by  their 
courage  and  perseverance,  had  built  up 
enterprises  which  compared  favourably 
with   any   in   the   whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.     There   was  a   great   deal  of 
truth    in    the  statement  made  to    him 
the  other  day  with  respect  to  Ireland 
by  a  gentleman  who  sat  on  the  Front 
Government  Bench,  when  he  said  that 
there  were  three  P's  there  which  might 
be  dispensed  with  with  advantage,  viz., 
publicans,  .politicians,  and   priests,  and 
that  if  there  were  less  of  them  in  secular 
affairs  there  would  be  a  better  prospect 
of  material  prosperity.     They  regretted 
that   the   Nationalist   parts   of   Ireland 
were  so  backward  and  poor,  but  they 
said  that  the  fault  did  not  lie  with  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  but  with  the  people 
themselves.     If  they  would  devote  their 
energies  to  agitation  instead  of  to  work, 
and    persist    in    cattle-driving    instead 
of    in    cattle-feeding,   how    could    they 
hope  to  be  prosperous  ?     He  was  not  going 
to  use  the  strong  language  of  the  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  who  declared  that  the 
poverty  of   Ireland   was   due   to    "the 
blackguardism  and  crime  of  the  Nationa- 
list agitators,"  but  he  would  repeat  his 
words  that  instead  of  blaming  Parliament 
the  Nationalists  should  blame  their  own 
leaders,  who  had  never  shown  any  dis- 
position to  allow  the  people  to  settle 
down  to  serious  work.     He  had  lived  in 
Ireland  for  thirty  years,  and  he  never 
came  across  a  single  Englishman  or  Scots- 
man who  had  gone  to  Ireland   to   live 
who  favoured  the  policy  of  Home  Rule, 
and  from  his  knowledge  of  the  people  of 
Ulster,  of  all  classes,  he  was  convinced 
that  they  were  as  determined  as  ever  not 
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to  submit  to  Home  Rule.  If  the  people 
of  England  thought  that  the  people  of 
Ulster  would  ever  agree  to  have  their 
lives  and  their  liberties  placed  under  the 
control  of  the  Nationalists  of  Ireland, 
thev  were  very  much  mistaken.  And 
how  could  they  force  them  to  submit  ? 
Were  they  going  to  apply  coercion  to 
them  ?  Were  they  going  to  make  it  a 
crime  to  be  loyal  and  industrious  ?  He 
had  too  much  faith  in  the  justice  of  his 
fellow-countrymen  to  believe  that  they 
would  ever  attempt  to  coerce  the  people 
of  Ulster  to  submit  to  a  Government  with 
which  they  would  be  entirely  out  of 
sympathy.  He  could  assure  the  House 
that  they  were  all  sick  of  the  Home  Rule 
agitation.  The  perpetual  raising  of  the 
question  tended  to  uneasiness  and  dis- 
order. If  they  would  only  let  the 
Nationalists  know  plainly  that  they  were 
not  going  to  get  an  Irish  Parliament  and 
suppress  with  a  firm  hand  disorder  in  the 
country,  they  would  take  the  heart  out 
of  that  foolish  agitation  and  give  Ireland 
a  chance  of  settling  down  and  progressing 
along  the  path  of  material  prosperity. 
Of  policy,  cunning,  craft,  subtlety, 
they  had  already  a  plethora  in  Ireland. 
It  was  to  that  fact  that  most  of  her  woes 
were  to  be  attributed.  He  believed  that 
if  the  present  Administration  would  only 
try  for  a  change  a  little  more  honesty 
of  purpose  they  would  find  their  task  of 
governing  the  country  very  much  easier. 
The  loyalists  of  Ireland  were  proud  of 
being  British  subjects,  subjects  of  an 
Empire  the  product  of  the  union  of 
various  nationalities,  in  the  building  up 
of  which  Irishmen  had  taken  no  small 
part.  He  felt  that  they  had  a  bounden 
duty  to  maintain  the  unity  and  integrity 
of  that  Empire,  audit  was  for  that  reason 
they  so  strenuously  opposed  the  proposal 
now  before  the  House. 


*;vIr.  BARNES  (Glasgow,  Blackfriars) 
said  that  had  he  not  been  a  Home  Ruler 
he  would  have  found  a  good  deal  to 
mak'3  him  one  in  the  speech  to 
which  they  had  just  listened — a 
speech  which  was  studiously  offensive 
to  a  chivalrous  and  high-spirited  people 
amo!'g  whom  the  hon.  Member  had 
found  a  home  and  means  of  living. 
He  wished  to  associate  himself  and  his 
colleagues  of  the  Labour  Party  with  the 
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Resolution  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  and  they  tendered 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  Insh  Party 
their  whole-hearted  sympathy  and  sup- 
port in  their  demand  for  Home  Rule. 
He  thought  he  might,  if  it  were  neces- 
sary, say  that  they  of  the  Labour  Party 
would  support  any  Government  which 
made  a  really  genuine  effort  to  settle 
in  harmony  with  the  wishes  of  the  Irisb 
people  this  long-standing,  painful,  and 
weakening  controversy.  He  believed 
that  every  one  of  the  Members  of  the 
Labour  Party,  without  exception,  was  a 
Home  Ruler,  and  he  thought  lie  might 
also  say  that  he  spoke  not  only  for  the 
Members  of  the  Labour  Party,  with 
whom  he  was  identified,  but  also  for  the 
Members  of  that  Party  who  sat  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  They  were 
Home  Rulers  because  they  refused  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  giving  the  people 
of  Ireland  the  government  of  their  own 
country,  to  which  they  were  fully  en- 
I  titled.  They  were  also  Home  Rnleis 
because  they  were  accustomed  to  Home 
Rule  in  the  management  of  those  organi- 
sations which  had  been  instrumental  in 
sending  them  to  the  House.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  as  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  drawing  a  precise  line  of  demar- 
cation between  Imperial  and  local  matters. 
He  seemed  to  think  that  the  difficulty 
of  drawing  those  lines  of  demarcation 
would  be  a  fruitful  topic  of  controveisy 
during  the  time  such  a  Bill  was  under 
discussion,  and  he  invited  IriBh 
<  Members  to  submit  a  Bill,  he  supposed 
'  with  the  idea  that  this  fruitful  source 
I  of  controversy  would  spoil  the  chance 
I  of  such  a  measure  being  passed. 
He  had  further  said  that  after  the  Bill 
was  passed  the  lines  of  demarcation 
would  continue  to  be  fruitful  souroes  of 
controversy  amongst  the  Irish  people. 
If  he  might  give  a  modest  illustration 
he  would  refer  again  to  the  organisations 
I  which  had  been  the  means  of  sending 
:  Labour  representatives  to  Pailiament,  ana 
i  which  had  settled  this  matter  of  central 
'  versus  local  authority.  If  he  were  to 
make  any  complaint  about  the  settlement 
at  all,  it  would  be  that  the  local  men 
had  too  much  Home  Rule.  At  all 
events,  they  would  never  think  of  im- 
posing upon  the  branches  of  their  or- 
ganisation   those    degrading    conditions 
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which  had  been  imposed  by  Parlia- 
ment upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  Thev 
had  heard  a  great  deal  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  in  the  nature  of  prophecy  as  to 
what  would  take  place  in  the  event  of 
Home  Rule  being  passed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  had 
tried  to  curdle  their  blood,  so  to  speak, 
with  dreadful  details  of  what  would 
happen:  people  flying  at  one  another's 
throat  =«,  for  instance.  They  who  had  read 
the  political  history  of  the  country  had 
been  accustomed  to  these  dreadful  tales 
being  pitched  into  their  ears  on  the 
occasion  of  every  measure  of  social,  in- 
dustrial, or  political  freedom  for  the  people 
of  this  country,  and  the  marvel,  to  his 
mind,  was  that,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
they  had  been  found  to  be  absolutely 
false  every  time,  hon.  Members  could 
still  tell  the  same  old  tale  just  as  though 
nothing  had  happened.  One  particular 
thing  had  emerged  from  this  part  of  the 
discussion.  It  was  said  that  in  the  event 
of  Home  Rule  being  passed  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  be  disposed  to  repudiate 
their  indebtedness  under  the  provisions  for 
acquiring  possession  of  the  land.  He 
dared  say  that  some  such  tale  was 
told  when  the  people  of  Canada  were 
granted  Home  Rule.  At  all  events, 
it  needed  but  little  refutation.  If  the 
Irish  representatives  desired  that  there 
should  be  repudiation  of  those  debts, 
why  did  they  not  do  it  now  ?  If  Ireland 
had  Home  Rule  every  one  of  these  Gentle- 
men would  be  more  concerned,  seeing 
that  they  would  have  a  larger  sense  of 
responsibility,  inasmuch  as  they  would 
be  taking  a  larger  share  in  the  manage- 
ment and  control  of  Irish  affairs,  and 
instead  of  encouragement  being  given  to 
repudiation  of  that  character,  very  likely 
the  opposite  would  be  the  fact.  The 
last  speaker  had  had  a  good  deal  to  say  in 
very  bad  taste,  he  thought,  as  to  the 
difference  between  the  people  of  the 
South  and  of  the  North  of  Ireland,  but  he 
had  failed  to  mention  one  thing  which 
very  largely,  if  not  altogether,  accounted 
for  that  difference,  the  difference  in 
the  economic  conditions  under  which 
the  people  in  the  North  had  been  living, 
as  compared  with  the  people  in  the 
South.  The  hon.  Member  appeared 
never  to  have  heard  of  the  principle 
of  tenant  right,  which  had  given  to 
the    people    of    the    North  of   Ireland 


some  little  protection,  at  all  events, 
against  the  rapacity  of  the  landlords 
which  had  been  denied  to  people  of  the 
South  of  Ireland.  They  were  in  favour 
of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  because  they 
believed  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
entitled  to  it,  because  they  had  asked 
for  it,  and  because  they  believed  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  for  it.  British  rule 
had  proved  itself  to  be  alien  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  contrary  to  their 
wishes,  and  that  fact  alone  was  sufficient 
to  condemn  it.  From  Dublin  Castle 
down  to  the  humblest  member  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary  they  found  that  the 
Government  was  regarded  with  aversion^ 
sometimes  almost  amounting  to  hatred^ 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people.  He 
did  not  speak  from  mere  hearsay,  but 
as  the  result  of  some  knowledge  acquired 
by  inquiry  and  observation  upon  the  spot. 
It  might  be  as  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
said,  that  there  was  no  corruption  in  the 
administration  of  Irish  affairs  in  a  venal 
sense.  It  would  be  improper  for  him 
to  say  otherwise  after  the  statement  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  but  they  had  heard 
a  great  deal  about  favouritism  and 
discrimination  as  against  those  of  certain 
religious  or  political  views,  and  he  thought 
from  what  he  had  heard,  that  the  domi- 
nant class  and  party  in  Ireland  had  not 
been  slow  to  show  that  favouritism 
and  discrimination.  That  itself  figured 
in  the  mind  of  the  Irish  people  as  corrup- 
tion, and  in  that  opinion  he  thought  they 
were  not  far  wrong.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  alleged  lawlessness 
and  disloyalty  of  the  Irish  people. 
That  seemed  to  him,  if  anything,  to  add 
to  the  damning  indictment  of  the  British 
rule  of  Ireland.  After  all,  Irish  people 
were  not  naturally  a  lawless  people  in 
those  countries  where  they  had  had  a 
chance  of  taking  a  part  in  the  government, 
and  their  loyalty  was  best  demonstrated 
by  the  fact  that  time  and  time  again  ever 
since  the  franchise  had  been  lowered  so 
as  to  get  a  real  expression  of  the  will  of  the 
people,  they  had  sent  to  that  House,  and 
that  in  spite  of  the  determination  of  a 
great  political  Party  to  wear  them  down 
by  resolute  government,  four-fifths  of 
their  representatives  to  demand  Home 
Rule.  Twenty-one  years  had  passed 
since  it  was  decided  that  Ireland  should 
be  treated  to  that  twenty  years  of  reso- 
lute government   which  was  to^dragooa 
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the  people  into  submission  if  it  was 
net  possible  to  make  them  acquiesce 
in  a  system  of  government  in  which 
they  did  not  believe,  and  they  found 
to-day  the  Irish  people  were  just 
as  determined  in  their  demand,  just 
as  loyal  to  their  leaders,  as  filled  with 
hatred  of  the  system  of  British  rule  as 
at  the  beginning  of  the  twenty  years. 
Another  twenty  years  would  make  not 
the  slightest  difference.  Obedience  to 
a  Government,  loyalty  to  the  laws  of 
a  Government  and  all  those  other 
virtues  of  which  they  heard  so  much 
from  that  remnant  of  a  once  great 
political  Party  who  occupied  the  benches 
above  him,  might,  and  he  thought  would, 
follow  the  conferring  on  the  people  of 
Ireland  of  the  rights  to  which  they  were 
entitled;  but  they  had  never  preceded 
the  conferring  on  a  country  of  the  rights 
to  which  it  was  entitled  unless  in 
the  case  of  a  people  whose  spirit 
was  broken,  or  a  people  who  were 
instinctively  slave?.  That  could  not 
be  said  of  the  Irish  people.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  a  high-spirited  and 
-chivalrous  race,  who  had  shown  them- 
selves up  to  and  in  many  cases  above  the 
average  of  political  ability  in  those 
comitries  where  they  had  gone,  and 
for  that  reason  he  added  his  voice 
on  behalf  of  organised  labour  to  those 
that  had  already  goue  up,  asking  that 
as  speedily  as  possible  this  useless 
and  senseless  struggle  should  be  termi- 
nated by  the  grant  of  Home  Rule.  He 
•claimed  that  Ireland  should  be  given 
those  rights  of  taking  part  in  the  affairs 
of  the  country  which  had  been  granted 
them  elsewhere,  and  in  the  exercise  of 
which  they  had  shown  more  than  average 
capacity.  Now  he  came  to  his  second 
point.  There  might  be  many  Members 
who  would  not  be  influenced  by  senti- 
mental arguments.  Some  of  the  argu- 
ments he  had  used  were  only  sentimental 
arguments ;  but,  so  far  as  he  could  gather, 
^  even  from  the  point  of  view  of  practical 
results  British  rule  in  Ireland  had  been 
found  to  be  a  dismal  and  costly  failure, 
costly  to  England  as  well  as  to  Ireland, 
Home  Rule  was  not  only  an  Irish  but  an 
Endish  and  a  Scottish  question.  It  was 
a  Glasgow  question.  Eighteen  hundred 
•of  his  constituents  were  Irishmen,  forced 
out  of  their  country  by  ruthless  land- 
Jardism,  and  denied  the  right  to  rule  them- 
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selves.  He  would  not  say  that  all  these 
bad  effects  were  due  to  British  rule,  but 
at  all  events,  they  found  them  concur- 
rently with  British  rule,  and  that  was 
quite  sufficient  for  his  argument.  He 
had  said  nothing  of  the  financial  strain, 
which  was  very  considerable.  If  they 
had  a  police,  for  instance,  two  or  three 
times  as  numerous  as  they  ought  to  be, 
of  course  somebody  must  be  the  poorer. 
If  they  had  a  judicial  system  very  largely 
engaged  in  defending  the  property  of 
an  absentee  class,  there  again  somebody 
must  pay;  and  if  they  had  a  people 
impoverished  by  landlordism,  the  cost 
of  collecting  the  ordinary  means  of 
government  and  administration  must 
be  larger  than  it  was  in  a  rich  com- 
munity. All  these  things  were  inciden- 
tal to  the  position  in  Ireland,  and  they  all 
flowed  from  the  main  stream  from  which 
Ireland's  losses  flowed.  He  attached 
very  little  importance  to  these  sub- 
ordinate considerations,  because,  after 
all,  any  readjustment  that  they  might 
make  in  regard  to  finance  would  only 
be  temporary  and  trifling  in  its  results. 
For  instance,  if  twelve  or  fourteen  years 
ago  there  had  been  a  readjustment  in 
accordance  with  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
mission, even  already  that  readjust- 
ment would  be  out  of  date  because  of 
the  decrease  of  population  in  Ireland 
and  the  increase  here.  It  was  a  lamentable 
fact  that  during  the  last  fifty-six  years 
there  had  left  the  shores  of  Ireland  a 
number  of  people  almost  if  not  quite 
equal  to  the  whole  present  popula- 
tion of  the  country — that  was  to  say, 
Irishmen,  whose  love  of  country  was  a 
passion,  made  all  the  greater  bcK^anse  of 
the  sufferings  of  the  bravest  and  best  of 
her  sons,  and  the  tragic  history  of  the 
country,  had  left  its  shores,  probably 
in  larger  numbers  than  had  the  people 
of  any  other  country  under  the  sun. 
The  Emigration  Returns  up  to  the  end 
of  last  year  showed  that  in  the  last  year 
no  less  than  40,000  people,  in  round 
numbers,  left  Ireland  for  Oreat  Britain 
and  elsewhere.  Eighty  per  cent,  went  to 
America,  there  to  spread  the  hatred  of 
British  rule,  and  perhaps  at  some  critical 
time  in  our  history  to  turn  the  scale 
against  us.  Of  those  40,000  more  than 
half  were  men,  and  of  those  men  16,555 
were  between  the  ages  of  twenty  and 
forty.    That  was  to  say,  ilb^j  were  a 
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source  of  wealth,  to  the  country  willing 
to  produce  far  more  in  wealth  than  they 
would   take    as    wagea^,    and    yet    they 
had  to  leave  their  own  country  because 
there   was    no   living    for   them   there. 
During  the  last  two  years  the  Labour 
Party  had  been  urging  the  Government 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  imemploy- 
ment,  and  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  received  a  sum 
of  money  to  enable  him  to  deal  with 
that  problem.    Part  of  the  money  he 
had  used  in  sending  people  to  Canada 
and  elsewhere,  and  at  the  same  time  the 
Emigration  Returns  showed  that  during 
the  last  two  years  8,127  people  had  left 
Ireland  for  this  country.    He  .had  not 
dissected  that  figure,  but  probably  more 
than   half   were   men.    At   all    events, 
67  per  cent,  of  the  men  were  labouring 
men ;     and  it  was  perfectly  clear  that, 
whilst  men  had  been  sent  out  of  this 
country  by  the  expenditure  of  public 
money,  men  of  a  similar  class  had  come 
into   this   coimtry   to   intensify   unem- 
ployment.   So  that  if  there  had  been  any 
gain  in  throwing  our  surplus  out  of  the 
window,  that  gain  had  been  lost  by  the 
constant    stream    of    immigration    from 
Ireland    through     the    door.      It    was 
time,    therefore,    they    gave    up     legis- 
lating   for    Ireland,    and    handed    the 
work  over  to  the  Irish  people  who,  he 
believed,  would   make   a   better   show. 
Another  thing  he  had  in  his  mind  was 
the  congestion  of  their  own  business.   He 
was  concerned  to  give  Ireland  Home  Rule, 
because  the  House  had  more    work  to 
do  of  its  own  than  it  could  get  through 
efficiently.    A  great  deal  of  the  work 
done  in  the  House  ought  to  be  done  in 
Ireland,  a  great  deal  in  Scotland,  and  a 
great  deal  in  Wales.    A  great  deal  of 
what  he  said  applied  to  Ireland,  Scot- 
land and  Wales,  but  why  should  Ireland 
wait  ?     The  Irish  people  were  ready  for 
Home  Rule,  and  sent  four-fifths  of  the 
representatives  of  that  country   to  the 
House  of   Commons   to  demand  it.    It 
devolved  on  the   Grovemment  in  office 
to  devise   ways  and    means  of   getting 
over   the   difficulty   as   a    bare   act    of 
justice   to    Ireland.     On    Friday   after- 
noon  the   House   was   for   some    three 
and  a  half  hours   discussing    the   kind 
of  inspection  there   should  be  in  Irish 
clubs.    Had  they  not  sufficient  trouble 
with  regard  to  their  own^clubs^?     Many 
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hon.  Members  "with  whom  he  was 
acquainted  felt  very  strongly  about 
English  clubs  and  Scottish  clubs.  He 
maintained  that  the  House  had  quite 
enough  to  do  in  discussing  what  was 
happening  on  this  side  of  the  Channel 
without  occupying  its  time  in  discussing 
the  inspection  of  Irish  clubs.  Summing 
up,  he  said  that  he  was  in  favour  of 
Home  Rule  because  the  Irish  people 
were  entitled  to  it;  he  was  in  favour 
of  it  because  the  results  of  British 
rule  were  not  of  such  a  character  as  to 
justify  them  in  carrying  it  further,  and 
he  was  in  favour  of  it  because  he  believed 
in  devolution.  He  believed  the  Irish 
people  could  manage  their  own  business 
far  better  than  this  country  could  manage 
it  for  them,  no  matter  how  desirous  we 
might  be  to  do  the  best  for  them.  Any 
one  of  the  reasons  he  had  given  would 
justify  Home  Rule,  but  certainly  the 
three  together  justified  the  Irish  people 
demanding  that  the  affairs  of  Ireland 
should  be  handed  over  to  and  be  con- 
trolled by  Irish  representatives  who  had 
the  trust  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  expressed  himself  as  being  one 
of  a  scanty  number  of  English  Liberals 
now  in  the  House  who  in  1886  voted 
for  Mr.  Gladstone's  Home  Rule  Bill. 
He  claimed  to  have  a  still  longer  and 
older  association  with  the  cause,  because 
his  association  with  it  commenced  in 
that  time  of  terror  which  culminated 
in  the  execution  of  three  unfortimate 
men  in  the  City  of  Manchester  for  what 
he  believed  was  an  unfortunate  political 
crime.  The  opinions  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  which  he  entertained  in  1886  had 
been  confirmed  and  strengthened  through- 
out the  period  which  had  elapsed  since 
that  Bill  unfortunately  met  with  defeat. 
The  Resolution  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterford  was  not 
levelled  in  any  hostile  sense  against 
either  the  Liberal  Government  or  the 
Liberal  Party.  It  was  conceded  with 
great  generosity  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  made  an  honest  and 
sincere  attempt  to  solve  the  Irish  ques- 
tion, and  the  Resolution  was  only  aimed 
at  securing  from  the  Liberal  Party 
that  which  they  would  cheerfully  give, 
the  assertion  of  their  intention  in  the 
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next  Parliament  to  bring  in  a  measure 
of  Home  Rule,  which  would  fall 
within  the  lines  marked  out  by  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
debate  had  not  been  uninstructive. 
He  had  listened  with  great  attention 
to  the  speech  made  with  more  courage 
than  modesty  by  a  newly  elected  Mem- 
ber for  one  of  the  northern  constituencies 
of  Ireland.  He  had  thought  that  lan- 
guage of  that  provocative  kind  had 
ceased  to  be  one  of  the  weapons  of  the 
Unionist  Party  of  Ireland.  Of  this  he 
was  sure,  that  had  he  entertained  such 
opinions  as  the  hon.  Member  expressed 
of  his  countrymen  he  would  have  dis- 
sembled his  views.  He  wished  to  remind 
the  two  or  three  Unionist  Members 
present  of  what  the  opposition  to  the 
Home  Rule  proposals  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  1886  was  foimded  upon.  He  asserted, 
without  the  slightest  hesitation,  that 
the  whole  of  the  opposition  was  founded 
on  the  fear  that  the  access  to  power 
of  the  popular  party  in  Ireland  would 
lead  to  unjust  legislation  and  adminis- 
tration in  respect  to  the  landowners 
in  Ireland.  The  late  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, of  whom  everybody  must 
speak  with  admiration  and  respect 
for  his  courage  and  honesty,  foimded 
his  opposition  entirely  upon  that. 
Those  Liberals  who  had  severed  them- 
selves from  their  Party  had  foimded  their 
opposition  on  the  same  reason.  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  the  cause  of  whose  absence 
they  deplored,  he  remembered,  in  that 
House,  said  that  if  the  Ulster  question, 
the  religious  difficulty,  were  the  only 
matter  in  controversy,  he  would  not 
allow  it  to  stand  in  the  way  of  reform. 
He  agreed  that  under  the  influence 
of  inflammatory  speeches  from  those 
who  ought  to  know  better,  speeches 
such  as  they  had  heard  that  night,  the 
more  ignorant  and  more  bigoted — he 
would  not  use  those  harsh  words — the 
more  devoted  and  religious  character  of 
Protestantism  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
might  have  somewhat  affected  the  volume 
of  opposition  to  Mr.  Gladstone's  Home 
Rule  Bill.  High-sounding  phrases  were 
used  just  in  the  same  way  as  the  words 
"  integrity  of  the  Empire  "  were  used  as 
a  stalking  horse  by  those  who  feared 
the  economic  effect  of  Home  Rule._  He 
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had  listened  with  interest  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University,  because  he  remembered  a 
letter  of  the  hon.  (Jentleman  which 
appeared  in  The  Times  in,  he  thought, 
May  of  1886.  In  that  letter  the  hon. 
Member  admitted  the  gravity  of  the 
problem  which  was  then  occupying  the 
attention  of  the  country,  he  might  say  of 
the  world.  In  that  letter  the  hon. 
Gentleman  remarked  that  if  the  land 
question  was  out  of  the  way,  then  he 
would  be  prepared  to  concede  a  just 
measure  of  self-government  to  Ireland. 
That  was  the  attitude  almost  imiversally 
of  the  Unionists  in  1886.  What  had 
they  done  ?  It  was  the  irony  of  fate. 
A  Conservative  Government  had  been 
instrumental  in  transferring  the  land 
from  the  landlords  to  the  tenants 
of  Ireland.  The  fact  that  men  like  Lord 
Dunraven  and  others  whom  he  could 
name  had  joined  together  in  collabora- 
tion with  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dover  —  he  did  not  think  that 
would  be  denied — and  entered  into  a 
scheme  of  devolution  which  in  fact  would 
have  laid  the  foundation  ultimately  of  a 
Home  Rule  system,  to  his  mind  was  the 
strongest  possible  proof  of  the  economic 
difficulty  being  the  only  real  difficulty. 
That  difficulty  had  been  removed,  and 
there  was  left  a  purely  factious  opposition 
founded  on  bigotry  and  supported  by 
ignorance.  He  was  very  glad  that  the 
Amendmentthreatened  from  those  benches 
had  not  been  moved.  It  contained  the 
saving  clause  that  the  supremacy  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  must  be  preserved. 
Again  he  taxed  his  memory,  and  he 
remembered  a  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  now  our  Minister  at 
Washington,  in  which  he  informed  the 
House  of  what  every  constitutional 
lawyer  knew,  that  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament  was  absolutely  inalienable 
over  all  our  dominions.  If  they  wanted 
an  illustration  of  that  they  had  it  in 
Canada,  to  which  they  conceded  the  fullest 
measure  of  responsible  Gbvemment  that 
had  ever  been  conceded  to  any  of  the 
Colonies,  yet  there  was  no  section  pro- 
viding for  the  reservation  of  Imperial 
supremacy,  because  it  was  inalienable. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Kensing- 
ton, whose  speech  was  marked  by  that 
ability ^which  they  had  recognised  since 
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lie  came  into  the  House,  and  who,  they 
regretted,  did  not  address  the  House 
more  frequently,  said — 

"  K  vou  are  going  to  grant  Home  Rule,  you 
moJit  have  two  divisions.  You  must  have 
Home  Rule  for  Belfast,  and  Home  Rule  for 
the  southern  and  western  and  midland  parts 
of  Ireland.*' 

IHd  it  never  occur  to  the  noble  Lord  that 
Canada  was  equally  divided  politically 
ihto  two  provinces,  the  French  province 
and  the  British  province  ?  Did  it  never 
occur  to  the  noble  Lord  that  all  the 
concUtions  of  distinct  nationalities  existed 
in  Canada  a  thousandfold  as  great  as 
they  were  in  Ireland.  Yet  the  Dominion 
Act  of  1867  was  passed,  and  the  Dominion 
Parliament — a  local  Parliament  such  as 
that  which  they  would  establish  ill 
Dublin — was  established  in  the  capital 
of  Canada,  and  under  that  Government 
the  French  Catholics  of  the  province  of 
which  Quebec  was  the  capital,  lived  as 
contented  and  with  the  same  satisfaction 
SB  Protestant  Englishmen.  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  speak  about  the 
possibility  of  dishonesty.  The  Chief 
Secretary  was  not  present ;  but  one  of 
his  representatives — ^the  Minister  for 
Agriculture — was,  and  he  would  confirm 
bis  statement  that  those  poorest  and  most 
benighted  districts  in  Ireland  upon  which 
the  contumely  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  fell,  kept  up  their  payments 
regularly  and  honestly.  One  of  the  most 
splendid  spectacles  in  relation  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  been  the  efEort 
laudably  attempted  and  loyally  fulfilled 
of  keeping  the  financial  engagements 
into  which  they  had  entered.  Speaking 
as  an  English  Member  for  an  English 
constituency,  he  would  welcome  the 
passage  of  a  measure  of  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland.  There  were  great  social 
problems  for  which  the  people  of  this 
country  were  yearning,  and  yet  the 
time  of  the  House  had  been  occupied  not 
for  weeks,  not  for  months,  but  for  years, 
on  this  idle  and  barren  controversy.  It 
would  be  an  inestimable  boon  and  blessing 
if  they  could  release  themselves  from  the 
burden  which  it  was  impossible  under 
molem  conditions  successfully  to  bear, 
and  thus  enable  them  to  address  them- 
selves to  those  questions  so  intimately 
afEecting  the  material  and  moral  interests 
of  the  people  of  this  coimtry.  He  had 
spent  many  years  in  the  House  of  Com- 


mons, and  he  had  always  been  loyal  to 
the  great  cause  of  Home  Rule.  He ' 
honestly  believed  there  was  a  little 
light  shining  in  the  sky,  and  a  pros- 
pect of  that  measure  of  liberty 
which  the  Irish  people  desired  shining 
upon  them.  He  did  not  despair  that 
it  would  be  under  the  inspiration,  and 
he  hoped  also  by  the  physical  act  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister,  that  they  might 
realise  that  which  a  few  years  ago  was  a 
dream,  then  a  hope,  and  now  a  possibility. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  said 
he  wished  to  speak  on  the  Motion  from 
the  standpoint  of  an  Irish  Pro* 
testant.  His  words  would  be  very 
few,  because  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  had  dealt  with  that  aspect 
of  the  case  in  a  very  masterly  manner. 
When  once  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  came 
prominently  to  the  forefront  as  a  pressing 
question  of  practical  politics  it  was  not 
in  the  least  degree  surprising,  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  only  to  be  expected, 
that  the  Unionist  Party  should  set  up 
every  bogey  that  human  ingenuity 
could  devise  in  order  to  scare  the 
English  people.  None  of  those  bogeys 
was  more  diligently  utilised,  or 
had  more  effectively  served  the  object 
in  view,  than  the  bogey  of  religious 
intolerance.  Where  people  took  the 
trouble  to  ascertain  the  truth  such 
bogeys  were  set  up  in  vain.  Fortunately, 
the  English  people.,  as  a  rule,  were 
somewhat  better  informed  about  Irish 
affairs  than  they  used  to  be,  and  con- 
sequently, they  were  not  so  easily 
bamboozled.  Nevertheless,  many  Eng- 
lish people  knew  so  little,  and  he  was 
afraid  cared  less,  about  Ireland  that 
they  were  easily  caught  by  any  catch- 
cry,  and  readily  swallowed  any  rubbish 
that  was  uttered  about  the  Irish  people, 
more  especially  if  that  rubbish  was 
dished  up  in  fashionable  drawing-rooms. 
For  example,  the  catch-cry  that  Home 
Rule  would  mean  Rome  Rule  had 
probably  caused  many  a  British  vote 
to  be  cast  against  Home  Rule  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  cast  in  its 
favour,  and  there  were  doubtless  many 
presumably  sane  people  on  this  side  of 
the  Channel  who  even  now  firmly  believed 
that  the  Protestants  in  Ireland  would 
live  in  daily  danger  of  the  thumb-screw 
imder  a  Home  Rule  Parliament.    They 
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had  been  told  that  sort  of  stuff  so  often 
that  they  naturally  took  it   for  granted 
that  it  must  be  so,  and  such  people  were 
generally  either  too  indolent  or  too  much 
occupied   with   other   concerns   to   find 
out    the    actual    facts    for    themselves. 
Ignorance  of  each  other  was  the  great 
barrier  which  stood  between  the  British 
and  the  Irish  nations,  and  it  ought  to 
be   the   steadfast   and   earnest   aim   of 
every  well-wisher  of  either  country  to 
break  down  that  barrier.     With  regard 
to  the  question  of  Catholic  intolerance  in 
Ireland  upon  the  question  of  Home  Rule 
perhaps   few   could    speak    with    better 
knowledge    than    himself,    for    he    hap- 
pened   to    be   one    of    those  benighted 
Protestants    in    the    South    of    Ireland 
who  were  the  objects  of    such    tender 
solicitude  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
above    the    gangway.      Indeed,    in    his 
own    person    he    afforded    a    singularly 
surprising  example  and  a  very  shocking 
example  of  Catholic  intolerance.    His  case 
might  well  appeal  to  the  pity  and  com- 
passion of  the  Unionist  Party,  because 
his     Catholic      fellow-countrymen      had 
carried  their  persecution  of  him  to  such 
a  cruel  extreme  as  to   return  him  on 
every  occasion  unopposed  to  represent, 
in  this  water-logged  House  of  Commons, 
the  division  of  the  County  of   Cork  in 
which  he  lived.     The   fact  that  the  pro- 
portion of  Catholics  to   Protestants  in 
the  County  of  Cork  was  over  ten  to  one 
naturally  made  his   case  all   the    more 
serious  ;   and,  furthermore,  another  Pro- 
testant Member  of  the  Nationalist  Party 
had  suffered  similarly  barbarous  treat- 
ment in  the  next  adjoining  division  of 
the  County  of  Cork  to  his  own.     More- 
over, he  had  some  dozen  colleagues  in 
the   Irish  Party  who  had  had  equally 
painful     experiences     all    through     the 
Catholic  districts  of  Ireland,  from  Cork 
to  Donegal.     He  would  like  the  House  to 
consider  for  a  moment  the  humiliating 
position    occupied    by    the    Protestant 
minority  in  Ireland  compared  with  the 
commanding      position      occupied      by 
CathoUc     minority    in     Great     Britain. 
According  to  the    last  census,  taken  in 
1901,  Protestants  in  Ireland,  including 
the  Presbyterians  and  Methodists,  num- 
bered 1,086,000.    His  hon.  and  learned 
friend  the  Member  for  Waterford  had 
already  mentioned  the  fact  that  Ireland 
returned  twenty-seven  Protestant  Mem- 
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bers  of  Parliament.     According  to  the 
the  same   census  the  Catholics  in  Great 
Britain   numbered   2,180,000,   or  some- 
thing more  than  double  the  number  of 
Protestants    in     Ireland.      How    many 
Catholics  were  sent  to  sit  in  this  House 
by    British    constituencies  ?     His    hon. 
friend    said    there    were    five,    but   he 
thought    there    were    only    ioui.    But 
whether  the  number  was  four  or  five  it 
included  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool,  who 
might  fairly  be  said  to  represent  Ireland 
in  England.     In  the  face  of  facts  such 
as  those,  was  it  any  wonder  that  Unionists 
should  shudder  to  contemplate  the  fate 
that  awaited   forlorn   Irish   Protestants 
when  they  were  placed  under  the  heel  of 
tkeir  Catholic  oppressors?     The  chaige 
of     intolerance     so    persistently    made 
in      certain       quarters      against      the 
Catholics   of   Ireland   was   a    base  and 
groundless  charge,  and  he  challenged  any 
Member   of   the   House   to    produce    a 
single  instance  in  which  a  Protestant  in 
Ireland  had  suffered  a  disability  of  any 
sort  or  kind  on  account  of  his  religion. 
It  was  a  very  good  omen  that  the  Orange- 
men of  the  North  were  gradually  learning 
a  lesson  of  religious  toleration  from  the 
Catholics  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  and  that 
the  old  aggressive  spirit  of  ascendancy 
was  slowly  but  surely  dying  out.    Year 
by  year  it  was  becoming  more  difficult  to 
kindle  the  smouldering  embers  of  sec- 
tarian  strife,    and   the   beating   of  the 
Orange  drum  was  no  longer  responded 
to  with  the  same  frantic  frenzy  as  in 
the  days  gone  by.    From  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other  there  were,  happily, 
signs  and  tokens  that  it  was  the  desire 
of  Irishmen  of  every  class  and  creed  to 
live  together  in  harmony  and  peace,  and 
work  together  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
their  country.    All  they  asked  for  was  to 
be  given  the  chance,  and  why,  in  the 
name   of   commonsense,    could   not  the 
great  Liberal  Government  summon  up 
sufficient    courage    to    give    them    the 
chance  ? 

*Mr.  BARRIE  (Londonderry,  N.)  said 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East 
Cork  had  informed  the  House  that  while 
there  were  several  Protestant  Members 
in  the  Nationalist  Party,  there  were  only 
four  or  five  Catholic  Members  sent  to 
Parliament    by    British    constituencies. 
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He  made  no  complaint  in  regard  to  that 
statement,  but  he  challenged  the  deduc- 
tion which  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
drew    from    it.     The    deduction    which 
Unionists  draw    from  it  was  that  the  hon. 
Member's   inclusion    in    the   Nationalist 
Party  was  part  of  a  skilful  propaganda 
to  have    in   the  Party  a  select  number 
of    Protestants.     Unionists    had     again 
ttnd  again  tried  to  get  as  a  Member  of 
their  party  a  Rojian  Catholic  Unionist. 
They   had   not   succeeded    yet,    but   he 
"believed    they    would    ultimately.     He 
could   not  help,   when   listening  to   the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  contrasting 
liis  reception  that  afternoon  with  what 
lie     was     accustomed    to    get     in     his 
earlier   appearances   before    the   present 
Parliament.     They     were      aware     that 
three    coarses    were    open    to  the   hon. 
Member  in   fulfilment    of    his    promis3 
to  his  followers   in   Ireland,  that  within 
a    week    of    the    opening     of    Parlia- 
ment they  would  have  the  Home  Rule 
flag    imfurled.     It    was    open    to    the 
hon.   Member   to   move   a   Home   Ride 
Amendment  to  the  Address.     That  was 
not  done,  and  no  explanation  was  offered 
as    to    why    it    was    not    done.      The 
hon.   Member     could    have    introduced 
a    Home     Rule    Bill,    and    have    seen 
what   support    it    would    receive    from 
the      present     Government.      He     had 
elected  to  take  neither  of  these  courses. 
He  had  chosen  the  safer,  the  less  aggres- 
sive, and  the  more  academic  course  of 
introducing  that   Parliamentary  futility, 
a  Home  Rule  Resolution.     Unionists  did 
not  complain.     The  great  difficulty  they 
had  to  contend  with  at  the  last  general 
election  was  the  constant  assertion  that 
Home  Rule  was  dead,  and  that  it  was  not 
an  issue  before  the  electorate.     He  was 
happy  in  the  knov^  ledge  that  that  could 
not  be  said  again.     They  believed  they 
had  again  to  begin  the  old  fight  which 
was    twice    before    carried    successfully 
through,  and  he  did  not  think  the  result 
would  be  different  from  what  it  was  in 
1886,    and   again   in    1893.     They   were 
told      sometimes      that      Ulster      had 
wavered     in     its     allegiance     to     the 
Unionist  cause,  but  in  the  three  elections 
which  had  taken  place  since  the  general 
election  the  Unionist  majorities  had  been 
greatly  increased.     The  Member  for  the 
Blackfriars  Division  of  Glasgow  had  said 
that   all   the   trouble   in    Ireland    came 


from  the   landlord    party.     He   thought 
as   he   listsned   that   the   hon.    Member 
was  not  so  well  posted  in  his  facts  as 
usual.     He  was  not   there  as  a  repre- 
sentative   of    the    landlord   party,  and 
had  never  had  any  interest  in  land,  but 
he  was  old  enough  to  remember  that 
since  1881   Irish  landlords  had  suffered 
severely  for  any  faults  or  shortcomings 
of  their  predecessors.     Since  1881,  there 
had  been  Land  Courts  in  Ireland  fixing 
fair  rents,  and  gradually  a  great  improve- 
ment had  taken  place,  so  that  it  was 
utterly  beside  the  question  to  say  that 
landlordism  was  the  cause  of  any  trouble 
in  Ireland    The  Member  for  the  Black- 
friars   Division    had   also    assured    the 
House    that  all    the    Members    of    the 
Labour    Party    were     confirmed    Home 
Rulers.    He  ventured  to  suggest  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Black&iars  Division 
was  really  a  great  deal  more  of  an  Im- 
perialist than  he  seemed  to  be  aware  of 
himself.     He  told  the  House  that  he  was 
a  Home  Ruler  because  of  the  organisation 
which  had  been  the  means  of  bringing 
the  Labour  Members  into  the  House^ 
He  remembered  the  time  when,  as  the 
head  of  one  of  those  great  Labour  or- 
ganisations, the  Member  for  the  Black- 
friars  Division,    finding   himself   out   of 
sympathy  with  a  large  society  over  which 
he  had  been  chief  officer  for  many  years, 
went  down  to  Glasgow  when  the  men 
had  ventured  to  act  in  defiance  of  the 
instructions  of  the  executive,  and  ordered 
them  to  return  to  their  work,  telling  them 
that  if  they  refused  their  strike  pay  would 
be  cut  off.     They  returned  to  work.     He 
thought  in  that  action  the  hon.  Member 
showed     consciously     or     unconsciously 
that  he  was  an  Imperialist  of  the  best 
type.     It  was  stated  in  the  Resolution 
of    tie     hon.     and     learned     Member 
for    Waterfo  d  the  present    system    of 
government     in    Ireland    was    out     of 
sympathy  with  the  will  of  the  people. 
He  supposed  that  what  was  meant  was 
that     it    was    out    of    sympathy    with 
the   will   of   the   United   Irish    League. 
He  submitted,  however,  that  the  United 
Irish  League  had  no  right  or  mandate  to 
speak  for  the  people  of  Ireland.     Writing 
to  the  Freeman's  Journal  in  July,  1907, 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Tyrone  pointed 
out  that  on  the  roll  of  membership  of  the 
United    Irish    League    there    were    no 
landlords,    few    merchants,    fewer    Irish 
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manufacturers,  and  few  of  the  men  who 
were  managing  the  business  of  Ireland 
in  city  and  town.  In  that  connection  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  was  that 
the  kind  of  statement  that  was  made 
when  the  United  Irish  League  was  seeking 
financial  support  in  all  ends  of  the  earth  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  preached  in 
Australia  that  there  had  been  a  great 
change  in  Ireland,  and  that  all  classes 
were  now  united  in  asking  that  some 
form  of  Home  Rule  should  be  granted. 
He  was  in  the  House  as  one  of  the 
commercial  representatives  of  Ulster  to 
say  that  they  stood  now  where  they 
stood  in  previous  times  on  this  great 
issue.  If  that  contention  were  disputed, 
he  thought  the  statistics  of  recent  elections 
amply  confirmed  the  fact.  He  desired 
to  adopt  the  words  used  by  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  at 
Dungannon  on  8th  October,  1886.  Al- 
though the  hon.  Member  now  sat  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  he  would 
ask  that  careful  attention  should  be 
given  to  those  words,  because  he  had 
lived  a  good  many  years  in  Ireland  before 
he  uttered  them  and  knew  the  position 
there  as  well  as  most  men.  The  hon. 
Member  said — 

**  I' have  never  doubted  how  the  hon.  Member 
or  Cork  would  treat  inconvenient  minorities, 
and  I  now  hold,  firmer  than  I  did  before,  that 
if  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  ever  place  their 
civil  or  religious  liberties  at  the  mercy  of  the 
band  of  mercenaries  who  follow  Mr.  Parneirs 
lead,  they  will  spc^edily  and  bitterly  rue  the 
transaction." 

He  thoroughly  agreed  with  him,  and 
it  was  oiily  necessary  t )  alter 
the  leader's  names.  He  would  give 
another  illustration.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Galway,  writing  recently  in  the  Daily 
Chronicle,  claimed  greater  powers  in  the 
proposed  Council  for  Nationalists  in  order 
that  they  might  the  better  be  able  to 
show  generosity  and  justice  to  the 
Protestants,  who  would  always  have 
been  in  a  minority  in  the  Council.  The 
Editor  of  the  British  WeeTchj,  as  a  Non- 
conformist, replying  to  this  argument 
said — 

"  The  hon.  Member  knows  history.  Will  he 
tell  us  of  a  single  instance  where  a  Roman 
Catholic  has  given  justic-e  to  a  Protestant 
minority  ?     We  wait  to  hear." 

He  had  carefully  perused  every  issue  of 
the  British  Weekly  since  that  was  pub- 

Mr  Ba*rie, 


{ lished,  and  he  had  failed  to  find  an  answer 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway. 

Mr.  GWYNN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  directly  challenged  me  on 
this  matter.  I  never  saw  the  article 
he  refers  to.  It  is  impossible  for  any 
man  to  read  all  the  newspapers.  I  should 
have  no  hesitation  in  giving  the  illustra- 
tion asked  for. 

Mr.  BARRIE  said  he  had  put  on 
record  the  statement  made  by  a  largely- 
circulated  Nonconformist  periodical. 

Mr.  swift  MAOTEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
We  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Mr.  BARRIE  said  he  was  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Grentleman  had  never  heard  of 
it.  As  to  the  present  compoeition  oi  the 
Nationalist  Party  he  would  quote  what 
was  said  in  the  Irish  PeojUcy  a  publication 
edited  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork.  Over  a  year  ago  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid.  Cork  had  a  sudden 
punishment  meted  out  to  him  because 
he  had  not  conformed  in  some  way  to  the 
behests  of  the  Party.  He  resigned  lu» 
seat  and  stood  again,  and  the  official 
Insh  Parliamentary  Party  did  not  dare 
even  to  oppose  him.  During  the  contest 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
said — 

**tSilly  people  who  were  ready  to  swallow 
any  cry  would  no  doubt  be  told  that  Mr.  Sheehta 
was  standing  against  the  Irish  Party  sud  against 
majority  rule.  That  cry  was  worthy  of  a 
party  who  could  live  only  by  falsehoooF,  ami 
by  the  suppression  of  the  truth  from  the  oonntry. 
The  truth  was  the  other  way,  for  Sir.  Sheehan 
was  standing  to  save  the  great  majority  of  th» 
Irish  Party  and  their  nominal  Leader  from  a 
secret  despotism,  which  was  redocinflr  the  name 
of  that  Party  to  an  empty  name  ajod  an  object 
of  derision  in  Ireland.  The  majority  of  the  Irish 
Party  had  no  more  to  do  with  the  expa1»i(m  of 
Mr.  Sheehan  from  the  Irish  Party  than  they  had 
to  do  with  the  last  eclipse  of  "the  son.  They 
knew  no  more  about  this  outrage  on  Mr.  Sheehaa 
and  the  people  of  Mid  Cork  than  even  Mr. 
Sheehan  himself  until  they  read  of  it  in  the 
newspapers.  To  that  hour  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  Party  knew  as  Utile  as  those  he  naa 
addressing  as  to  who  were  the  secret  conapiratora 
who  ^  ere  yielding  the  power  of  life  ana  death 
over  their  colleagues  and  themselves.  The 
whole  thing  was  done  in  guilty  secret,  and  in 
some  unknown  star  chamlMdr,  aiid  the  objeot  of 
that  Mid  Cork  election  was  to  tear  away  that 
cloud  of  darkness,  and  let  the  party  and  the 
country  know  once  and  for  all  who  were  the  guilty 
conspirators  and  by  what  right  they  claimed  that 
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intolerable  pretention  to  do  what  they  liked 
with  the  liberties,  and  with  the  honour,  and 
with  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Party.  If  they 
were  to  condone  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Sheehan 
by  those  men,  what  was  to  prevent  them  next 
from  striking  at  fifteen  or  twenty  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party  whom  they  would  just  as  gladly 
strike  down  without  even  the  form  of  a  trial  ? 
That  was  not  majority  rule,  it  was  Thuggery 
rule,  but  from  that  day  forth  the  men  of  Ireland 
were  going  to  put  it  down.  Mr.  Sheehan  was 
taking  the  only  means  of  saving  the  Irish  Party 
from  secret  tyrants,  and  from  the  conditions  of 
ignominy  and  slavery  in  which  they  were  at 
present  lying,  in  terror  of  the  men  who  had  got 
hold  of  the  Australian  funds,  which  were  really 
the  beginning  and  end  of  all  this  trouble." 

[Interruption  from  the  Irish  Benches.] 
He  was  quoting  the  words  of  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  and  he 
claimed  he  was  entitled  to  introduce 
them  during  that  debate.  They  had  an 
interesting  bearing  on  the  question  bsf  ore 
them.  As  a  Member  of  the  Ulster 
Unionist  Party  he  desired  to  associate 
himself  with  everything  which  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Belfast  in  defence  of  the  Irish  Unionists. 
Everything  that  had  occurred  in  recent 
years  had  justified  their  attitude,  and' 
they  wer^  determined  to  resist  by  every 
lawiul  means  any  attempt  to  hand  them 
over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party. 

♦Mr.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire,  Rush- 
cliffe)  thought  that  the  House  had 
heard  with  great  pleasure  and  satis- 
faction from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  that  religious  bigotry  and  animosity 
were  hateful  to  the  Irish  people.  He  was 
sure  that  they  all  recognised  the  truth  of 
the  testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  in  his  own  person.  That  was  the 
impression  which  he  himself  had  received 
when  he  visited  Ireland,  and  he  believed 
that  the  facts  and  figures  laid  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Waterford  had  laid  that  bogey  to  rest. 
The  debate  must  have  stirred  the 
memories  of  all  those  who  were  in  the 
House  in  the  old  days  of  the  eighties. 
His  right  hon.  friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  told  them  that  it  would  be  to  the 
advantage  of  every  Member  of  the  House 
to  read  the  debates  on  the  Coercion  Bill 
of  1887.  He  would  supplement  that  by 
8a3dng  that  in  his  humble  judgment  it 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  every 
Member  to  read  the  debates  on  the  great 
Home   Rule  Bill  of   1886.     Those  were 


days  indeed,  in  Mr.  Parnell's  phrase,  of 
the  battle  of  giants.  He  thought  it 
would  be  admitted  by  anyone  who 
lookei  over  the  last  twenty  years  that 
since  the  introduc  ian  of  that  Home 
Rule  Bill  in  1886  there  had  been  a 
great  march  in  the  movement  towards 
Irish  self-government.  He  thought  that 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  somewhat  belated,  and  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  look  into  the  history  of 
his  Party  he  would  find  that  years  ago 
they  had  moved  a  long  way  in  front  of  his 
Resolution.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  used  the  following 
striking  language  on  12th  March,  1887 — 

"  But  when  Mr.  Gladstone  introduced  this 
tremendous  measure,  when  he  made  this 
enormous  concession  to  the  Pamellite  Party 
we  felt,  and  we  said — and  no  man  said  it  more 
clearly  than  Lord  Hartington — ^that  the  situa- 
tion had  been  changed  by  his  action,  and  that 
in  future  it  would  be  useless  to  talk  of  measures 
which  might  have  been  sufficient  before,  and 
that  we  were  bound  to  consider  the  matter 
now  on  a  broader  and  wider  standpoint,  and 
with  a  view  to  make  more  extensive  concessions, 
and  accordingly  our  position  was  that  while 
we  were  willing  to  agree  in  the  future  to  the 
creation  of  some  legislative  authority  in  Dublin 
in  accordance  with  Mr.  Gladstone's  principlee, 
we  could  not  consent,  and  would  not  consent 
to  the  scheme  by  which  he  proposed  to  carry 
this  out  so  long  is  the  safeguards]  which  Mr. 
Gladstone  provided  were  in  our  opinion  totally 
illusory  and  inadequate." 

The  same  attitude  was  taken  up  in 
1893-1894.  The  principle  of  a  legis- 
lative authority  in  Dublin  was  conceded 
by  both  these  distinguished  men ;  but, 
they  now  had  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Kensington  adopting  a  nega- 
tive non  possumus  attitude.  The  noble 
Lord  had  not  attempted  to  grapple  with 
the  various  assertions  set  forth  in  the 
Resolution  of  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party.  The  case  for  Irish  self-govern- 
ment could  not  be  displaced  as  re- 
garded cost,  inefficiency,  and  the 
alienation  of  the  sympathies  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  Let  them  take 
it  whichever  way  they  liked,  the  case 
stood  not  only  where  it  did  in  1886, 
but  had  been  strengthened  by  what  had 
happened  during  the  last  twenty  years. 
He  had  read  very  carefully  the  speeches 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Waterford  in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land in  1907,  and  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  anyone  going  through  them 
could  feel  otherwise  than  that  the  position 
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of  th'i  hon.  Gentleman  was  abundantly 
justified.  And  that  was  strengthened 
by  the  illuminating  notes  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal.  This  Parliament 
had  for  generations  been  dealing  with 
Ireland  with  a  want  of  knowledge.  The 
fans  et  oriqo  mali  was  still  want  of  know- 
ledge of  Ireland.  No  one  had  admitted 
that  more  specifically  than  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  What  did  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  in  1895  in  regard 
to  the  treatment  by  this  Parliament  of 
Irish   industries  ? — 

**  There  was  a  time,  an  unhappy  time,  when 
the  British  Parliament  thought  they  were  well- 
employed  in  crushing  out  Irish  manufactures 
in  the  interest  of  the  British  producer.  It  was 
a  cruel  and  it  has  proved  to  be  a  stupid  policy." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK:  Hear,  hear. 
That  was  160  years  ago. 

Mr.  ELLIS  said  he  was  not  challenging 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  consistency 
in  the  least ;  he  was  comparing  in- 
stances. Though  they  might  have  got 
rid  of  the  cruelty,  they  had  not  got  rid 
of  the  stupidity.  When  he  first  entered 
Pariiament  he  at  once  came  face  to  face 
with  the  land  question.  He  went  over 
to  Ireland  and  rode  hundreds  of  miles 
over  the  country.  He  had  piles  of  note- 
books filled  with  observations  on  Irish  land 
and  Irish  tenancy.  He  was  amazed  to 
find  that  the  rental  was  taken  in  Ireland, 
and  had  been  taken  for  long,  from  the 
person  who  created  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty and  paid  to  persons  who  nad 
contributed  nothing  to  this  value.  They 
all  knew  that  in  this  country  the 
landlords  created  the  buildings,  exe- 
cuted the  drainage,  and  so  forth.  In 
Ireland  there  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
They  might  go  over  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  acres  where  all  the  value  of  the 
property  had  been  created  by  the  tenants, 
and  large  villages  where  every  house  had 
been  built  by  the  tenants.  On  many 
a  property  the  landlord  had  never  spent 
£5  upon  them.  That  was  proved  by 
the  fact  that  in  the  Act  of  1881  there 
was  a  special  provision  that  English 
managed  estates  should  be  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  that  Act,  and  that  no 
advantage  had  been  taken  of  that  pro- 
vision, the  simple  reason  being  that 
there  were  practically  no  sich  estates. 
There  was  another  very  strik'ng  thing 

Mr.  Ellis. 


about  the  Irish  land  question  which  was 
not  often  taken  notice  of.  The  tenant 
had  a  much  longer  hereditary  connec- 
tion with  the  land  than  the  landlord. 
Many  of  them  had  been  for  generation 
after  generation  on  the  land,  and  new 
landlords  had  come  on  the  scene,  and 
had  filched  from  the  tenants  all  sorts 
of  their  ancient  rights.  The  tenantry 
had  been  treated  as  a  factor  in  adding 
rental  value  to  the  property,  and 
where  that  could  not  be  done  they 
were  swept  away.  That  was  the  cause 
of  the  great  evictions  when  the  people 
were  hurled  off  the  land  to  the  sea 
shore.  In  regard  to  the  machinery 
of  government  in  Ireland,  where  the 
treatment  had  not  been  cruel  it  had 
been  stupid.  The  noble  Lord  did  not 
refer  to  Lord  Dunraven's  striking  book, 
in  which  he  gave  a  catalogue  of 
the  administrative  Boards  in  Ireland. 
He  showed  that  the  civil  administration 
of  Ireland  consisted  of  no  less  than 
sixty -seven  authorities.  Ireland  did 
not  enjoy  the  advantages  of  our 
constitutional  system,  and  she  had  not 
the  advantages  of  an  efficient  despo- 
tism. She  fell  between  the  two  schools. 
There  had  been  some  curious  things 
happen  during  the  last  twenty  years, 
to  some  of  which  he  would  call  atten- 
tion. He  wished  the  noble  Lord  had 
let  a  little  light  into  some  of  them. 
They  started  the  twenty  years  with  an 
interview  between  the  then  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Lord  Carnarvon,  in  a 
house  with  Mr.  Parnell  and  also  the 
Prime  Minister,  but  not  one  of  his  col- 
leagues; then  they  had  the  Newport 
speech,  which  might  be  read  to-day 
with  very  great  advantage ;  and  th3n  they 
had  later  another  Prime  Minister,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who  was  going  to  speak,  would  give  thema 
little  information  about  the  MacDonnell 
mystery.  There  was  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  carrying  on  coercion  for  many  years 
— and  he  never,  apart  from  his  policy, 
admired  a  man  more  for  the  unflinching 
vigour  with  which  he  carried  it  on — 
and  then  they  had  Mr.  Grerald  Balfour ; 
and  while  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  was 
Prime  Minister  they  had  the  curious 
incident  of  Sir  Antony  MacDonnell,  and 
he  initiated  a  new  policy.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  them 
a  little  information  about  these  things  if 


209 


Govei'nment 


he   spoke   in   that   deb-^te.     There   was 
rather  a  significant  arti2le  in  the  North 
American    Review    in    February,     1903, 
evidently  written  on  authority,  that  the 
scheme  then  put  for.vard  was  not  only 
a   scheme  of  financiil    but  of  political 
reform,  and  covered  the  whole  scheme 
of  devolution.     Did  anybody  doubt  that 
at  the  end  of  the  period  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  Irel\nd,  taking  it  all  over, 
had  less  sympathy    £.nd  less  apprecia- 
tion of  English  rule  than  it  had  at  the 
beginning?     There  might  not,  happily, 
be  so  much  crime  and  so  m.uch  disorder, 
but  there  was  a  movement  growing  in 
Ireland,     even      among      Unioniits,   in 
the    direction    of    some    change    being 
made,  and  as  he  listened  to  tho  hon. 
Member  who   had    just  s^t  down  and 
remembered  the  way  in  which  Colonel 
Saunderson    presented    it,    he    thought 
how  the  Unionist  cause  as  regards  force 
and     vigour    had     fallen.      The     hon. 
Member     for    Waterford    had     alluded 
to    the    Irish    representatives,    and    he 
thought  they  could  not  dwell  upon  that 
fact  too  strongly.     Our  system  of  govern- 
ment   was    based  on  the  representative 
principle ;     they   all   claimed   to    come 
there  as  repressnting  somebody ;     they 
were  all  nothing  with  themselves  ;    they 
passed   away,    but   their   constituencies 
endured.     But    all    through    this    time, 
whatever  the  fortunes  of  English  parties, 
there  had  been  more  than  eighty    men 
from  Ireland,  all  of  whom  represented 
more  truly  than  some  of  them  could  say 
that  Irish  demand  dealt  with  in  the  Reso- 
lution before  them.     This,  it  was  foreseen, 
would   be  the  case  in  1884,  when  there 
occurred   in  the  House  a  great  debate  On 
the  Irish    franchise.     One  of  the  most 
eloquent  membars — the  last  real    Irish 
or  i  tor,     Mr.     Plunkett' — poiited     out 
that    if    they    gave    the    franchise    to 
the  Irish  peasant  they  would  undoubtedly 
make  it  inevitable  that  the  Nationalist 
Party  would  come  up  there  .with  a  great 
majority.     So  it  had  been.     They  had 
had  a  stream  of  men  coming  from  Ireland 
who    were    entitled    to    be    listened    to. 
But,    apart    from    that,    he    noticed    a 
singular  statement  which  fell  not  long 
ago  from  the  late  Solicitor-General  who, 
he  believed,  went   so  far  as  to  say  that 
it  was  about  time  that  the   government 
of    Ireland   .was    left    for    Irishmen    to 
deal  with. 
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Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
Slid  that  was  not  exactly  what  he  had 
s'.ated.  He  said  that  if  the  present 
course  of  gwernment  went  on  and  did 
not  afford  protection  to  the  Irish  people 
the  English  Grovemment  had  better 
clear  out  of  Ireland. 


*Mr.  ELLIS  was  glad  to  have  ex- 
tracted that  statement.  The  present 
course  of  government  included  the 
Conservative    Government. 


Sir   E.   CARSON: 
Government. 


No,   the   present 


♦Mr.  ELLIS  said  of  course  he  accepted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation. 
But  in  this  connection  he  remembered 
very  well  the  striking  words  used  by  Mr. 
Parnell  in  the  great  debate  of  1886.  He 
said — 

"  We  cannot  give  up  a  single  Irishman ;  we 
want  the  energy,  the  patriotism,  the  talents, 
and  the  work  of  every  Irishman  to  ensure  that 
this  great  experiment  shall  be  a  successful  one. 
The  best  system  of  government  for  a  country 
I  believe  to  be  one  which  requires  that  that 
Government  should  be  the  resolution  of  all  the 
forces  within  that  country.  I  regard  variety 
as  necessary  to  the  success  of  this  trial.  We 
want  all  creeds^and  all  classes  in  Ireland.  We 
cannot  consent  to  a  single  Irishman  as  not 
belonging  to  us." 

He  was  not  sure  that  if  Mr.  Parnell 
had  been  in  his  place  now  he  would  not 
have  claimed  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  being  willing  to  work 
under  his  banner.  He  welcomed  the 
Resolution ;  he  believed  it  cleared  the  air. 
He  believed  that,  after  all,  the  sky  was 
breaking,  and  that  the  Irish  Nationalists 
and  the  English  Members — because  this 
was  as  much  a  question  for  them  as  for 
the  Nationalist  Members — might  look 
forward  to  the  time  when  the  problem 
would  be  solved  by  giving  to  the  Irish 
people  the  legislative  and  executive 
control  of  all  purely  Irish  afiairs.  He 
should  go  with  unhesitating  alacrity 
into  the  lobby  in  support  of  the  Resolution, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  ex- 
pended the  greater  part  of  his  speech 
in  expounding  to  the  House  two  flagrant 
instances  of  English  misgovernment  in 
Ireland.  The  first  related  to  the  Irish 
system   of   land    tenure,    under    which, 
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as  everybody  knows,  it  has  been  cus- 
tomary for  the  tenant  to  make  the  im- 
provements— ^not  a  good  system  in  my 
opinion,  but  a  system  which  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House — ^the  party  to  which 
I  belong,  the  Gk)vemment  of  which  I  wr  s  a 
member — have  done  not  only  something 
to  remedy,  but  eveything  to  remedy. 
What  was  tinkered  at  before  by  Radici  1 
Governments  and  Conservative  Govern- 
ments in  the  way  of  land  purchase  has 
been  finally  and  conclusively  settled  by 
the  Land  Purchase  Act,  passed  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Dover, 
and  what  can  be  the  relevance  of  a  system 
of  land  tenure  in  Ireland  which  is  reme- 
died by  legislation  passed  by  this 
House  to  an  argument  which  dicusses 
whether  this  House  is  capable  of  dealing 
with  Irish  problems  utterly  passes  my 
comprehension.  But  I  go  further,  and 
I  ask:  How,  if  Home  Rule  had  passed, 
either  in  1886  or  1893,  could  the  land 
question  have  been  settled  ?  If  it  has 
been  settled  now,  or  if  it  is  in  the  way 
of  being  settled  now  by  the  use  of  British 
credit  and  British  capital — and  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  after 
his  ideal  is  carried  into  efiect,  and  there 
is  in  Dublin  an  independent  Parliament 
with  an  executive  responsible  to  it,  it  is 
likely  that  a  British  House  of  Parliament 
which  h'^s  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
Ireland  except  occasionally  to  coerce 
the  representatives  of  Ireland  in  the 
management  of  Irish  afEairs — (that,  I 
understand,  is  the  theory) — how  they 
would  have  dealt  with  the  Irish  land 
problem  on  just  and  sound  lines  without 
British  credit  behind  them  passes  my 
comprehension,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
ni'in  forgot  in  the  course  of  his  speech  to 
explain  it.  His  other  illustration,  if  he 
will  jillow  me  to  say  so,  was,  if  possible, 
more  unfortunate.  He  told  us  that  he 
hid  driven  mp.ny  hundreds  of  miles  on 
an  outside  car  through  Ireland — I  am 
sure  enjoying  the  lovely  scenery  and  the 
kindly  hospitality  of  its  inhabitants — 
but  he  said  he  hid  discovered  in  the  course 
of  his  investigations  th.it  there  were  no 
less  than  sixty-seven  boards  in  Ireland. 

Mr.   ELLIS  said   he   took  the   sixty- 
seven  boards  from  Lord  Diinravcn's  book. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    I  beg  pardon. 
That  was  not  discovered  o  i  the  outside 
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car.    But  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  cannot 
have  been  in  this  House  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  spoke  this  evening. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  made  & 
very    interesting    speech,    to    which  1 
shall  refer  later,  and  in  the  course  of 
that  speech  he  had  a  long  and  interesting 
parenthesis,   in   which   he    re-made  the 
speech  which,  by  his  own  account,  he 
ought  to  have  made  when  he  brought 
in  the  Irish  Councils  Bill  last  year.    He 
indicated  to  the  House  that  he,  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  had  been  misled 
by  Lord  Dunraven  in  his  book.     He  did 
not  mention  the  name  or   the   source, 
but   he    did    mention    the    sixty-seven 
boards,  and  he  said  it  was  a  very  unfor- 
tunate   argument    to    have    used.    He 
felt  he  had  weakened  his  case  by  it, 
because  these  sixty-seven   boards  were 
now  quite  an  illusory  argument,  and  the 
whole  justification  of  the  abortive  Bill 
of  last  year  did  not  depend  upon  sixty- 
seven  boards,  but,  I  think,  upon  six— 
a   percentage  of  diminution  which  my 
powers  of  mental  arithmetic  are  unable 
at  the  moment  to  calculate,  but  which 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  himself  will 
admit  is  very  large.    So  much  for  the 
two  instances  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mentioned.    If  I  go  back,  leaving 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman's  speech,  to 
a  general  survey  of  the  debate,  I  have 
one    or    two    general    observations   to 
make.     The  first  is  this,  that  it  is  clearly 
impossible  to  discuss  the  merits  of  Home 
Rule  in  the  course  of  a  debate  which 
begins  at  four  o'clock  and  ends,  let  QS 
say,    at  half -past   eleven.     I   remember 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Bill  of  1803  we  took  a  fortnight ;    or  at 
least  we  had  four  days  for  the  introduc- 
tion and  I  do  not  know  how  many  days 
for  the  Second  Reading.     Though  in  those 
days,  as  in  these,  there  was  occasional 
repetition  in  argument,  still  I  am  not 
making  an  extravagant  statement  when 
I  say  that  i1*is  impossible  for  any  speaker, 
whatever    his    powers    of    compression 
may  be,  to  deal,  within  the  limits  pre- 
scribed by  the  conditions  under  which 
we  are  discussing  this  question,  with  so 
vast  a  theme  in  any  adequate  fashion. 
The  second  observation  I  have  to  make, 
or  the  second  question  I  put  to  myself, 
is  whether  wo  are  engaged  in  a  serious 
discussion  at  all  ?     I  confess  that  when 
I  heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Geatieman 
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who  initiated  the  debate  make  his 
speech,  I  felt,  as  I  have  always  felt  when 
he  speaks  to  us,  that  he  has  strong  con- 
victions on  this  matter  which  he  is 
as  capable  as  any  man  in  this  House  of 
expressing  eloquently  and  effectively. 
But  then,  when  I  heard  the  reply  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  I  did  not  know  whether 
I  was  assisting  at  a  pre-arranged  comedy 
between  the  Government  and  their  friends 
on  that  side  and  their  consistent  and 
faithful  supporters  below  the  girgway, 
and  whether,  in  fact,  this  was  not  a 
mere  attempt  to  make  the  outside 
public  believe  that  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Members  were  as  interested  as  ever 
in  the  question  of  Home  Rule,  but  tha 
hon.  Grentlemen  opposite  were  not  to 
be  driven  into  any  unpleasant  comer  or 
compelled  to  make  any  unpleasant  declara- 
tions, but  were  to  have  the  same  latitude 
of  interpretation  of  their  Home  Rule 
declarations  as  they  had  enjoyed  in 
the  past.  I  had  intended  speaking 
on  the  merits,  but — [Cries  of  "  Go  on."] — 
then  you  bring  it  on  yourselves,  and,  if  I 
am  to  survey,  even  in  the  briefest  fashion 
the  merits  of  the  question,  I  must  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  though 
I  shall  not  really  travel  outside  the 
limits  of  to-day^s  debate.  What  said 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  ?  He  gave 
his  version  of  the  arguments  that  had 
been  used  in  favour  of  Home  Rule,  and 
said — 

"  The  whole  situation  is  altered.  There  may 
hare  been  strong  arguments  against  Home 
Role  in  1886  and  in  1893,  but  those  arguments, 
which  may  have  been  strong  then,  have  been 
destroyed  since,  and  destroyed  by  the  action  of 
a  Unionist  Government." 

What  were  his  two  arguments  ?  The 
first  was  that  you  required  to  do  justice 
in  the  matter  of  land.  You  had  to  do 
justice  to  Irish  landlords  as  well  as  Irish 
tenants,  and  if  Home  Rule  had  been 
passed  in  1886  or  1893  justice  would 
not  have  been  done.  Justice  will  now 
be  done  because  the  Land  Act  of  1903 
has  been  passed,  and  that  question  is 
in  the  way  of  solution.  I  am  proud  to  have 
been  a  member  of  the  Government  which 
passed  that  Act ;  but,  when  it  is  sug- 
gested that  it  is  inconsistent  with  Unionist 
policy,  let  me  say  that  I  had  been  an 
ardent  advocate  for  years  of  that  policy 
before  I  held  office  in  this  House  at  all. 
More  than  twenty  years  ago  I  seconded 


a  Resolution  on  the  subject  of  land 
purchase  when  I  was  in  Opposition,  and 
ever  since  then  I  have,  in  office  and  out 
of  office,  ardently  advocated  that  policy,, 
and  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  we  borrowed 
it  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
and  his  friends.  I  believe  the  public 
man  whose  name  was  most  identified 
in  early  life  with  it  was  Mr.  Bright ;  but, 
whatever  may  have  been  the  small  be- 
ginnings  of  that  policy,  all  that  has  been 
.done  of  a  great  and  effectual  character 
has  been  done  by  us,  all  the  great  stepa 
have  been  taken  by  us,  and  they  have 
been  absolutely  consistent  with  the 
whole  theory  of  Unionist  administration* 
The  second  argument  used  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  that  the 
opponents  of  Home  Rule  laid  down  the 
principle  that  Irishmen,  qua  Irishmen,, 
were  incapable  of  administering  affairs,, 
and  that  that  argument  had  been  entirely 
disposed  of  by  the  fact  that  a  Unionist 
Government  gave  a  full  measure  of  local 
administration  to  Irish  county  councils* 
Local  government  in  Ireland,  again,  haa 
always  been  a  part  of  Unionist  policy- 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  :  What  did  Lord 
Salisbury  say  at  Newport  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  He  certainly 
said  nothing  inconsistent  with  that- 
Long  before  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Act  passed,  I  and  my  friends  have 
always  said  that  privileges  of  that  kind 
which  you  gave  to  England  must  be 
given  to  Ireland.  They  were  not  given 
to  England,  remember,  until  a  Unionist 
Government  gave  them  in  1888  ;  and,  aa 
soon  as  they  were  given  to  England,, 
then,  in  my  opinion,  it  became  absolutely 
necessary,  right,  and  just  that  the  same 
privileges  should  be  given  to  Ireland; 
and  they  were  given,  not  when  a  Radical 
(Jovemment  came  in,  but  when  a  Unionist 
Government  again  took  office  in  1895, 
Who  has  ever  suggested  that  an  Irishman 
is  incapable  of  dealing  with  government  ? 
[A  Nationalist  Member  :  Lord  Salis- 
bury.] I  beg  pardon.  He  did. nothing 
of  the  kind.  You  have  only  to  see  the 
Parliamentary  ability  of  hon.  Membera 
below  the  gangway — an  ability  which 
I  have  experienced,  sometimes  pleasur- 
ably  and  sometimes  painfully,  for  the 
last  thirty  years — to  know  that  Irishmen 
yield  to  no  nation  in  the  world  in  their 


215 


Government 


{COMMONS} 


of  IreUmd. 


216 


Parliamentary  aptitudes.  And  I  am 
delighted  to  learn  what  we  have  heard 
to-day — that  the  Irish  county  councils 
liave  shown  great  administrative  ability, 
And  have  been  a  very  creditable  institu- 
tion. As  one  of  those  who  created  that 
institution,  am  I  expected  to  stand  in  a 
white  sheet  on  that  account  ?  No,  Sir, 
no  one  ever  objected  to  Home  Rule  on 
the  ground  that  Irishmen  lacked  the 
necessary  ability  to  deal  with  questions 
of  public  policy  ;  and  no  one  suggested 
that  the  Irish  county  councils  would 
fail  in  their  duty  except  as  far  as  they 
allowed  their  political  prejudices  to  inter- 
fere. And  I  am  afraid  that,  if  the  matter 
"were  inquired  into  impartially,  it  would  be 
f oimd  that,  so  high  does  party  feeling  run 
in  Ireland,  and  not  on  one  side  only,  that 
you  cannot  count  on  county  councils  to 
appoint  to  places  of  emolument  those 
best  qualified  to  carry  out  the  functions 
xmless  they  share  the  piltical  opinions 
of  the  majority.  If  that  is  the  fact, 
surely  it  bears  out  the  conclusion  to 
which  my  noble  friend,  in  his  brilliant 
-speech  to-night,  called  attention — 
that  if  Ireland  were  left  entirely 
to  her  own  political  resources  she  would 
Idc  the  scene  of  violent  political  faction 
fights  in  which  the  minority  would  fare 
very  badly,  the  minority  being  in  this 
case  that  section  of  the  population  which 
certainly  has  sho^\'n  the  greatest  industrial 
aptitude.  That  is  the  only  moral  that 
•can  be  drawn  from  the  county  councils ; 
but  surely  it  is  enough.  The  Members 
of  this  House,  three-fourths  of  whom  do 
not  remember  the  old  debates  on  this 
subject,  absolutely  underrate  the  practical 
difficulties  that  w^ould  arise  in  menacing 
power  directly  any  one  tried  to  formulate 
Home  Rule.  Most  of  the  Gentlemen 
whom  I  am  addressing  are  new  to  this 
<5uestion.  They  have  not  had  to  face 
the  difficulties  in  their  concrete  shape 
in  a  Bill.  If  they  had  they  would  see  that 
fiuch  questions  as  those  regarding  the 
position  of  the  Irish  representatives  and 
the  relations  of  the  two  Exchequers  are 
questions  so  incapable  of  solution  that 
by  themselves  they  would  make  any 
Government  desiring  to  pass  a  practical 
Bill  shrink  from  the  colossal  task.  But 
behind  all  these  questions,  which  may 
perhaps  be  regarded  as  questions  of  de- 
tail, there  lies  a  far  greater  issue.  I  have 
heaid  the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  and 
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his  friends  constantly  talk  of  the  analogy 
between  Ireland  as  they  would  wish  to 
see  it  and  a  British  self-governing  colony. 
Sir,  there  is  no  analogy.  I  remember 
an  observation  written  twenty  yeais 
before  the  Home  Rule  controversy 
began,  in  which  the  late  Professor  Free- 
man stated  that  there  had  been  a  vast 
number  of  cases  in  which  a  federal  sjrstem 
had  been  created,  but  that  in  every 
case  except  one  the  federal  system  was 
an  effort  to  draw  together  the  parts  of 
a  great  community  which  had  become 
separated.  It  was  a  process  of  integra- 
tion and  not  of  disintegration.  The  one 
example  he  pointed  to  in  the  contrary 
sense  was  the  case  of  the  Germanic  com- 
munities, which,  in  the  early  Middle 
Ages,  were  a  relatively  united  nation, 
and  which,  through  various  historic 
stresses,  gradually  got  broken  up  mto 
semi-independent  States.  They  had 
some  kind  of  organic  unity,  but  one 
which  was  ineffective,  costly,  and  prolific 
of  wars  and  friction — the  very  cause  of 
all  modern  European  difficulties.  How 
has  that  process  been  reversed  ?  Get- 
many  was  imited ;  it  became  disin- 
tegrated ;  it  has  been  united  again  by 
blood  andiron.  And  it  is  only  by  blood 
and  iron,  when  this  kind  of  disintegration 
has  been  allowed  to  proceed,  that  you 
can  reunite  elements  which  should  never 
have  been  allowed  to  separate.  The 
whole  tendency  of  modem  times  is  the 
creation  of  great  States  and  communities. 
That  is  the  process  of  integraticm.  The 
whole  of  the  relationship  to  our  Colonies, 
whether  this  plan  or  that  plan  be  good, 
is  that  every  statesman  and  every  Party 
is  desirous  of  producing  a  new  state  of 
things  in  which  the  union  of  the  Oolonies 
shall  be  closer.  If  you  give  Home  Rule 
to  Ireland,  a  superficial  observer  may 
say  that  you  are  placing  Ireland  in  a 
position  like  that  of  a  Colony.  The  true 
observer  sees  that  you  are  reversing  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  the  very  process  which 
you  are  trying  to  carry  out  in  every 
other  part  of  the  Empire.  Instead  of 
aiming  at  the  integration  of  the  great 
British  Empire  you  are  doing  something 
towards  its  disintegration ;  and  as  for  tell- 
ing me  that  there  is  any  analogy  between 
the  case  of  Ireland — which  is,  at  least, 
fully  represented  in  a  free  Assembly— 
and  the  case  of  those  communities  beyond 
the  sea,  which  some  dreamers  may  have 
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thought  we  could  manage  from  Downing 
Street  without  representative  institutions 
of  their  own,  I  say  that  there  is  no  analogy 
at  all,  and  to  quot«  a  British  colony  in 
this  connection  appears  to  me  to  show 
an  utter  ignorance  of  the  essential 
and  fundamental  diflFerenco.  I  apologise 
to  the  House  even  for  this  ten  minutes 
on  the  merits.  I  do  so,  because  I  do 
not  feel  that  it  is  the  merits  of  the 
question  that  are  interesting  to-night. 
What  is  really  interesting  to-night  is  not 
what  we  on  these  benches  think.  Every 
one  knows  what  we  think.  Nor  is  the 
interesting  problem  by  what  arguments 
we  support  our  convictions,  because  it  is 
an  abstract  Resolution  not  having  the 
force  of  a  Bill,  and  we  are  at  liberty  to 
reserve  our  arguments  until  a  Bill  is 
brought  in  by  a  responsible  Government. 
The  really  interesting  and  important 
problem  to-night  is  not  what  we  think 
or  why  we  think  it,  nor  what  the  hon. 
Members  below  the  gangway  think.  We 
want  to  know  what  the  Government 
think.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
preceded  me  said  that  he  rejoiced  in  this 
Resolution  because  it  would  clear  the 
air.  Has  it  cleared  the  air  ?  We  have 
still  to  hear  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  no  one  is  a  greater 
master  of  clear  exposition.  He  may 
make  it  clear ;  but  has  it  been  cleared 
so  far  ?  I  listened  to  the  characteristic 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  I  do 
not  think  he  will  pretend  that  he  cleared 
the  air.  I  remember  that  he  gave  us  a 
speech  full  of  the  most  luminous  obiter 
dicta  on  all  sorts  of  questions — the  late 
lamented  Devolution  Bill,  the  condition 
of  Irish  land  purchase,  and  other  pressing 
problems.  But  on  the  question  of  Home 
Rule  he  told  us  nothing  about  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  as  a  Govern- 
ment, or  of  the  Radical  Party  as  a  Party. 
His  nearest  approach  to  a  specific  utter- 
ance, as  far  as  I  remember,  was  in 
words  like  these,  "  Speaking  for  myself," 
he  said — not  for  his  friends,  not  for  his 
followers ;  he  did  not  say,  "  I  am  in 
favour  of  a  Parliament  in  Dublin,  or  of 
an  Executive  responsible  to  that  Parlia- 
ment," but,  "  Speaking  for  myself,  I  am 
in  favour  of  a  Parliament  which  can  give 
constant  attention  to  Irish  questions." 
He  illustrated  that  rather  cryptic  refe- 
rence by  sajring  in  what  an  embarrass- 
ment lie  was  with  regard  to  land  pur- 


chase in  Ireland.  He  said  that  there  i» 
a  land  purchase  question  which  is  in  a 
state  of  great  confusion.  The  Act  of 
1903  was  a  great  Act,  but  in  order  to 
make  it  work,  you  ought  to  have  a 
Parliament  which  is  constantly  devoting- 
itself  to  the  subsidiary  problems  that 
necessarily  come  in  the  train  of  a  great 
statute.  How  h  an  Irish  Parliament 
going  to  deal  with  land  purchase  in 
Ireland  ?  Is  land  purchase  going  to  be 
carried  out  by  Irish  money  ?  It  is  going* 
to  be  carried  out  by  British  money.  And 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks 
forward  to  a  devolution  of  our  responsi* 
bilities  in  the  matter  of  land  purchase 
to  an  Irish  Parliament,  is  he  going  to 
give  the  Irish  Parliament  a  free  hand  in 
dealing  with  British  credit  and  British 
money  ?  Are  we  to  be  excluded  from 
any  say  in  that  matter,  or  is  that  to  be 
the  prerogative  entirely  of  hon.  (Jentle- 
men  below  the  gangway  ?  And  if  we 
who  provide  the  money  are  to  have 
something  to  say  to  the  policy,  how  are 
we  to  be  relieved  by  a  dozen  Parliaments, 
in  Ireland  ?  The  truth  is  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  neither  in  his  speech  to-night, 
nor  in  his  speech  on  Thursday,  nor,  so 
far  as  I  know,  in  any  speech  he  has  yet 
made,  has  dealt  with  any  Irish  question 
which  does  not  require  the  use  of  English 
money.  **  If  I  could  only  get  the  money, 
there  is  nothing  I  would  not  do  for 
Ireland,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman* 
"  I  have  a  great  plan,  a  great  reform, 
British  money  is  required."  How  is- 
that  going  to  be  cured  by  Home  Rule, 
imless,  indeed,  as  some  cynics  have  sug- 
gested. Home  Rule  is  another  plan  for 
gradually  increasing  at  the  general  tax- 
payers'  cost  the  expense  of  Irish  govern- 
ment ?  Otherwise  how  are  these  great 
reforms  with  British  money  to  be  carried 
out  except  by  the  British  Parliament  ? 
Clearly  there  is  no  conceivable  method ; 
and  I  could  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  when  dealing  in  his  airy  and  de- 
lightful manner  with  the  pressing^ 
problem  of  Irish  government,  had  chosen 
questions  as  illustrating  the  necessity 
for  Home  Rule  which  do  not  so  palpably 
involve  the  use  or  misuse  of  British  credit. 
That  is  all  we  have  as  yet  had  horn. 
the  Grovernment  in  the  way  of  an  ex- 
pression of  their  convictions.  I  thought 
myself  when  I  came  down  that  Home 
Rule  was  a  question  which  had  been  so» 
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thoroughly  threshed  out  on  two  occa- 
sions by  the  British  Parliament,  that 
there  was  no  argument  one  way  or  the 
other,  no  plan  for  dealing  with  the 
objections  which  had  not  been  canvassed 
and  re-canvassed  a  hundred  times — in 
other  words,  that  the  problem  of  Irish 
Home  Eule  was  no  new  question.  Fiscal 
reform  may  be  thought  to  be  a  new 
question  in  the  last  few  years,  but  Home 
Bule  is  an  old  question  upon  which 
every  argument  has  been  thoroughly 
examined  and  weighed.  I  should  have 
thought  every  Gentleman  with  this 
opportunity  of  weighing  and  estimating 
every  argument  would  have  formed  a 
conclusion  upon  it.  That  is  not  the 
position  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  He 
told  us  he  was  an  eager  Home  Ruler,  and 
ended  by  making  an  appeal  to  the  Irish 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway  to  deal 
frankly  with  the  House  and  say  what  it 
was  they  wanted. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Not  with  the  House, 
but  with  the  electorate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  know 
that  from  this  point  of  view  we  could 
distinguish  between  the  two.  I  am  aware 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  may  feel  that  there 
is  sometimes  a  distinction  between  the 
House  and  the  electorate,  but  in  this 
connection  what  distinction  can  there 
be  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears 
to  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  gangway  have  been  want- 
ing in  clearness.  I  have  had  many  con- 
troversies with  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway,  but  on  this  subject  they 
have  been  lucidity  itself.  They  have 
never  left  us  in  the  smallest  doubt  as  to 
what  they  wanted.  There  may  be  doubt 
as  to  what  their  requests,  if  granted,  will 
ultimately  lead  to.  That  I  think  is  ex- 
tremely doubtful,  and  they  are  not 
masters  of  that  situation.  What  they 
want,  at  all  events  for  the  present,  has 
been  made  absolutely  clear.  It  was 
made  clear  by  Mr.  Pamell ;  it  has  been 
made  clear  by  each  one  of  the  Gentlemen 
who  have  spoken  with  the  authority  of 
the  Irish  representation.  When  the 
Chief  Secretary  comes  down  and  asks  the 
Irish  to  deal  frankly  with  the  Radical 
Party  and  tell  them  what  they  want, 
it  does  seem  to  me  the^most  amazing 
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part  ever  played  by  a  responsible  Govern- 
ment to  a  section  of  their  supporters. 
Remember,  the  present  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  are  not  in  a  position  to 
say,  **  We  have  promised  not  to  deal 
with  this  question  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Parliament;  we  do  not  know 
what  is  going  to  happen  in  the  present 
Parliament,  and  we  must  wait  till  the 
situation  arises  before  we  say  what  we 
shall  do  in  the  new  ciicumstances." 
Some  people  may  say  that ;  they  cannot. 
I  remember  when  they  occupied  many 
nights  in  the  two  or  three  years  that 
preceded  the  last  general  election  in  de- 
nouncing in  every  mood  and  tense,  in 
every  key,  the  iniquities  of  the  then 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  because 
they  did  not  produce  a  full-blown  pro- 
ject of  fiscal  reform.  It  was  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  that  Parliament  could 
not  deal  with  the  subject.  That  did  not 
content  them.  They  said,  "It  is  quite 
true  you  cannot  deal  with  it,  but  you  muBt 
tell  us  the  plan  on  which  you  mean  to 
go  to  the  country."  I  do  not  know  that 
that  request  was  a  very  reasonable  one, 
but  at  all  events  those  who  made  it 
cannot  object  to  our  asking  what  thej 
mean  to  go  to  the  country  on 
with  regard  to  Home  Rule.  Home  Rule 
no  doubt  involves  enormous  diffi- 
culties and  a  prodigious  revolution, 
but  it  is  an  old  question,  a  question 
on  which  the  Radical  Party  made  up  their 
mind  twenty-two  years  ago,  and  on  which 
they  showed  that  they  had  neither  fo^ 
gotten  anything  nor  learned  anything 
fifteen  years  ago.  They  have  had  fifteen 
years  to  meditate  on  it.  They  had  all 
the  debates  of  1886  and  1892  of  which 
they  might  chew  the  cud,  and  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  I  know  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  singularly  unsuccess- 
ful in  explaining  it  if  he  does  know  what 
he  means.  If  he  knew  what  he  meant 
why  did  he  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway  to  tell  him  what 
they  meant  ?  Do  they  mean  something 
different  by  Home  Rule  ?  Has  Home 
Rule  two  meanings — ^a  Radical  meaning, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gfentleman  zepre- 
scnts,  an^l  an  Irish  meaning,  whioh  the 
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Member  for  Waterford  represents  ?  Are 
there  two  kinds  of  Home  Kule  ?  ["  No."] 
If  there  is  only  one  kind,  why  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeal  to  the 
Irish  Party  for  instruction,  information, 
and  giiidance  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ended  his  speech  by  an  appeal  to 
what  he  called  the  long  and  honourable 
connection  of  his  Party  with  the  Home 
Rule  cau83.  The  connection  certainly 
has  been  long.  It  is  not  for  me  to  say 
that  it  has  been  otherwise  than  honour- 
able. But  let  me  ask  exactly  what  it 
is.  At  the  end  of  1885  Mr.  Gladstone 
came  in  with  a  not  very  big  majority, 
a  large  number  of  whom  were  hostile 
to  Home  Eule,  and  attempted  unsuccess- 
fully to  carry  a  Home  Rule  Bill.  He 
repeated  that  experiment  a  few  years 
later  with  a  small  majority  under  circum- 
stances of  extraordinary  difficulty,  and 
he  repeated  the  attempt  with  a  courage 
and  an  ability  which  even  those  who 
differed  from  him  most  violently  were 
glad  to  recognise.  Fifteen  years  of 
meditation  passed  and  the  Home  Rule 
Party  came  into  power,  not  with  a 
divided  majority  as  in  1885,  not  with  a 
small  majority  as  in  1886,  not  with  a 
small  majority  as  in  1892,  but  with  the 
largest  majority  of  which  the  history 
of  the  British  Parliament  gives  us  the 
record;  and  these  Gentlemen,  after 
their  long  and  honourable  connection 
with  the  cause  of  Home  Rule,  believing, 
as  they  are  going  to  say  to-night  when 
they  vote  for  this  Resolution,  that  it  is 
not  only  good  for  Ireland,  but  good  for 
Scotland  and  for  England;  believing, 
in  other  words,  that  it  still  stands  as  it 
did  in  1886  and  1893  ;  believing  that  it 
stands  in  the  forefront,  not  of  a  mere 
local  reform  admirable  for  Ireland,  but 
indifferent  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  believing,  as  they 
think,  that  it  is  a  reform  intimately 
bound  up  with  the  prosperity  of  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom — these 
Crentlemen  have  so  arranged  their  busi- 
ness, have  perhaps  so  contrived  their 
electoral  programme,  have  so  lavished 
their  electoral  promises,  that  they  find 
the  majority  which  perhaps  alone  could 
deal  with  this  question  evaporating 
before  their  eyes,  vanishing  before  they 
are  able  to  strike  a  single  blow  in  favour 
of  that  cause  with  which  they  have  been  so 
long  and  so  honourably   connected.     I 


honestly  think  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  he  rises  imm'ediately 
to  reply  to  me  will  put  an  end  to  this, 
ambiguous  state  of  things.  If  he  elects 
to  say — as  he  will  be  justified  in  saying  : 
'*  I  am  a  Home  Ruler,  I  am  in  favour  of 
that  policy,  I  have  spoken  and  voted 
for  it,  but  I  recognise  that  under  modern 
conditions  it  cannot  be  carried  out,  and 
I  therefore  abandon  it,"  no  one  could 
say  that  is  either  dishonourable  or 
ambiguous.  It  may  be  statesmanlike ; 
it  may  be  right.  If  he  elects  to  get  up 
and  say  :  "  I  always  have  been  a  Home 
Ruler,  I  am  still  a  Home  Ruler,  and  when 
the  general  election  comes  I  will  not 
repeat  the  tactics  of  the  last  election; 
I  will  not  set  up  all  these  imaginable 
barriers  between  myself  and  this  great 
remedial  policy  of  Home  Rule  for  England, 
Scotland,  or  Ireland;  I  will  make  Home 
Rule  the  first  constructive  plank  in  our 
programme,"  that  also  is  unambiguous ; 
it  is  statesmanlike,  it  is  clear,  and  we 
know  where  we  are.  But  if  he  contents 
himself,  like  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  with  a  nebulous  exposition  of 
things  in  general,  with  a  statement 
of  his  own  ardent  connection  with  the 
cause,  and  his  desire  to  see  it  carried 
out,  and  without  any  statement  of  the 
policy  of  the  Party  to  which  he  belongs 
and  of  which  at  this  moment  he  is  in 
fact  the  leader,  then  he  is  open,  not 
merely  to  the  charge  which  he,  with  very 
little  reason,  was  pleased  to  level  against 
me  in  the  last  Parliament  on  another 
question,  but  to  the  charge  that  it 
is  impossible  to  repudiate  that  he  is 
playing  with  a  great  issue  and  with  a 
great  cause — he  is  leading  on  his  Irish 
followers  below  the  gangway  with  false 
hopes  and  illusory  expectations,  and  he 
is  keeping  open  with  all  its  attendant 
evils  a  great  constitutional  question 
which  it  is  to  the  interests  of  every  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  should  soon  be 
settled  one  way  or  the  other. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Asquith,  Fifeshire,  E.) : 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  in  the  short 
space  of  time  allocated  to  a  debate  of  this 
kind  to  survey  in  all  its  aspects  the 
question  of  Home  Rule.  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  do  so,  nor  shall  I  attempt  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into  a 
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the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.    Shall 
I  say  at  once,  and  I  hope  there  is  no 
ambiguity  here,  I  could  not  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
in  the  form  in  which  it  at  present  stands. 
Why  ?     Because  I  find  in  it  no  explicit 
recognition  of  what  to   my   mind  has 
always  been  the  governing  condition  in 
regard    to    this    matter — Imperial   sup- 
remacy.    The   hon.    Grentlemen   said  in 
his  speech  that  any  such  addition  was 
unnecessary ;    I  do  not  agree  with  him. 
I  quite  accept  his  assurance  as  to  the 
sense  in  which  his  Motion  is  intended; 
but  I  can  remember  Motions,  not  of  a 
similar  character,  but  in  the  same  direc- 
tion, made  in  the  years  gone  by  in  this 
House  in  which  a  claim  was  put  forward 
for    an    independent    Irish    Parliament, 
Motions    which    were    strenuously    re- 
sisted  by   Sir   William   Harcourt,   and 
against    which    Sir    William    Harcourt 
and  all    of    us  went  into    the     lobby. 
In  my  opinion  the  recognition   of  the 
claim    of    Ireland    for    self-government 
must   be  accompanied   by   the    express 
statement    that    whatever    is    granted 
must  be  granted  subject  to  the  dominant 
flud     paramount     supremacy     of     this 
Imperial  Parliament.     That  defect,  the 
cardinal  defect  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and    learned    Member    for    Waterford, 
would  be  set  right  by  the  acceptance 
of    the    Amendment    which    my    hon. 
friend    the    Member    for    Walthamstow 
has  placed  on  the  Paper.    Furthermore, 
and  here  again  I  hope  there  will  be  no 
ambiguity,    I    could    not    vote    for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
if  it  were  intended,  or  could  be  construed 
as  being  intended,  to  declare  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  the  present  Parliament  to  set 
up,  or  to  begin  to  set  up,  in  Ireland  a 
legislative  or  executive  system.     I  say 
that  for  two  very  obvious  reasons.    In 
the  first  place,  I  do  not  think  any  House 
of  Commons   in   these   days  would  be 
justified  in  embarking  upon  such  a  task, 
unless  the  matter  had  been,  I  will   not 
say  the  leading,  but,  at  any  rate,  one  of 
the    leading    issues    submitted    to    the 
electorate    by    which    that    House    of 
Commons        was        returned.        That, 
obviously,  was  not  the  case  in  the  General 
Election  of   1905.    In  the  next  place, 
many  of  us,  including,  I  am  not  ashamed 
to  say,  myself,  are  under  anjezpress  and 


part  of  his  argument  which  is  open,  I 
think,  to  a  good  deal  of  obvious  criticism, 
in  which  he  claimed  for  himself  and  the 
Party  to  which  he  belongs  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  monopoly  in  regard  to 
beneficent  legislation  for  land  purchase 
and  local  government  in  Ireland.     Those 
who  remember  the  history  either  of  the 
one  question  or  of  the  other  will  know 
how  to  appraise  properly  the  value  of  his 
claim.     But  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
has  not  been  content  with  making  his 
own  speech  ;  he  has  been  good  enough  to 
sketch  out  for  me  the  speech  which  he 
thinks   I   ought   to   make.     I   am   very 
much  obliged  to  him,  but,  although  I  hope 
when  I  sit  down  I  shall  not  be  open  to  the 
charge  of  nebulousness  or  obscurity,  I 
am  going  to  make  my  own  speech  after 
my  own  fashion.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  think  that,  while  he  and 
his  Party  in  this  matter  occupy  a  clear 
and  unequivocal  position,  and  while  the 
same  may  be  said  of  the  followers  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  who  sit  below 
the  gangway,  we   here,  and  we  on  this 
bench    in  particular,   find  ourselves  to- 
night in  a  position  of  considerable  em- 
barrassment.    Well,  I  have  had  a  some- 
what prolonged  experience  in  this  HoiLse, 
and  I  will  at  once  relieve  the  kindly 
solicitude  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
informing  him  that  never  in  the  whole 
course  of  that  experience  have  I  felt  less 
embarrassed  than   I   do   to-night.     For 
twenty  years,  for  more  than  twenty  years, 
I  and  many  of  my  colleagues  whom  I  see 
sitting  around  me  here  have  steadily  and 
consistently  voted,  time  after  time,  for 
propositions  which,  while  explicitly  safe- 
guarding the  supreme  and  indefeasible 
authority  of  this   Imperial   Parliament, 
have  declared  that  the  ultimate  solution 
of  the  Irish  problem  can  only  be  found  in 
a  system  of  self-government  in  regard  to 
purely  local  affairs.     From  that  opinion  I 
have  never  receded,  and  I  hold  it  just  as 
strongly  to-night  as  ever  I  did.     How 
then  do  we  stand,  those  who  have  acted 
in  the  past  as  I  and  many  of  my  colleagues 
have  done,   how  do  we  stand  on  this 
question  ?     That  is  the  question   I   am 
going  to  ask  in  the  very  few  minutes  in 
which  I  shall  trespass  on  the  attention  of 
the  House.     How  do  we  stand  first  of  all 
in  regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford,  and  next  in  regard  to 
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deliberate  pledge  to  oUr  constituoncies 
and  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  concluding  passages  of  his 
speech  actually  went  the  length  of 
taunting  us  as  if  we  were  prepared 
to  violate  those  pledges.  [Opposition 
Cries  of  "  No."] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  really  did 
not  suggest  that.  I  did  suggest  that 
you  ought  never  to  have  made  them. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :   That  may  have  been 
the  right   hon.   Grentleman's   intention ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  was  the  effect 
his  words  produced  on  the  House.    The 
reason  why  we  gave  those  pledges  was 
perfertly  simple  and  distinct.     We  were 
engaged  upon  one  of  the  greatest  struggles 
in  which  this  country  has  ever  engaged — 
a  struggle  on  behalf  of  free  trade.    [An 
Hon.  Member:    Chinese  Slavery.]    We 
saw,  or  we  thought  we  saw,  the  very 
foundations  of  the  industrial  and  com- 
mercial supremacy  of  this  country  ex- 
posed   to   a    menacing   and    formidable 
danger.    We  believed  that  in  the  per- 
manent inteiesis  of  the  nation,  it  was  all 
important    that    in    such    a    crisis    the 
force:-  of  free  trade  should  be  concen- 
trated in  defence  of  oui  fiscal  system. 
The    righu    hon.    Gentleman    says     we 
we^e  not  justified  in  giving  the  pledges 
to     which    I    have    referred.       I     can 
understand     that     coming     from     the 
right     hon.     Gentleman.       His     degree 
of      attachment — the     warmth,      luke- 
warmth,  or  coldness  of  his  attachment — to 
free  trade  was  at  the  time  one  of  the 
most  speculative  problems  in  the  whole 
domain   of   politics.     I   therefore    quite 
understand  the  right    hon.  Gentleman's 
not  appreciating  our  position.     But  to 
those  to  whom  free  trade  was  the  great, 
the  vital,  the  dominating  issue,  nothing 
could  be  more  natural  or  more  proper 
than  that  we  should  strive  to  concen- 
trate, so  far  as  we  could,  the  support  of 
the  whole  contry  upon  the  side  of  that 
issue.     That   being   so,    it   would    have 
been  inexcusable  on  our  part,   having 
regard  to  the  promise  upon  which  the 
votes  of  the  electorate  were  obtained, 
were  we  to  take  any  steps  during  the 
lifetime   of  the  present   Parliament   to 
set  up  a  system  of  Home  Rule  in  Ireland. 
The  utmost  that  could  be  done,   con- 


sistently with  the  promise  and  assurances 
we  gave,  we  attempted  to  do  last  year  in 
the    Irish    Coimcil    Bill.    That    Bill— I 
will  not  discuss  it  now — was  not  inconsis- 
tent with  further  changes  of  a  constitu- 
tional kind,  but  it  did  not  involve  them 
as  a  necessary  practical  effect  or  logical 
consequence.    I    think    myself   that   it 
would    have    brought    great    financial 
and  administrative   benefit  to   Ireland, 
and  that  in  its  working  it  would  have 
stimulated   British  opinion  in  favour  of 
a  larger  measure  of  devolution.    But  by, 
as  I  think,  an  unhappy  conjuncture  of 
circumstances  we  were  obliged  to  drop 
it,  and  so  far  as  the  present  Parliament 
is  affected,  we  have  exhausted  our  powers 
with  regard  to   the   problem    of   Irish 
government.  I  hope  I  have  made  myself 
clear  upon  that  point.  Let  me  pass  now 
for  a  moment  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Kensington. 
I  shall   vote   against  that  Amendm^it 
without  hesitation  for  two  reasons.    In 
the  first  place,  I  shall  vote  against  it 
because  it  attacks  and,  by  implication, 
attributes  to  us  here  a  position    which 
was  never  held  by  Mr.  Gladstone  or  by 
any    of    his    colleagues.    That   Amend- 
ment assumes  that  there  is  a  policy — 
a    policy    formulated   by   somebody,    a 
policy  supported  by  so  much  authority 
that  it  ought  to  be  expressly  repudiated 
by  the  House  of  Commons — of  setting 
up    in    this    United    Kingdom   two   co- 
ordinate or  indeed  independent  Parlia- 
ments.   Mr.   Gladstone  never  proposed 
anything  of  the  kind.    Whether  as  in 
the  case  of  one  of  the  Bills  by  a  reserva- 
tion of  powers,  or  in  the  case  of  the  other 
by    enumeration    of    delegated    powers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  always  made  it  perfectly 
clear  and  distinct — and  his  words  stand 
on  record  in  a  hundred  speeches — that 
whatever  legislative  powers  were  given 
to  the  Irish  Assembly  should  be  exercised 
in  subordination  to  and  not  in  co-ordina- 
tion    with     this     Parliament.     I     have 
another  and  even  stronger  objection  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
it  is  this — that  in  so  far  as  it  is  not,  as  I 
think  it  is,  an  empty  phrase,  it  is  a  per- 
fectly barren  negation.    The  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  implies  either,  as  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Chief  Secretary  said,  that 
the  present  system  of  Irish  Government 
calls    for   no   fundamental     change   (an 
opinion  which  none  of  us  on  this  side,  I 
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believe,   maintains),   or  else  it  implies, 
by  its  assertion  of  an  undivided  respon- 
sibility in  the  Imperial  Parliament  for 
legislation  and  administration  in  regard 
to  Ireland — the  word  is  "  undivided " 
and  not  "  ultimate  " — that  amelioration 
is  not  to  be  sought  in  the  direction  of 
developing    Irish    self-government ;     in 
other  words,  as  I  say,  in  the  growing 
association  of  power  and  responsibility. 
The     right     hon.    Gentleman     told  us 
in  one  part  of  his  speech  that  this  move- 
ment  for   what   is   called   Home   Rule 
was  not  only  not  analogous  with,  but 
was  directly  contrary  to,  the  develop- 
ment of  free  institutions  in  our  colonies. 
He    used    the    word    integration.    He 
said  the  one  movement  was  of  integra- 
tion, and  this  was  a  movement  of  disin- 
tegration.   Could    there   be    a   greater, 
a  more  real,  a  more  fundamental  disin- 
tegration than  at  present  exists  between 
Ireland    and  the  Imperial  Parliament? 
Is  it  not  really  playing  with   words — 
— because  you  do  not  adopt  the  same 
method  of  arriving  at  your  end  when  the 
end  is  the  same,  when  the  object  in  both 
cases  is  to  assure  loyalty,  contentment, 
and    unity,    by    drawing    together    the 
members  for  the  centre  through  giving 
greater   freedom   and   larger   autonomy 
to  the  members  in  matters  that  concern 
only    themselves,    whether    you   apply 
that  process  to  a  colony  10,000  miles 
away  or  to  a  country  separated  only  by 
a   few  miles  ?    The   spirit,   the  object, 
and,  as  we  believe,  the  result  are  the 
same ;    and  let  me  add  this  for  myself 
and  I  think  I  may  speak  for  a  great  many 
other  people,  I  have  always  regarded  what 
is  called  Home  Eule  in  Ireland  as  part  and 
pajcel — a  most  urgent  part,  I  agree,  in 
point  of  both  policy  and  time — of  a  more 
comprehensive    change.     The    constitu- 
tional problem — I  am  not  sure  it  is  not 
the    gravest    of    all    the    constitutional 
problems  of  the  immediate  future — is  to 
set    free    this    Imperial    Parliament    for 
Imperial  afEairs,  and  in  matters  purely 
local  to  rely  more  and  more  on  local 
opinion   and   local   machinery.    Ireland 
is  by  far  the  most  urgent  case.    There 
is  to-day,  as  there  has  been  for  centuries, 
the    one    undeniable    failure    of    British 
statesmanship.   Nowhere  else  in  the  Em- 
pire is  there  a  deeper  or  more  unfailing 
reservior  on  which  we  draw  for  the  arts 
both  of  peace  and  of  war ;    and  yet  no- 

Mr,  Asguith. 


where  else  in  the  Empire  is  there  so 
widespread  and  fertile  a  breeding-groimd 
of  perennial  discontent.  I  do  not  profess 
to  foresee  the  precise  steps  and  stages 
by  which  the  goal  will  be  reached.  [Oppo- 
sition cheers.]  Some  wiseacres  oppo- 
site may  think  that  they  can.  I  have 
always  thought  and  I  think  every  year, 
the  more  experience  I  have  of  the  actual 
working  both  of  legislation  and  adminis- 
tration in  this  House,  the  goal  itself  is 
certain  and  inevitable.  Are  we  to  go  on— 
I  make  this  appeal  even  to  the  strongest 
Unionist  I  see  opposite — are  we  to  go  on, 
generation  after  generation,  trying 
with  blind  steps  the  same  old  well-wom 
hopeless  track  which  zig-zags  between 
coercion  and  conciliation^  and  whidi 
alwa3rs  returns  in  a  vicious  circle  to  tbe 
point  from  which  it  started  ?  Or— for 
this  is  the  only  alternative — shall  the 
British  people,  because  they  have  got 
to  be  convinced,  we  all  recognise  that; 
and,  until  they  are  convinced,  you  cannot 
travel  an  inch  on  the  road — shall  the 
people  of  this  country  be  brought,  as  in 
time  I  both  hope  and  believe  they  will, 
to  a  higher  and  wider  point  of  view,  and 
taught,  as  they  ought  to  be  by  their 
own  long  and  world-wide  experience, 
to  recognise  that  in  Ireland,  as  elsewhere, 
it  is  in  the  union  of  Imperial  supremacy 
with  local  autonomy  that  the  secret  and 
the  safeguard  of  our  Empire  is  to  be 
found? 

♦Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.):  lb. 
Gladstone  is  dead,  the  Prime  Minister  is 
stricken,  and  we  are  left  to  deal  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  task  of  winding-up  this 
debate  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Party  has 
been  allotted  to  me,  because  my  con- 
nection and  touch  with  that  Party  hat 
not  been  as  close  of  late  as  I  could 
have  wished.  But  if  I  speak  for  my- 
self, I  believe  that  I  shall  also  speak  for 
the  Irish  nation,  and  I  have  to  say  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supposes 
that  by  the  attitude  he  has  assumed  to- 
night he  will  commend  himself  either  to 
the  Irish  nation  or,  ,as  I  conceive,  to  the 
English  nation,  he  is  much  mistaken. 
I  do  not  know  to  which  seotion  of  the 
Liberal  Party  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  looks  for  strength  or  support. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  the  seotion 
which  was  intimately  represented  in  the 
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case  of  the  recent  meeting  at  Lord 
Rosebery's,  or  whether  it  is  to  the  section 
with  which  we  have  been  largely  in 
sympathy,  but  I  would  like  to  put  this 
question  to  the  Liberal  Party.  You 
have  it  stated  to-night  that  the  Irish 
cause — the  cause  to  which  Gladstone 
devoted  his  life,  and  upon  which  he 
imperilled  his  fame — was  submerged  at 
the  late  general  election^by  the  question 
of  free  trade.  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman — What  is  to  be  the  question 
at  the  next  general  election  ?  Is  there 
to  be  no  question  of  free  trade  at  the 
next  general  election  ?  Or  is  it  probable 
that  the  Tory  Party,  which  three  years 
ago,  at  all  events,  was  riven  and  stricken 
by  many  divisions,  will  not  push  their 
advantage  by  the  encouragement  they 
have  got  at  recent  elections,  and  that 
they  will  not  come  forward  with  a  still 
firmer  sword  in  hand  and  demand  the 
solution  of  that  great  fiscal  problem 
which  they  have  constantly  agitated?  If 
that  be  so,  and  if  free  trade  cleaned  the 
slate  of  Ireland — I  believe  "cleaned  the 
slate  "  is  the  ^expression — at  the  last  elec- 
tion, I  wonder  what  figure  poor  Ireland 
will  cut  in  the  political  geography  of  the 
hustings  at  the  next  election.  On  an 
important  occasion  of  this  kind,  might  I 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
upon  another  occasion  he  was  put  up 
to  speak  for  his  Party  on  a  matter 
closely  affecting  the  concerns  of  our 
people,  namely,  the  question  of  amnesty. 
My  friend  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy  then 
summed  up  his  metallic  speech  by  stating 
that  he  had  closed  the  gates  of  mercy 
with  a  clang.  Those  gates  were  opened 
to  US  by  the  Tory  Party  within  twelve 
months.  [An  Hon.  Membbb  :  Two 
years.!  Well,  within  two  years.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  better  statistician  than 
I  am.  Within  two  years  every  man  for 
whom  we  pleaded  for  mercy,  for  whose 
case  we  assailed  the  ears  of  the  English 
people,  had  been  discharged  by  the  new 
Government  which  was  not  afraid  to 
show  more  sympathy  with  Irishmen 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  appar- 
ently to  take  low  ground  again  to-night, 
and  I  do  not  desire,  speaking  with  a 
sense  of  responsibility,  to  do  more  than 
to  take  note  of  his  observations.  In 
this  House  our  Party  is  separate  and  is 
independent.  Since  the  days  I  gave  in 
my  allegiance  to  Mr.  Gladstone's  policy 
twenty-two  years  ago,  I  have  never 
believed  in  the  tactics  merely  of 
independent  opposition  for  Ireland 
I  believe  in  a  policy  of  independent 
friendship,  and  that  our  Party  should  be 
ready  as  long  as  it  is  fairly  met,  to 
co-operate  with  either  section  in  this 
House.  We  are  not  partisans  of  one 
Party  or  the  other;  we  are  the  am- 
bassadors of  a  nation.  Having  to  meet 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  has  held  out  to  us  no  hope — 
[MiNisTBRiAL  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  »  "] — 
of  effective  or  immediate  action,  pre- 
ceded as  it  was  by  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  asks  us  to  formulate 
our  measures,  I  think  I  should  not  be 
blamed  by  even  the  most  zealous  follower 
of  Liberalism,  if  I  stated  that  we  had 
ground  to  feel  profound  disappointment. 
That  was  the  impression  at  all  events, 
which  such  words  and  the  speech  of 
the  new  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party 
caused  in  my  mind.  Accordingly,  let 
me  say  this :  we  are  accustomed  in 
Ireland  to  disappointments.  For  cen- 
turies we  have  been  battling,  but  never 
have  you  wrung  from  us  one  note  or 
accent  of  surrender.  We  took  your  Council 
Bill  of  last  year ;  we  tore  it  into  frag- 
ments. We  listened  to  your  paltering 
promises  of  to-day,  and  we  tell  you 
we  shall  carve  our  own  future.  There 
were  greater  men  than  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who  came 
in  conflict  with  us.  True  we  have  no 
skill.  We  have  no  force  behind  us, 
except  that  of  sincerity,  tenacity,  and 
determination.  Yet  it  is  not  we  who 
need  flinsh  before  the  prospect  that 
seems  opening.  In  saying  this  I  wish  to 
add  one  word.  Speaking  as  an  Irish 
Nationalist,  I  say  we  are  not  the 
enemies  of   the    English    people.      Our 
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motives    have    been    iinpugiied ;       our 
lives   have    been    searched.      We    have 
been  put  by  this  Party  (pointing  to  the 
Front  Opposition  Benches)  to  the  most 
terrible  ordeal  to  which  men  were  ever 
put  when  indicted  on  a  forged  letter,  and 
dragged       without      a       jury      in      a 
strange     venue     before     three     hostile 
judges.     Our    careers    were    arraigned ; 
our      charcters      were      assailed,      and 
our      fortunes      imperilled,      and     the 
only     thing      I     regret      about     it    is 
that  our  advocate   was  the   Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer.     [Ministerial  cries 
of   "Oh,"   and   "Withdraw."]     It   was 
upon  Ireland  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   first    came    into    notice.     [Minis- 
terial   cries    of    "  Oh,"  and    "   No."] 
To-day  he  is  an  important  man      To- 
morrow he  may  be  a  god,  but  we  Irish- 
men will  not  worship  at  his  shrine.     I 
do    not   know   whether   the   right   huu. 
(Gentleman  spoke  his  own  personal  senti- 
ments,   or    whether    he    spoke    with    a 
full  sense  of  Cabinet  responsibility :  but, 
if  I  am  to  assume  that  he  did  so,  I  believe 
that    his    words    will    provoke    a    very 
disheartening  echo  in  Ireland.     He  tells 
us    that    her    case    is    urgent.        When 
is    it    to    be    met  ?      At     what    stage 
will   the   Liberal   Party   address   them- 
selves to  it  ?     At  what  stage   will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  briiiu^  liis  enthusi- 
asm, his  well-known  enthusiasm  to  bear  ( 
At  what  moment  of  time  are  the  Irisli 
Members  to  present  theii*  plans  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?     At  what  moment 
are  we  to  get  a  hearing  fiom  him  ?     Is 
it  to  be  a  public  hearing,  or  is  it  to  be  a 
private  hearing  1   Is  it  t  o  be  o . 1 1  lie  e  ve  of 
the    elections   or  at  his   olU'ial  leisure  i 
And    then,    I    suppose,    wiien    deputies 
from    this    side    have    ajtproaehed    thv 
right  hon.   Gentleman   and  come  to  an 
agreement,  wo  are  to  state  to  the  electorate 
Mr.  L  M.  Iliody. 


that  the  Liberal  Party  aud  o«A£belves  are 
at  one  on  this  question  !  Is  that  the 
way  a  great  cause  is  to  be  carried? 
Is  that  the  way  Mr.  Gladstone  addressed 
himself  to  the  question  ?  Ah !  believe 
me,  the  question  of  the  fair  treatment 
of  Ireland  would  be  as  good  a  card  to 
play  at  the  polls  as  the  policy  of  the 
Licensing  Bill.  I  state  only  my  own 
opinion  ;  I  state  it  with  i^iet,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  has 
marked  a  most  deplorable  retrogression. 
We  are  entitled  to  know  when  you  ask 
us  for  our  plan  what  is  yours  ?  You  re- 
present an  Empire  ;  we,  forsooth,  only  re- 
present a  province.  You  represent  an  Im- 
perial people ;  we  represent  what  you  style 
a  subject  race.  You  have  ofiS.cial  assist- 
ance, of&cial  experience,  official  prestige, 
and  is  it  at  the  feet  of  the  rep  resentatives 
of  poor  peasants,  of  men  whom  you  had 
in  your  gaols  only  yesterday,  and  some 
of  whom  are  there  to-day — ^is  it  at  their 
feet  that  you  are  going  to  learn  skill,  ex- 
perience, and  statesmanship  ?  No,  I 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  taken  a  downward  and  backward 
course.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  improved  his  personal 
position,  and  I  am  sure  that  he  has  not 
improved  our  relationship  with  the 
Liberal  Party.  The  Irish  Members  will 
go  forward  in  their  own  way.  Ireland 
was  told  during  the  late  ParUamoit  to 
have  heart  and  hope.  Where  have 
these  hopes  l)een  dashed  to,  or  when  are 
they  to  be  realised  ?  It  is  ill  wearing 
the  stones  of  a  foreign  legislature ;  it  is  ill 
climbing  another  man's  stairs  ;  it  is  ill  to  he 
at  Westminster  for  twenty-eight  yean  as 
1  and  some  of  my  hon.  friends  have  been, 
eatin«r  out  our  hearts  and  finding  that  our 
tears  do  not  even  rust  our  chains.  The 
rig  lit  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  the  Irish 
Members  small  encouragement  for  the 
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futuie.  He  gave  Ireland  the  Council  |  in  determination,  behind  their  represen- 
Bill ;  it  has  been  rejected.  The  Irish  tatives  will  yet  hew  a  pathway  to  Iriah 
Members  were  frank  with  him,  then  and  I  freedom. 

I  wiU  be  frank  with  the  right  hon.  i  Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
Gentleman  to-night.  I  tell  the  right  hon. ;  posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qentleman  that  the  Irish  race,  arrayed  \  Question." 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  334 ;  Noes,  142.    (Divbion  List  No.  59.) 
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Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Abraham,  William  (Bhondda) 
Agnew,  George  William 
Alden,  Percy 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair] 
Asquith,  Rt.Hn.HerbertpIenry 
Astbory,  John  Meir 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Fin8bury,E. ) 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  Sir  John  E. (Somerset ) 
Bernard,  E.B. 
Barnes,  O.  N. 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Barry,RedmondJ.(Tyrone,N. ) 
Beale,  W.  P. 

BeDoo,  miaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 
Benn,Sir  J.  WilliamB(Deyonp'rt 
Benn,W.(TV*r  Hamlet8,S.Geo. 
Bennett,  E.  N. 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
Bertram,  Julius 

B«thell,SirJ.H.(EB8ex,Romfrd 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Bolcmd,  John 
Bottomiey,  Horatio 
Bovilton,  A.  C.  F. 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Braoe,  William 
Bramadon,  T.  A. 
Braaoh,  James 
Bryoe,  J.  Annan 
Buohanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Boms,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxtoii,Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charlea 
Bylee,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W, 
Cau8ton,Rt.Hn.  RichardKnight 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 
Cherry,  fit.  Hon,  R.  R. 
CSrarchiU,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
Cluicy,  John  Joseph. 
GMand,  J.  W. 
Clough,  William 
dynes,  J.  R. 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collin8,Sir  Wm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
CondoDt  Thomas  Joseph 
Coofor,  a  J. 


Corbett,C.H.(Siissez,EGrin8t'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  Sir  William  Randal 

Crooks,  William 

Crosfield,  A.  H. 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,Dayid(B£ontgomery  Co; 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Joseph 

Dickinson,  W.  H.(St.PanorasN. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Duffy,  William  J. 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Dunne,Major  KBiartin(Walsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edwaid 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Esslemont,  George  Bimie 

Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fullerton,  Hugh 

Fumess,  Sir  (Christopher 

Gill,  James  (Harrow) 

Gilhooly,  James 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert  John 

Glen-Coats,Sir  T.  (Renfrew, W.) 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sur  Edward 

Gulland,  John  W. 


Gurdon,Rt.Hn.SirW.Bramptoia 

Gwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 

Haidane,  Rt.  Hon.  Riohard  B. 

Hall,  Frederick) 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,  George  A  (Suffolk) 

Hannswoiih,R.L.  (Caithn*«8-sh 

Harrington,  Timothy 

Hart-Davies,  T. 

Harwood,  George 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Thnothv  Michael 

Hemmerde,  Edward  Georse 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Bnffhitm) 

Henderson,J.M.  (Aberdeen, Wr) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Moii.3i) 

Higham,  John  Snarp 

H(n>art,  Sir  Robert 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hofiand,  Sir  William  Henry 

Holt,  Richard  Dnrning 

Homiman,  Emslie  JoIua 

H(«ridge,  Thomas  (Gardner 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Hlingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Ruf  us  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Jone6,Sir  D.Brynmor  (Swansea 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 

Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  A.  Levy  (£ssex,Hurwich 
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Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 

Lery,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

l£icdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.  (FalkirkB'ghs) 

liackarness,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Mac  Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,B:) 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Crae,  George  | 

M'Kean,  John 

M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M'KiUop,  W. 

M'Mickmg,  liajor  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan,  Francis  E.  (Leitrim,N. 

Meehan,Patrick  A.(  Queen's  Co. 

Menades,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Mond,  A. 

Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morsan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 

Morley,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Mnldoon,  John 

Mumaghan,  George 

Murphy,  John  (£rry.  East) 

Murphy,  N.  J.  (Kilkenny,  S.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nicholls,  George 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 

O'Brien,  William  (Cork) 

O'Connor, James  (Wicklow,W.) 

0*Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 


{COMMONS} 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'DonneU,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
O'Dowd,  Jdhn 
O'Grady,  J. 

O'KeUy,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
O'Kelly,  Jame8(  Roscommon,N. 
O'lialley,  William 
CFShaughnessy,  P.  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
P6arce,  William  (Limehouse) 
P6ase,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Philipps,  Col.  Ivor  (S'thampton 
Philipp8,J.  Wynford  (Pembroke 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Philipps,  John  (Longford,  S.) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Pollard,  Dr. 
Power,  Patrick  Jopeph 
Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 
Price,Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 
Riestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H.  r\ 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Reddy.M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Richards,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Deubighs) 
Robert8on,Rt.Hu.  E.  (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir  G  Scott(Bradf 'rd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  Augustine  (Cork) 
Roche,  Jolm  (Galway,  East) 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
RusseU,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 
Schwann,fC.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir  C.  E.(Manche8ter) 
Scott,A.H.(ABhton-under-Lyne 
Seavems,  J.  F. 
Seddon,  J. 
Seely,  Colonel 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 


of  IreUmd. 
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Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allscbrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  8.) 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

St^ey,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Giamorgan,K) 
Thomas.David  Alfred  (Merthyr 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,  J.  W.  H  (Someraet,E 
Tomkinson,  James 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  M 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  ^lilips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Waldron,  Laurence  Ambrose 
Walsh,  Stephen 

Ward,W.Dudley(Sottthampton 
Wardlc,  George  J. 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Rt.  Hn.E.(Clackman'b) 
WasonJohn  Cathcart  (Orkney 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Whitbread,  Howart 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whiteley,Rt,Hn.G.  (York,W.R 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Sir  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,Llewelyn(Carmarth'n 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Wlliamson,  A 

Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.) 
Wilson,Henry  J.(York,  W.  R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbroufidi) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  PancrasTs.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (WoHthoughton) 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnoi. 

Tbllebs  fob  the  Ayes— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick    0*Brien. 


NOES. 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn  Hugh  0. 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.  Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Balfour,Rt  Hn.  A.  J.(CityLond. 
BMibaiy»  Sir  SVederiok  George 


Banner,  John  S.  Qarmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.(Winchester 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N. 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Grervase 
Bellairs,  Carlyon 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Boyle,  Sir  Edward 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 


Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
CampbeU,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  H.  M. 
Carlile,  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castiereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evelvn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joioey* 
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Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  B.) 
Chamberlain,RtHiiJ.A.(Worc.) 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Clark,  George  Smith 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Coate6,E.  Feetham  (Lewisham) 
Cochrane,  Hon.Thoe.  H.  A.  E. 
Colling|B,Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingh'm) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 
Coiuthope,  G.  Loyd 
Craig,Cfharle8  Curtis  ( Antrim,S. 
Oaiff,Oiptain  James(Down,E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henfy 
I>ixoiM[artland,Sir  FredDixon 

Doughty,  Sir  George 

Doaglaa,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Du  Croft,  Arthur  Philip 

Duncan,  Robert  (Lanark,Govan 

Dnnn,  A.  ESdward  (Camborne) 

Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 

Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants, W.) 

Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 

Fell,  Arthnr 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Fontar,  Henry  William 

Grardner,  Ernest 

Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 

Gordon,  J. 

Gkmlding,  Edward  Alfred 

Gretton,  John 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  (!!hurchill 

Guinness,  Walter  Edward] 

Hsddock,  George  G. 

Hamilton,  Biarquess  of 

Hardy,Laurence(Kent,A8hford 

Harris,  FVedenck  Leverton 


{30  March  1908} 

Harrison^Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hills,  J.  W. 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 

Kennaway,Rt.[Hn«  Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
King.Sir  Henry  Seymour(Hull) 
Lambton,Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 
Lee,ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham) 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col.A.R. 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
MacGaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
M* Arthur,  Charles 
M'Calmont,  CJplonel  James 
llagnus.  Sir  Philip 
]liarks,G.C)roydon  (Launoeston) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Nicholson, Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Nield,  Herbert 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parker,  SirGilbert  (Gravesend) 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(Darlington 
Percy,  Earl 


of  Ireland, 


238 


Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson, John  Frederick  Ptol 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Roberts,S.  (Sheffiekl,  Ecclesali) 
Ronaldshav,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.Thos.  Myles 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert     • 
Sheffield,SirBerkeley  GeorgeD. 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith, Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East) 
Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strsnd) 
Stanley ,Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Hn.A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Staveley-Hill,  Henry  (Staff'sh, 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Talbot,  Lord  K  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.  J.G.  (Oxf  dUniv 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell.  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Waide,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley  (York,  E.  R.) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wolff,  GuBtav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Younger,  George 

Tbllkbs  fob  thb  Nobs — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

«Hb.  SmON  (Essex,    Walthamstow) 
in  moving  to  add,  at  the  end,  the  words 
"'sabject  to  the  supreme  authority  of 
the   Imperial    Parliament,"    said    that 
at  that  hour  of  the  evening,  and  at  that 
stage  of  the  debate,  he  would  only  occupy 
a  very  few  moments  in  putting  forward  tho 
Amendment.     He  hoped  it  might  be  re- 
ceived with  approval  in  every  quarter  of 
tbe  House.     It  was  the  essential  condition 
upon  which  Liberal  Home  Rulers,  who  were 
to  be  found  on  that  bench,  whatever  the 
hon.  Member   for   North   Louth   might 
My,  declared  themselves  to   be   Home 
Rulers  and  supporters  of  the  Irish  Party 
in  tdis    matter.    It    was    a    condition 
which    he    believed    was    accepted    by 
the  hon.   and  learned   Qentleman   the 


Leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  and  whatever 
might  be  said  of  other  Parties  he  had 
always  understood  that  all  followers 
of  the  Irish  Party  implicitly  obeyed 
their  Leader.  It  was  a  condition  which 
he  hoped  would  be  accepted  by  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
although  he  knew  that  some  of  them 
thought  that  there  was  an  essential  con- 
tradiction between  granting  self-govern- 
ment to  Ireland  and  maintaining  supre- 
macy over  Ireland.  [Opposition  cries 
of  "  Hear,  hear."]  He  knew  they 
thought  so — and  so  did  their  political 
ancestors  about  Canada,  and  only 
two  years  ago  they  were  professing  the 
same  opinion  when  self-government 
was  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Trans- 
vaal.   The   only   other   observation   he 
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Gawtrnment 


Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.  (FaUdrkB'ghs) 

Maokarness,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacNeiU,  John  Gordon  Swift 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,E:) 

M*CalIum,  John  M. 

M*Crae,  George  l| 

M*Kean,  John 

M-Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M»Killop,  W. 

M*Mickmg,  Major  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

liallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan,  Francis  E.  (Leitrim,N. 

Meehan,Patrick  A.  (Queen's  Co. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Mond,  A. 

Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 

Morley,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Mnldoon,  John 

Mumaghan,  George 

Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 

Murphy,  N.  J.  (Kilkenny,  S.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nicholls,  George 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

O*  Brien,Kendal(Ti  pperary  ,Mid 

O'Brien,  William  (Cork) 

0'CJonnor,Jame8  (Wicklow,W.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 


{COMMONS} 

O'Dounell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
O'Kelly,  Jame8(  Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley,  William 
CShaughnessy,  P.  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Philipps,  CJol.  Ivor  (S'thampton 
Philipp8,J.  Wynford  (Pembroke 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Philipps,  John  (Longford,  S.) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Pollard,  Dr. 
Power,  Patrick  Jopeph 
Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 
Price,Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 
Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H.  '""'n 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterford) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Richards,Thoma.s  (W.Monm'th 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Deubighs) 
Robertson,Rt.Hu.  E.  (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir  G  Scott(Bradf 'rd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roohe,  Augustine  (Cork) 
Roche,  Jolm  (Galway,  East) 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 
Schwann,fC.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir  C.  E.(Manchc8tor) 
Scott,A.H,(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Seavems,  J.  F. 
Seddon,  J. 
Seely,  Colonel 
Shaokleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 


of  Ireland. 


236 


Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomajs  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  8.) 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  T. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (RadcUffe) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas,David  Alfred  (Mertiiyr 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompon,J.W.  H(Somenet,E 
Tomkinson,  James 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  M 
Toulmin,  George 
TrevelyaUr  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Qenry 

Waldron,  Laurence  Ambrose 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Ward,  W.  Dudley(Soiithampton 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Warner,  Thomas  Conrtenay  T. 
Wason,  Rt.  Hn.E.lClackmaa'b) 
WasonJohn  Cathcart  (Orkney 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Whitbread,  Howan 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whiteley,Rt.Hn.G.  (York,W.R 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifsz) 
WhittaJcer,  Sir  Thomas  Ftslniflc 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,Llewe]yn(Oarmarth'n 
Williams,  Osmond  (Meriimtftli) 
WUiamson,  A 

Wilson,  Hon.  O.  O.  (Hull,  W.) 
Wilson,Heniy  J.(  York.  W.  R.) 
Wilson,  John  (DnrhAm,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middleabrondi) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancraa,  8.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (WesthoQi^ton) 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnou 

TbLLEBS  rO&  TKB  Atb8— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick    O'Brien. 


NOES. 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn  Hugh  0. 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.  Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Balfour,Rt  Hn.  A.  J.(CityLond. 
Bftiibary»  Sir  Frederick  Georga 


Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G.(Winchester 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N. 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bellairs.  Carlyon 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Boyle,  Sir  Edward 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 


Bull,  Sir  William  Jamct 
Burdett-Contts,  W. 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Campbell,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  H.'M. 
Carlile,  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Visoomit 
Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evefyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  Jobn  P.  Jolocgr. 


Government  {30  MARCH  1908} 

Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hills,  J.  W. 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 

Kennaway,Rt.[Hiu  Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
KingfSir  Henry  Seymour(Hull) 
Lambton,Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lane-Fox.  G.  R. 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 
Lee,ArthurH.(Hant8,Fareham) 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col.A.R. 
Long,Ri.  Hn.  Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
L3rttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
MaoGaw,  William  J.  MaoGeagh 
M* Arthur,  Charles 
M*Calmont,  Colonel  James 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Marks,G.  Croydon  (Launceston) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Nicholson, Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Nield,  Herbert 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
I  Parker,  SirGilbert(Grave8end) 
I  Pease,Herbert  Pike( Darlington 
I  Percy,  Earl 
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Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  B.) 
ChamberIain,RtHnJ.A.(Worc.) 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Clark,  George  Smith 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Coates,E.  Feetham  (Lewisham) 
Cochrane,  Hon.Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Collings,  Rt  .Hn.  J.  ( Birmingh*  m) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 
Courthope,  G.  Loyd 
Craig,Charles  Curtis  ( Antrim,S. 
Craiff,Captain  Jame9(Down,E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henfy 
DixoiM[artland,Sir  FredDixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,  Robert  (Lanark,Govan 
Dunn,  A.  Eklward  (Camborne) 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants, W.) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fell,  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,  J. 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gretton,  John 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward] 
Haddock,  George  G. 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Harris,  Frederick  Leverton 


of  Ireland, 
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Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
I  Randies,  Sir  John  Sourrah 
I  Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
I  Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Roberts,S.  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall) 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut.-Col.Thos.  Myles 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert     • 
Sheffield,SirBerkeley  GeorgeD. 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith, Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East) 
Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool,Walton) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Hn.A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Staveley-Hill,  Henry  (Staff'sh. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.  J.G.  (Oxf  dUniv 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell.  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley  (York,  E.  R.) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Younger,  George 

Teij:jbbs  fob  thb  Noes — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Main  Qaestion  again  proposed. 

♦Mb.  SIMON  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
in  moving  to  add,  at  the  end,  the  words 
**  subject  to  the  supreme  authority  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament,"  said  that 
at  that  hour  of  the  evening,  and  at  that 
stage  of  the  debate,  he  would  only  occupy 
a  very  few  moments  in  putting  forward  tho 
Amendment.  He  hoped  it  might  be  re- 
ceived with  approval  in  every  quarter  of 
the  House.  It  was  the  essential  condition 
upon  which  Liberal  Home  Rulers,  who  were 
to  be  found  on  that  bench,  whatever  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Louth  might 
say,  declared  themselves  to  be  Home 
Rulers  and  supporters  of  the  Irish  Party 
in  tdis  matter.  It  was  a  condition 
which  he  believed  was  accepted  by 
the    hon.    and   learned   Qentleman   the 


Leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  and  whatever 
might  be  said  of  other  Parties  he  had 
always  understood  that  all  followers 
of  the  Irish  Party  implicitly  obeyed 
their  Leader.  It  was  a  condition  which 
he  hoped  would  be  accepted  by  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
although  he  knew  that  some  of  them 
thought  that  there  was  an  essential  con- 
tradiction between  granting  self-govern- 
ment to  Ireland  and  maintaining  supre- 
macy over  Ireland.  [Opposition  cries 
of  "  Hear,  hear."]  He  knew  they 
thought  so — and  so  did  their  political 
ancestors  about  Canada,  and  only 
two  years  ago  they  were  professing  the 
same  opinion  when  self-government 
was  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Trans- 
vaal.    The   only   other   observation   he 
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Bridgcman,  W.  Clive 

Bull,  Sir  William  James 

Burdett-Coutts,  W. 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 

Campbell,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  H.  IL 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Caetlereagh,  Viscount 

Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Eveljna  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 

Chamberlain, Rt  Hn.J.A(Worc. 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 

Clark,  George  Smith 

Clive,  Percy  Archer 

Coates,  E.  Feetham(Lewisham) 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Colling8,Rt.  Hn.J.( Birmingham 

Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 

Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 

Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

Courthope,  G.  Loyd 

Craig,  Charles  Curtis(Antrim,S. 

Craig,  Capt.  James  (Down,  £.) 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Dalmeny,  Lord 

Dixon- Hartland, Sir  FredDixon 

Doughty,  Sir  George 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Du  Cios,  Arthur  Philip 

Duncan,  Robert(Lanark,Govan 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 

Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 

Fardel',  Sir  T.  George 

Fell,  Arthur 

FerguFon,  R.  C.  Munro 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Gardner,  Ernest 

Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Biistol,  West) 

Gordon,  J. 

Goulding,  Edwanl  Alfred 
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Gretton,  John 

Guinness,  Walter  Edward 

Haddock,  George  B. 

Hamilton,  Marquess  of 

Hardy,Laurence(Kent,  Ashfrd 

Harris,  Frederick  Levertoa 

Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  Georgo 

Heaton,  John  Henniker 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helmsley,  Viscount 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Hill,  Sir  aement 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Kennaway,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 

Keswick,  William 

Kimber,  Sir  Henry 

King,Sir  Henry  Seymour(Hu]l) 

Lambton.  Hon.  Frederick  Wm 

Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 

Lee,Arthur  H.(Hant8,Fareham 

Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col.A.R. 

Long,Rt.Hn. Walter  (Dublin,S) 

Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

MacGaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 

M* Arthur,  Charles 

M*Calmont,  Colonel  James 

Magnus,  Sir  Philip 

Mason,  James  P.  (Windsor) 

Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 

Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 

Moore,  William 

Morpeth,  Viscoimt 

Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson, Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 

Nield,  Herbert 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 

Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend) 

Pease,Herbert  PikefDarlington 

Percy,  Earl 


of  the  House. 


244 


Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Randies,  Sir  John  Scnrrah 
Ratcli£F,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  JameB  FarquhazBon 
Rid&dale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield.EockeaU) 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  John  (Laiicashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.  Thoa.My]e8 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD. 
Sloan,  Thoman  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,Ea«t) 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Soares,  Emmt  J. 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormakirk 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Che8h.) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Staveley.Hill,  Henry  (StarsL 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Ghichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxrd  Unir. 
Thomson, W.Mitchell.  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percv  Bl. 
Warde,  CoL  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Wason,  John  Cathcart(  Orkney) 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wil8on,A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worceet^r8h.N.) 
Wintei-ton,  Earl 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wjmdham,  Rt.  Hon.  Cieorge 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount    Valentia. 


Resolved,  That  the  present  system  of 
Government  in  Ireland  is  in  opposition 
to  the  will  of  the  Irish  people  and  gives 
them  no  voice  in  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs ;  that  the  system  is  conse- 
quently inefficient  and  extravagantly 
costly ;  that  it  does  not  enjoy  the  con- 
fidence of  any  section  of  the  population  ; 
that  it  is  productive  of  universal 
discontent  and  unrest,  and  is  incapable 
of  satisfactorily  promoting  the  material 
and  intellectual  progress  of  the  people ; 
that  the  reform  of  Irish  Government 
is  a  matter  vital  to  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land and  calculated  greatly  to  promote 


the  well-being  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  solution  of  this  problem  can 
only  be  attained  by  giving  to  the  Irish 
people  the  legislative  and  executive 
control  of  all  purely  Irish  alEairs,  subject 
to  the  supreme  authority  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament. 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Eleven 

of  the  clock  on  Monday  evening,  Mr. 

Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 

Question  put,  pursuant  to  the  Standing 

Order. 

Adjourned  at  seven  minatet  After 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted 
the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Cer- 
tificate from  the  Examiners  that  the 
Standing  Order  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bill  has  been  complied  with  : — Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)  [H.L.]. 

The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 


g  Great  Western  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]. — 
3  Reported  with  Amendments. 

**  Metropolitan  Electric  Tramways  Bill 
5  [h.l.]. — Reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
•§  mittee,  with  Amendments. 

I 

^  Audenshaw  Urban  District  Council 
5  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Merth>T  Tydiil  Corporation 
eg"  Bill  [h.l.]. — Read  3%  and  passed,  and 
e  sent  to  the  Commons. 

.g      Llanelly   Gas    Bill    [h.l.].— Read    3», 
i  An  Amendment  made  :    Bill  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 


I 


Taff  Vale  Railway  BiU  [h.l.]  ;  Fish- 
guard and  Rosslare  Railway's  and  Har- 
bours Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Skegness  Urban 
District  Coimcil  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  North 
British  and  Mercantile  Insurance  Com- 
pany Bill  [H.L.]. — Read  3*,  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Bury  and  District  Joint  Water  Board 
Bill ;  Dublin  and  South  Eastern  Railway 
Bill ;  Rnchley  Urban  District  Council 
Bill;  Seaham  Harbour  Dock  Bill.— 
Brought  from  the  Commons,  read  1*, 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

CAPE  OF  GOOD  HOPE  (OBSERVATORY). 
Report  of  His  Majesty's  Astronomer 
at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  to  the  Secre- 
taij  of  the  Admiralty,  for  the  years 
190S-1907. 


XAVY  (ESTIMATES,  1907-1908)  (PRO- 
GRAMME OF  SHIPBUILDING,  RE- 
PAIRS,    >UINTENANCE,     ETC.) 

Statement  showing  the  probable  effect 
on  the  programme  due  to  re-appropria- 
tion of  cash  provision,  etc. 


COMMERCIAL,  No.  2.  (1908). 
Despatches  from  His  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Panama,  respecting  the  employment 
of  British  West  Indian  labour  in  the 
Panama  Canal  Zone. 

TREATY  SERIES,  No.  7  (1908). 
Convention  between  the  United  King- 
dom and  France  respecting  commercial 
relations  between  France  and  Barbados, 
signed  at  London,  9th  January,  1907. 
(Ratifications  exchanged  at  London  18th 
March,  1908). 

ARMY. 

General  Annual  Report  on  the  British 
Army  for  the  year  ended  30th  September, 

1907,  with  which  is  incorporated  the 
Annual  Report  of  Recruiting  prepared 
by  command  of  the  Army  Council. 

Presented  [by  command],  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

TERRITORIAL  AND    RESERVE  FORCES 
ACT,  1907. 

Three  Orders  in  Council,  dated  19th 
March,  1908,  viz  : — For  the  transfer  of 
the  Yeomanry  and  Volunteers  to  the 
Territorial  Force ;  Relating  to  the 
property  of  the  Honourable  Artillery 
Company  ;  Applying  certain  enactments 
relating  to  the  Militia,  Yeomanry,  or 
Volunteers  to  the  Territorial  Force. 

NAVAL  AND  MARINE  PAY  AND 
PENSIONS  ACT,  1865. 

Orders  in  Coimcil,  dated  19th  March, 

1908,  approving  memorials  of  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty  praying 
sanction  to  : — Certain  improvements  in 
the  pay  and  position  and  new  regulations 
for  the  retirement  of  engineer  officers 
of  His  Majesty's  Naval  Service ;  the 
payment  of  a  special  allowance  of  Is.  6d. 
a  day  to  the  chief  or  senior  gimner  of  the 
Torpedo  School  Ship  at  Sheerness. 

FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  ACT,  1890. 

Order  in  Council,  dated  19th  March, 
1908,  entitled  "The  Northern  Nigeria 
Order  in  Council,  1906." 
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SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE  ACT, 
1875. 

Order  in  Council,  dated  19th  March 
1908,  amending  the  Order  in  Council  of 
28th  July,  1893,  as  amended  by  the 
Order  in  Council  of  7th  May,  1907,  re- 
V  ting  to  the  Circuits  of  the  Judges. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PATENTS    AND    DESIGNS     BILL    [h.l.]. 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without   amendment ;     and  to   be  read 
3*  to-morrow. 


MUNICIPAL  REPRESENTATION 
BILL  [h.l.]. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  further  amendment :  The  Re- 
port of  the  Amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  to  be  received 
to-morrow. 


SUNDAY  CLOSING  (SHOPS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  further  Amendments  ;  The  Report 
of  the  Amendments  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  and  by  the  Standing 
Committee  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
[Second  Reading.] 
Order   of   the   Day    for    the   Second 
Reading  read. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (The  Earl  of  Portsmouth)  : 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  intend  to  weary 
the  House  with  any  speech  on  this 
occasion.  There  is  absolutely  nothing 
new  in  principle  in  this  Bill,  and  I 
beg  formally  to  move  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2»."— (TAe  Earl  of  Portsmouth,) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 


THE    TERRITORIAL  FORCE. 
♦The    Earl    op  DARTMOUTH  rose 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 


War— (1)  What  assistance,  if  any,  will 
be  given  to  County  Associations  in  the 
matter  of  recruiting  by  the  military 
authorities  to  enable  them  to  raise  the 
number  of  recruits  required  for  the 
various  arms  of  the  new  force  ?  (2)  When 
the  new  units  are  actually  raised,  and 
the  military  authorities  are  compeUed 
to  retrench  original  members  of  the 
County  Associations  to  make  room  for 
the  representatives  of  the  new  arms,  in 
order  to  avoid  this  invidious  and  un- 
pleasant necessity,  will  the  Secretary  of 
State  consider  the  advisability  of  having 
a  supplemental  list?  (3)  In  the  event 
of  a  range  situated  in  one  county,  which 
owing  to  the  disbandment  of  a  unit  in 
that  county  may  no  longer  be  required, 
where  private  contributions  have  been 
employed  to  secure  the  range,  will  com- 
pensation be  given?  If  arrangements 
can  be  made  to  transfer  the  range  to 
another  county,  will  the  two  commanding 
officers  of  the  units  concerned  be  entitled 
to  agree  on  the  terms  of  transfer,  or  will 
such  arrangements  be  entrusted  to  the 
County  Associations  or  the  Army  Council  ? 
(4)  The  County  Associations  have  topro- 
vide  horses  for  ordinary  training.  The 
country  has  been  partitioned  by  the 
military  authorities  into  suitable  areas 
for  the  purchase  of  horses  in  the  event 
of  mobilisation.  What  will  be  the  re- 
lative position  of  the  County  Associa- 
tions and  the  military  purchasers? 
Will  the  military  authorities  purchase 
both  for  the  Regular  Army  and  the 
Territorial  Force,  or  will  tiie  County 
Associations  be  expected  to  find  horses 
either  by  hire  or  purchase  for  their 
own  troops  ?    (5)  What  is   a  "  unit  ? " 

The  noble  Earl  said :  My  Loids,  as 
the  period  of  the  existence  of  the  old 
Volunteer  system  is  rapidly  coming  to 
an  end,  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
Questions  I  desire  to  put  to  the  noble 
Earl  the  Under-Secretary  axe  of  con- 
siderable importance.  My  first  Question 
refers  to  what  assistance,  if  any,  is  to  be 
given  to  the  County  Associations  in  their 
task  of  raising  the  recruits  neceasaiy  for 
the  various  arms  of  the  Territorial 
Force,  and  I  think  it  is  obvious  that 
every  possible  assistance  should  be 
given  to  those  who  have  undertaken  to 
raise  these  new  arms  if  they  are 
to  carry  out  satisfactorily  the  dutka 
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they  have  so  willingly  undertaken. 
Sergeant-instructors  are  now  responsible 
for  recruiting  for  the  Regulars,  and, 
however  good  a  sergeant-instructor  may 
be  as  such,  he  is  liable  to  be  sent  back 
to  his  regiment  if  his  efforts  as  a  recruit- 
ing sergeant  are  not  successful.  That  is 
it  system  which  I  hope  will  not  be  main- 
tained in  the  future,  because  in  the  new 
Territorial  Force  he  would  obviously  be 
under  two  masters  ;  and  there  is  a  strong 
objection,  in  certain  parts  of  the  country, 
on  the  part  of  village  mothers  to  allow 
their  sons  to  join  the  Reserve  Forces  if 
they  can  help  it,  because  they  feel  that 
if  the  sergeant-instructor  once  gets  hold 
of  them  they  will  pass  them  on  to  the 
line.  It  would  be  instructive  for  us  to 
know  whose  servant  the  sergeant-in- 
structor is  going  to  be,  and  we  desire  to 
know  whether  any  professional  assis- 
tance will  be  given  to  the  Coimty  Asso- 
ciations in  the  matter  of  recruiting. 

My  second  Question  has  reference  to 
the  County  Associations,  and  the  point 
I  raise  will  become  an  important  one  at 
a  very  early  date.  I  hope  the  noble  Earl 
appreciates  my  use  of  the  word  "  re- 
trench," because  that,  I  think,  accurately 
describes  the  position  at  the  present 
time.  I  understand,  from  an  answer 
given  in  another  place  by  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  that 
retrenchment  may  mean  retirement, 
while  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  are  of  opinion  that  re- 
trenchment must  mean  discharge.  When 
the  new  units  are  actually  raised  and 
room  has  to  be  found  on  the  County 
Associations  for  the  representatives  of 
the  new  arms,  the  original  members  of 
those  Associations  will  have  either  to  be 
retired  or  discharged  ;  and  as  it  is  very 
important  to  secure  the  assistance  of  as 
many  as  possible  of  those  gentlemen 
who  will  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  early  formation  of  the  Territorial 
Force,  it  is  obviously  undesirable  that 
they  should  be  turned  off  the  County 
Associations  just  at  the  moment  when 
their  experience  is  beginning  to  be  of 
value.  What  I  would  impress  upon  the 
noble  Earl  is  this,  that  the  County  Asso- 
ciations should  be  given  the  opportunity, 
if  they  so  desire,  of  having  a  super- 
numerary list  composed  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  new  units,  who  will 
have  all  the  privileges  of  members  of 


the  Associations,  who  will  attend  the 
meetings  and  speak,  and  vote,  and 
gradually  be  absorbed  as  vacancies 
occur. 

The  third  Question  standing  in  my 
name  on  the  Paper  is  one  of  some  little 
personal  diflGiculty.  It  concerns  ranges, 
and  I  ask  it  not  as  a  member  of  a  County 
Association,  but  in  the  disembodied 
spirit  of  a  disbanded  colonel  of  a  Volun- 
teer regiment. 

The  next  Question  is  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  refers  to  the  pro- 
vision of  horses.  Two  years  ago 
chief  constables  were  asked  to  make  in 
quiries  in  their  respective  districts  about 
available  horses.  The  request  was  re- 
peated last  year.  By  this  scheme  the 
provision  of  horses  for  the  Territorial 
Force  is  thrown  on  the  County  Associa- 
tions. A  further  communication  has 
now  been  made  suggesting  a  division  of 
the  county  into  areas  for  horse  buying 
in  case  of  mobilisation — that  is  to  say, 
apparently,  for  providing  the  necessary 
horses  for  the  Regular  Army  on  sudden 
mobilisation.  I  should  like  to  ask  what 
will  be  the  position  respectively  of  the 
Regular  Army  and  the  Territorial  Force 
when  mobilisation  takes  place.  It  has 
been  pointed  out,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  that  it  is  absolutely  important 
to  have  horses  that  have  been  trained 
to  perform  the  duties  required  of  them. 
The  County  Associations  have  to  provide 
horses  for  ordinary  training.  Will  the 
War  Office  representative  be  able  to 
take  all  those  horses  for  the  Regular 
Army  on  mobilisation  ?  It  is  just  as 
well  that  we  should  know  how  we  stand . 
We  quite  recognise,  of  course,  that  the 
Regular  Army  must  come  first,  but  we 
wish  to  know  in  what  position  we  stand. 

My  last  Question  is — What  is  a 
"  unit "  ?  The  noble  Earl  the  Under- 
Secretary  has  written  to  me  privately 
regarding  this  Question,  and  has  asked 
whether  I  have  anything  at  the  back  of 
my  mind.  I  have  not.  From  the 
civilian  point  of  view  a  unit  is  one.  I 
have  a  little  book  on  tactics  ;  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  very  reliable,  but  it 
appears  from  it  that,  from  the  military 
point  of  view,  a  unit  is  any  number  of 
troops  exceeding  one.  From  the  civilian 
point  of  view  a  mounted  soldier  would 
be  a  unit.     In  the  event  of  misadventure 
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thian  five  months  in  the  year — ^namely^ 
during  the  months  of  November,  De- 
cember, January,  February,  and  March ; 
and  the  same  thing  applies  to  other 
galleries. 

I  find  I  am  not  the  only  person  who 
entertained  this  mistaken  belief,  because 
in  consequence  of  my  experience  I  caused 
observations  to  be  taken  last  Sunday,  and 
ascertained  that  over  300  people  went 
to  the  National  Gallery  shortly  after 
2  o'clock  on  that  day,  and  naturally  met 
with  the  same  reception  as  I  did ;  and 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  derived  any 
consolation  from  the  fact  that  they  were 
probably  informed  that,  though  they 
could  not  visit  the  National  Grallery, 
nevertheless  the  Geological  Museum  was 
open  for  their  inspection.  The  anomaly 
to  which  I  refer  consists  in  this,  that 
whereas  the  National  Gallery,  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  the  Tate 
Gallery,  and  the  WaUace  Collection  are 
all  closed  on  Sundays  during  five  months 
of  the  year,  the  British  Museum,  the 
South  Kensington  Museum,  the  Natural 
History  Museum,  the  Bethnal  Green 
Museum,  and  that  institution  to  which 
I  have  just  referred,  the  G^eologica! 
Museum,  are  open  all  the  year  round. 
I  am  entirely  unable  to  understand  by 
what  process  any  person  has  been  able 
to  difierentiate  between  the  respective 
claims  of  these  various  institutions  as 
regards  Sunday  opening.  I  have  heard 
it  suggested  that  the  reason  the  establish* 
ments  I  have  mentioned  are  closed  is  on 
account  of  the  absence  of  artificial  light. 
But  to  me  that  is  an  entirely  uncon- 
vincing explanation,  because  those  in- 
stitutions which  are  open  on  Sundays 
are  only  open  from  2  p.m.  until  dusk, 
and  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  point  out 
that  daylight  is  precisely  the  same  on 
Sunday  as  it  is  on  a  week-day.  The  ques- 
tion of  artificial  light  cannot  possibly 
arise,  because  on  really  foggy  and  dark 
days  I  believe  all  those  institutions 
are  closed. 

It  cannot  be  pleaded  as  an  excuse  tor 
keeping  certain  of  these  institutions 
closed  that  the  public  shows  no  inclina- 
tion to  visit  them.  As  a  matter  of  bet, 
the  Sunday  opening  of  moBeiiiiis  and 
galleries  has  b<  .  an  abBolntely  on* 
qualified  succc  and  I  do  not  Hunk 
anybody  at  the  pi       t  < 


that  the  matter  is  considered.  As  to  the 
registration  of  horses,  I  have  never  made 
any  secret  of  the  serious  and  unsatisfac- 
tory condition  in  which-  we  are  placed  in 
regard  to  that  matter.  But  the  point 
alluded  to  by  Lord  Lovat  did  not  arise 
out  of  the  Questions  on  the  Paper  ;  and  if 
the  noble  Lqrd  likes  to  put  down  a 
Question  to  be  asked  some  time  after 
Easter,  I  shall,  perhaps,  be  able  to  give 
him  some  information. 

The  Earl  of  DARTMOUTH  :  Is  the 
noble  Earl  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  prepared  to  tell  us  anything 
about  the  progress  of  the  scheme  referred 
to  by  Lord  Portsmouth  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  and  FISHERIES  (Eari 
Carrixgtox)  :  I  never  like  to  say  any- 
thing without  being  certain  that  I  am 
absolutely  accurate.  I  therefore  ask  my 
noble  friend  to  extend  to  me  his  indul- 
gence by  allowing  me  to  put  off  making  a 
statement  for  a  short  time.  I  can  assure 
him  that  things  are  progressing  very 
favourably,  and  I  hope  ere  long  to  be  able 
to  make  an  announcement  which  will  be 
satisfactory  not  only  to  my  noble  friend 
but  to  the  House  generally. 


SUNDAY  OPENING  OF  ART  GALLERIES. 
Lord  NEWTON  rose  to  ask  His 
Majesty's  Government  why  the  National 
Gallery,  the  National  Portrait  Gallery, 
and  the  Tate  Gallery  were  closed  on 
Sundays  during  five  months  in  the  year, 
whereas  other  similar  institutions  re- 
mained open.  The  noble  Lord  said : 
My  Lords,  in  calling  attention  to  the 
anomaly  which  is  indicated  in  my  Ques- 
tion I  think  I  may  safely  say  that  when 
in  1800  the  House  of  Commons  unani- 
mously passed  a  Resolution  in  favour  of 
the  Sunday  opening  of  museums  and 
galleries,  almost  everybody  was  under  the 
impression  that  the  question  was]  finally 
and  definitely  settled.  I  confess  that 
until  only  a  few  days  ago  I  was  under 
that  impression  myself,  and  I  only  dis- 
covered my  error  when,  on  proceeding  to 
the  National  Gallery  a  short  time  ago  on 
a  Sunday  afternoon,  I  found  to  my 
astonishment — I  had  almost  said  to  my 
indignation — that  that  institution  was 
closed  on  Sundays  for  no  less  a  period 
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to  aesert  that  it  was  other  than  a  universal 
benefit.  I  believe  that,  roughly,  400,000 
people  visit  the  public  galleries  and 
muBeums  in  London  in  the  course  of 
the  year,  and  the  average  Sunday 
attendance  really  amounts  to  a  con- 
siderable figure.  For  instance,  the 
average  number  of  visitors  at  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  on  Sundays  is 
1,755  ;  at  the  British  Museum,  1,110  ; 
at  the  Natural  History  Museum,  1,176  ; 
at  the  National  Gallery,  1,450.  It  is 
no  argument  to  say  that  the  same  pro- 
jwrtion  of  people  would  not  visit  these 
institutions  during  the  winter  months, 
because  if  anybody  will  take  the  trouble 
to  refer  to  the  figures  they  will  see  that 
in  proportion  to  the  time,  just  as  many 
people  visit  those  galleries  which  are 
open  during  the  winter  months  as  is  the 
case  in  the  summer  time,  and  it  seems 
to  me  only  natural  that  they  should  do 
so  at  a  time  of  the  year  when  open  air 
pursuits  are  less  attractive.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  galleries  which  are  constantly 
open  are  under  direct  Government  con- 
trol, and  all  the  galleries  I  have  mentioned 
which  are  closed  during  certain  months, 
are  managed  by  trustees.  Personally, 
I  should  be  the  last  person  to  bring 
any  sort  of  charge  against  those  trustees. 
I  believe  them  to  be  all,  without  excep- 
tion, highly  enlightened  persons.  I  see 
several  of  them  sitting  in  the  House  at 
the  present  moment ;  and  the  inference 
which  I  draw  is  that  the  obstacle  to 
the  proposed  all-the-year-round  opening 
must  proceed  from  the  Treasury.  I 
cannot  account  for  it  in  any  other  way, 
and  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  if  I 
am  correct  in  this  inference  it  is  really 
an  objection  of  an  extremely  trifling 
character. 
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I   understand   that   on   Sundays   the 
work    of    the    ordinary    attendants    is 
diBcliarged  by  police.    These  police,  in 
the  case,  for  instance,  of  the  National 
Crallery,  amount  possibly  to  fifteen  or 
twenty,  all  told.    I  do  not  think  I  am 
exaggerating    when    I    say,    therefore,  | 
that  the  expense  of  keeping  the  National 
Gallery   open   on   Sundays   could     not 
posBibly    amount   to    more    than,    say,  j 
£T   OT   £8   per   day.    It   is,    therefore,  | 
obvioiui  that  for  an  additional  expendi- ; 
' — »>«<  flomeOi      like  £40  a  month,  less  I 
m  year,  the  National  Gallery  | 


could  be  kept  open  during  the  entire 
year  ;  and  it  is  equally  obvious  that  the 
other  galleries  I  have  mentioned,  which 
are  now  closed,  could,  being  smaller 
establishments,  be  kept  open  at  a  still 
smaller  expense.  I  venture  to  think 
that  expense  must  really  be  the  sole 
obstacle  in  the  way,  because  what  is 
called  Sabbatarianism  is  really  dead ; 
and  you  could  not  have  any  more  con- 
vincing proof  of  that  than  the  fact  that 
the  National  Gallery  of  Edinburgh  is 
actually  open  during  every  Sunday 
in  the  year,  possibly  owing  to  the  in- 
fluence of  my  noble  friend  on  the  cross 
benches.  But  in  any  case  there  is  no 
obstacle  now  put  in  the  way  of  anybody 
who  desires  rationally  to  amuse  himself 
on  a  Sunday.  In  all  parts  of  London, 
people  can  now  hear  most  admirable 
concerts  at  an  extremely  trifling  charge. 
They  can,  if  they  wish  to  do  such  things, 
indulge  in  the  more  doubtful  amusement 
of  listening  to  lectures  by  more  or  less 
distinguished  people ;  and,  from  a 
correspondence  which  has  recently 
appeared  in  the  Press,  I  observe  that 
members  of  certain  political  clubs  are 
able  to  enjoy  advantages  which  are 
denied  to  many  other  persons.  I  would 
venture*  to  ask  the  House  whether  it  is 
not  somewhat  ludicrous  that  our  finest 
art  collections  should  remain  closed, 
whilst  so  many  opportunities  for  recrea- 
tion remain  available  ?  That  being  so, 
and  it  being,  as  I  am  convinced,  a  pure 
oversight  on  the  part  of  somebody  who 
has  not  yet  pressed  the  Treasury  suffi- 
ciently hard,  I  cannot  help  hoping  that, 
whoever  is  going  to  answer  for  His 
Majesty's  Government,  will  reply  in  a 
favourable  sense,  and  that  this  anomaly 
will  shortly  cease  to  exist. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  :  My  Lords, 
before  the  noble  Lord  who  represents 
the  Treasury  replies,  I  should  like  to 
be  allowed,  as  the  oldest  member  of 
the  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  National 
Gallery,  to  say  a  few  words.  I  am  sorry 
I  cannot  speak  in  the  name  of  the  Board, 
because  it  has  not  met  since  the  noble 
Lord  placed  his  Question  on  the  Paper  ; 
but  I  have  been  able  to  consult  the 
director  and  the  majority  of  my  col- 
leagues, and  I  can  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  is  perfectly  right  in  his  statement 
that  we  are  most  anxious  not  to  put  any 
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opposition  in  the  way  of  the  further 
opening  of  the  National  Gallery.  I 
should  like  to  say,  by  the  way,  that  the 
National  Gallery  is  open  for  a  consider- 
ably longer  time  every  day  than  any  other 
gallery  in  Europe.  That,  however,  is 
no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  open  on 
a  larger  number  of  Sundays  than  at 
present.  I  should  like  to  tell  your 
Lordships  very  briefly  the  history  of 
the  matter.  In  1896,  when  the  Resolu- 
tion o'f  the  House  of  Commons  was  passed, 
the  Gallery  was  opened  on  Sundays  from 
May  to  September  from  three  to  six 
o'clock.  In  1897,  another  month  was 
added,  and  it  was  open  for  six  months 
o:i  Sundays  ;  and  in  1898  it  was  open 
for  seven  months.  I  quite  think  it 
desirable  that  the  time  should  be  in- 
creased. The  objection  that  was  made 
before  was  that  as  the  Gallery  was  not 
opened  until  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
and  dusk  fell  very  early  in  the  winter, 
it  was  not  worth  while  to  give  a  whole 
day's  pay  for  what  would  be  not  more 
than  two  hours'  work.  But  that  argu- 
ment does  not  apply  to  two  additional 
months,  at  all  events — the  months  of 
March  and  November.  Speaking  for 
myself,  I  confess  I  should  prefer  to  see 
the  Gallery  open  for  the  whole  year  if 
the  Treasury  would  give  the  additional 
money  necessary.  The  cost  at  present, 
in  the  case  of  the  National  Gallery,  is 
£217  a  year,  and  for  the  whole  year  the 
cost  would  be  £365,  which  is  not  a  very 
extravagant  sum  for  giving  a  great  deal 
of  additional  pleasure.  As  far  as  the 
Board  of  Trustees  are  concerned,  there 
is,  no  doubt,  we  shall  attempt  to  get  the 
Treasury  to  enable  us  to  give  increased 
facilities  in  this  direction. 

Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lords,  it  is  a 
matter  of  very  deep  regret  to  myself  that 
such  prominent  institutions  as  the 
National  Gallery,  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery,  and  the  Tate  Gallery,  should  have 
been  so  unfortunate  as  to  incur  the  dis- 
pleasure of  my  noble  friend  Lord  Newton. 
He  is,  however,  entirely  inaccurate  in  the 
inference  he  draws  that  the  Treasury  is 
responsible  for  this  particular  state  of 
things.  Lord  Carlisle,  who  is,  I  believe, 
the  oldest  trustee  of  the  National  Gallery, 
is  entitled  to  speak  with  greater  authority 
on^  this  question  than,  perhaps,  any 
other  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House, 

The  Earl  of  Carlisle. 


and  I  think  he  will  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Treasury 
to  act  unless  approached  in  this  matter, 
first  of  all,  by  the  trustees  of  the  in- 
stitutions in  question.  A  similar  point 
was  raised  in  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  tenure  of  office  of  the  late 
Government,  and  was  answered  by  Mr. 
Hayes  Fisher,  who  pointed  out  that, 
owing  to  the  frequent  deficiency  of  day- 
light on  winter  afternoons  and  the  fact 
that  in  any  case  the  time  during  which 
pictures  could  be  seen  was  very  short,  it 
was  not  considered  worth  while,  in  the 
absence  of  artificial  light,  to  keep  the 
galleries  open  all  the  year  round  on 
Sundays ;  and  as  to  the  introduction  of 
artificial  light  he  said  that,  at  all  events 
in  the  case  of  the  National  Grallery  and 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  the 
trustees  entertained  a  strong  objection, 
apart  from  the  question  of  expense,  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  press  them  on  the 
point.  I  should  like  to  add  that  it 
may  be  necessary,  if  the  galleries  are  to 
be  opened  all  the  year  round,  to  install  the 
electric  light,  with  the  consequent  in- 
creased risk  of  fire,  and  that  various 
structural  alterations  would  have  to  be 
taken  into  consideration.  The  Treasoiy, 
however,  will  entertain  any  proposal  put 
forward  by  the  trustees  of  these  in- 
stitutions. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  : 
My  Lords,  as  a  colleague  of  Lord  Carlisle 
I  can  corroborate  what  he  has  already 
said  on  this  subject.  The  trustees  are  in 
favour  of  giving  as  many  facilities  to 
the  public  as  they  possibly  can,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  my  noble  fnend  who  put 
this  Question  on  the  Paper  will  remember 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  action  of 
the  trustees  twelve  years  ago,  the  National 
Gallery,  at  any  rate,  might  still  be  closed. 
When  we  had  to  consider  the  extent  to 
which  the  Gallery  might  be  opened  on 
Sundays  there  were  two  limits  to  be  taken 
into  consideration.  There  was,  in  the 
first  place,  the  limit  of  daylight:  now 
the  opening  hour  on  Sunday  seems  to 
have  been  taken — I  do  not  know  exactly 
why,  but  I  imagine  in  consequence  of 
the  House  of  Commons  Resolution — as 
two  o'clock,  and  I  suggest  to  your  Lord- 
ships that  there  are  unfortunately  certain 
periods  of  the  year  when  in  London,  at 
any  rate,  the  amount  of  daylight  after 
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two  o'clock  in    the    afternoon    is     so  The    Marquess    of   LANSDOWNE  : 

insignificant    as    to   render    it   scarcely  About  1,400. 
worth  while  to  open  between  2  p.m.  and 

the   hour   when    twilight  sets  in.      Of  Lord  NEWTON :    I  do  not  wish  to 

course,    if  you   come    to   the   question  prolong  this  discussion,  but  I  should  like 

of  introducing  artificial  light,  you  open  to  explain  that  there  is  no  question  of 

up  a  very  much  larger  question.    I  do  asking    the    trustees    of    the    National 

not    think    my    noble    fnend    intended  Grallery  or  any  other  gallery   to  instal 

to  raise  that.  the  electric  light.    We  are  only  asking 

them  to  do  what  is  done  in  the  case  of 

Lord  NEWTON  :   No.  other  galleries  in  the  same  position,  and 

therefore    any    additional    cost    which 

^-,        _-                       T  A  xTo-r^rviiTXTT:^  would   be   ucccssary   would   be   merely 

The   Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  j^  ^^^  attendantsf 

The  other  linut  arises  out  of  financial  ^ 

considerations.    My  noble  friend  talked       ^ord  DENMAN  :    Will  the  noble  Lord 
amly    about   an   extra   expenditure    of  ^^^^^j    ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^ 

£200    per  _annum._  I    think  the  House    h«  would  lik«  th«a«  cralWi^a  onmied  on 


V.  .1.  \t\-       1  .X  ,,        1         l^e  would  like  these  galleries  opened  on 
IB  aware  that  the  National  Gallery  does    SundAvs  thmu^hont  th«  v^ar  ? 
not  enioy  a  very  extravagant  subsidy 


Simdays  throughout  the  year 


from  public  funds,  and  we  do  have  to 
consider  rather  carefully  how  we  spend  I'ORD  NEWTON  :  The  same  hours 
£200  or  any  other  appreciable  sum  of  »«  prevail  in  the  case  of  the  galleries 
money.  But  I  do  not  see  whv  some  which  are  now  open  all  the  year  round 
arrangement  should  not  be  made  whereby  — *^a*  ^^  to  say,  from  two  to  4  o'clock 
the  Gallery  might  be  thrown  open  for  k  ^^^g  December  and  Januar>-.  After 
longer  period  of  the  year.  The  trustees  January  the  time  could  gradually  be  pro- 
are  likely  to  hold  their  monthly  meeting  lodged  .^^il  you  got  to  six  or  seven 
before  long,  and  we  shall  then  certainlv  o'clock  in  the  evenmg.  When  I  went  to 
consider  what  has  been  proposed  bv  ^^^  National  Gallery  the  other  Sunday 
my  noble  friend,  and,  if  necessarv,  it  was  light  until  six  o'clock.  There  was, 
approach  the  Treasury  on  the  subject,  therefore  no  reason  why  the  Gallery 
Now  one  word  in  regard  to  the  attitude  should  not  have  been  available  to  the 
of  the  Treasury.  I  do  not  think  the  P^^^^c  for  three  hours  at  least  on  that 
Treasury  has  been  quite  so  neutral  in  ^ay»  without  the  slightest  necessity  for 
the  matter  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite  ai^tificial  light. 

seems  to  suppose.    I  have  a  very  distinct  

Tecollection  that  when  this  matter  was 

first  broached  and  we  applied  to  the  AFFAIRS  IN  THE  ISLAND  OF  VATERSAY. 
Treasury  for  a  slight  increase  in  our  The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN  rose 
staff  in  order  to  enable  us  to  open  the  to  call  attention  to  the  recently  published 
Gallery  on  Sundays,  we  encountered  correspondence  between  Lady  Cathcart 
considerable  difficulty;  at  last,  as  a  and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  and  the 
solution,  it  was  suggested  to  us  that  Lord  Advocate,  and  to  the  present  con- 
police  constables  might  be  employed  for  dition  of  affairs  in  the  Island  of  Vatersay. 
this  irarooseduring^a  certain  part  of  the  3,^^  ^^^^  g^^,  ,^id_Mv  Lords,  I 
year.  We  accepted  that  as  the  best  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^  Lordships 
ansngement  obtainable,  but  it  was  ^^^^  j^^^^^  j^^^  ^^^  correspondence 
made  very  apparent  to  us  indeed  that  ^j^j^^  ^^^  ^^^  ,^jj  „,^  ^j^^  ^/^j  ^^^ 
the  question  of  the  cost  of  opening  on  j  think  those  of  our  Lordships  who  have 
f'^^T  »_««""deration  which  my  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^  ^^  opinion  that  it  has 

^I'ii^    .          "^''°"^*^"°*^'*''*  repaid  perusal.    It   afiords  an  illustra- 

ont  of  .ccoimt.  ^.^^  ^^  ^j^^  condition  of   affairs  which 

prevails  at  the  present  time  in  part  of 

LoBD  JOICBY;   Can  the  noble  Lord  the   western  islands  of   Scotland,   and 

giv*  tbe  House  any  idea  of  the  number  of  the  manner  and  customs  of  the  present 

of  'nston  to  the  National  Gallery  on  Scottish  Office  and  of  the  sense  which 

~     "it  they    entertain    of  the    responsibilities 


263 


Affairs  in  the 


Island  of  Vaier9ay. 


264 


attaching  to  them  in  relation  to  the 
protection  and  defence  of  property. 
The  correspondence  is  somewhat  long 
and  voluminous,  but  I  shall  endeavour 
to  tell  your  Lordships  my  story  in  the 
way  of  narrative  as  far  as  possible,  though 
I  shall,  of  necessity,  I  regret  to  say,  be 
obliged  to  read  certain  passages  from 
several  documents.  Let  me,  then,  pro- 
ceed to  my  story. 


Lady  Cathcart  is  a  lady  who  is  pos- 
sessed of  very  large  property  in  Scotland. 
Her  property  is  situated  in  several  parts 
of  that  country.  She  has  property 
on  the  east  coast,  but,  to  her  misfortune, 
she  also  has  property  in  the  western 
islands  which  has  caused  her  a  great 
deal  of  anxiety  and  trouble.  Lady 
Cathcart  has  discharged  the  duties  of 
ownership  in  the  very  highest  and  most 
dignified  form.  There  is  no  one,  with 
the  possible  exception  of  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, who  would  state  or  insinuate 
that  her  ladyship  has  in  any  way  failed 
in  her  duties  as  an  owner.  She  has 
poured  out  her  money  most  lavishly, 
and  in  regard  to  the  particular  part  of 
her  property  which  is  in  question  to-night 
she  has  done  everything  that  the  most 
munificent  owner  could  possibly  have 
done.  Li  the  Island  of  Barra  she  built 
a  harbour,  set  up  curing  establishments, 
and  endeavoured  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  the  pl?ce  as  a  station  for  fishing,  for, 
in  her  opinion,  after  a  long  experience 
both  on  the  western  and  eastern  coasts, 
she  thought  this  likely  to  prove  the 
most  lucrative  employment  for  the 
inhabitants.  In  this,  and  in  many  other 
ways,  she  has  poured  out  money  ^dthout 
end.  She  has  also  endeavoured  to  act 
in  harmony  with  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  and  in  course  of  that  action, 
though  sometimes  against  her  own  judg- 
ment, she  has  laid  out  in  crofts  large  por- 
tions of  this  island,  not  always  with  very 
lucrative  results  to  herself  or  even  with 
benefit  to  those  for  whom  it  was  done. 

Your  Lordships  will  find  an  instance 
on  the  last  two  pages  of  this  Return — 
the  farm  of  Glendale.  In  that  instance 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  asked 
Lady  Cathcart  to  divide  the  farm  into 
crofts.  She  replied  that  she  knew  it 
was  not  suited  for  the  purpose.  They 
insisted,   however,   and  the   result  was 


{LORDS} 

the  tenant.  Then  finally,  when  the 
experiment  came  to  be  tried,  it  proved^ 
as  Lady  Cathcart  anticipated,  a  failure. 
But  what  was  the  result  ?  Lady  Cath- 
cart was  left  with  this  farm  on  her 
hands  and  to  get  out  of  her  loss  in  the 
best  way  she  could.  Her  ladyship  has 
also  endeavoured  to  work  in  harmony 
with  the  present  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
and  in  the  case  which  I  am  going  to  lay 
before  your  Lordships  you  will  see  from 
the  correspondence  that  she  did  every- 
thing in  her  power  to  accept  a  plan  to 
which  she  was  confessedly  opposed 
acting  on  her  own  judgment  and  her 
own  experience  ;  and  it  was  only  when 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  refused  to 
agree  to  the  most  ordinary  terms— 
although  the  plan  was  his,  he  called 
upon  her  to  provide  the  compensation 
for  the  tenant  who  was  to  lose  his  fann — 
that  she  ceased  to  be  able  to  meet  him. 


that  her  ladyship  gave  way  and  removed  I  1906. 
The  Earl  of  Camperdown. 


In  the  island  of  Barra  her  property 
consists    of    about    22,000    acres,    and, 
whereas  when  she  came  into  the  property 
a   large  portion  was  in  the   hands  of 
farmers,  there  is  now  only  one  farm  in 
existence,  and  it  is  the  farm  of  which 
we  are  speaking  to-night,  the  farm  of 
Vatersay.     I  need  not  say,  in  regard  to 
a  Highland  property  of  this  kind,  that 
it  is  not  a  lucrative  affair  and  that  the 
arrears  are  very  large.    I  will  not  trouble 
your  Lordships  with  the  details  except 
this,  that  the  man  who  at  the  present 
time  is  the  leader  of  the  raiders  who  have 
seized  the  island  of  Vatersay— 4i  man 
named  Duncan  Campbell — ^had  a  share 
for  ten  years,  from  1891  to  1901,   of  a 
grazing   called   Kentangaval,   which  he 
held  at  an  annual  rent,  fixed  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,   of  £2,  and 
when  he  left  at  the  end  of  that  period 
what   do   your   Lordships   suppose  his 
arrears  were  ?    They  amounted  to  £19 
out  of  the  £20.    During  those  ten  years 
he  made  a  payment  of  one  sovereign  only, 
and  this  is  the  man  who  is  now  in  quest 
of  new  land,  and  who,  in  common  with 
all  the  others,  says  he  is  prepared  to  pay 
rent.    They  promise  to  pay  rent,  but  it 
is  a  mere  figure  of  speech. 

Now  let  us  go  on  to  the  story  contained 
in  these  Papers.  The  first  matter  alluded 
to  is  the  seizing  of  the  farm  of  Bomish 
in  South  Uist  by  cottars  in  the  year 
Tour  Lordships  will  find  it  on 
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pages  28  to  32  of  Appendix  I.  I  wish 
to  lay  stress  on  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
crofters  who  seize  the  land  but  cottars ; 
and  perhaps  I  may,  for  the  benefit  of 
some  of  your  Lordships,  state  in  a  few 
words  what  this  cottar  system  is.  The 
cottars  are,  for  the  most  part,  the  children 
of  crofters,  and,  with  the  connivance  of 
their  parents,  they  build  upon  the  paternal 
croft  houses  in  defiance  of  all  rules  and 
of  all  common  sense,  and  when  it  proves 
impossible  to  find  subsistence  for  them- 
selves and  their  families,  because  they, 
in  turn,  marry,  they  have  to  take  them- 
selves to  some  other  occupation,  and 
where  it  is  not  fishing  it  has  taken  the 
turn,  lately  at  all  events,  of  seizing  land. 
On  21st  February  of  that  year  these 
cottars  seized  the  farm  of  Bornish,  and 
Lady  Cathcart's  agents  wrote  to  the 
Government  expressing  the  hope  that 
they  would  take  immediate  steps  to 
preserve  the  public  peace,  and  pointing 
out  that  the  public  authorities  ought  to 
prosecute  the  offenders  under  the  Trespass 
Act,  more  especially  as  the  Procurator- 
Fiscal  was  the  only  person  who  could 
put  the  Act  in  motion.  On  22nd  March, 
Mr.  Sinclair,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
replied — page  29 — that  after  careful  con- 
sideration he  was  not  satisfied  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  could  be  properly 
set  in  motion  in  this  case.     He  said — 

**  Questions  of  the  aAsertion  of  a  right  to 
traverse  or  occupy  heritable  subjects  fall  to 
be  tested  in  the  Civil  Courts  by  way  of  interdict, 
and  it  is  only  when  a  breach  of  that  interdict 
otcurs  that  criminal  proceedings  follow." 

Let  me  observe,  once  and  for  all,  that 
throughout  the  whole  of  these  proceedings 
the  cottars  have  never  claimed  any 
right  to  the  possession  of  the  land,  and, 
indeed,  in  the  petition  which  they  are 
now  presenting  to  the  Courts  in  Edin- 
burgh with  regard  to  another  matter 
they  state  positively  that  they  do  not 
lay  any  claim  to  the  land,  but  that  they 
have  been  obliged  to  seize  it  from  neces- 
sity. Of  course,  against  this  refusal  of 
the  authorities  to  act  Lady  Cathcart's 
agents  protested.  The  Trespass  Act  of 
1865  provides  that —  j 

••  Every  person  who  lodges  in  any  premises 
or  oecnpies  or  encamps  on  any  land,  being 
private    i»t>perty,    without    the    consent    and 
permimion  of  the  owner  or  legal  occupier  .  .     .  < 
shall  be  gnilty  of  an  offence  punishable  as  herein-  I 
after  provided.*' 


And  in  Section  5  occur  these  words — 

"  Every  prosecution  shall  be  raised  and  pro- 
ceeded in  at  the  expense  of  the  Procurator- 
Fiscal,  and  every  such  prosecution  shall  be 
commenced  within  one  month  after  the  offence 
has  been  committed.*' 

On  10th  April,  page  32,  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  repeated  his  refusal.  The 
letter  from  the  Scottish  Office  states 
that— 

**  Mr.  Sinclair  has  again  given  his  best  con- 
sideration to  the  arguments  advanced  in  your 
letter,  but  I  am  to  state  that,  as  advised,  he 
adheres  to  the  view  that  the  Trespass  Act  of 
1805  does  not  apply,  and  certainly  was  never 
intended  to  apply,  to  such  a  case  as  this.  The 
provision  in  Section  5  that  prosecution  shall 
be  commenced  within  one  month  after  the 
offence  is  committed  demonstrates  that  the 
statute  was  never  meant  to  apply  to  continuous 
occupation  of  land." 

In  the  first  place,  what  does  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  or  anybody  else  know  as 
to  the  intentions  when  that  Act  was 
passed  ?  And  what  does  it  signify 
what  the  intentions  were  at  that  time  ? 
The  Act  speaks  for  itself,  and  it  has  to 
be  interpreted  by  the  Courts. 

The  Act  states  positively  that  any 
person  who  occupies  land  without  the 
consent  of  the  owner  is  liable  to  punish- 
ment, and  when  Mr.  Sinclair  says  that 
the  provision  in  Section  5  that  prosecu- 
tion shall  be  commenced  within  one 
month  after  the  oSence  is  committed 
demonstrates  that  the  statute  was  never 
meant  to  apply  to  continuous  occupation 
of  land,  what  in  the  world  does 
he  mean  ?  It  is  surely  an  extraordinary 
doctrine  that  by  continuously  occupying 
land  an  offender  is  freed  from  the  criminal 
law.  "  Continuous  occupation  of  land  " 
seems  to  be  a  mere  euphemism  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  for  filibustering. 
A  filibusterer  is  only  to  be  removed 
after  a  process  involving  several  months 
delay  and  considerable  expense  to  the 
owner.  Lady  Cathcart's  agent  then 
wrote  to  say  that  as  the  Government 
refused  to  put  the  criminal  law  in  force 
she  very  reluctantly  must  apply  for  an 
interdict,  and  she  did  so  apply.  But 
on  9th  May — and  this  is  an  important 
communication,  omitted,  I  do  not 
know  why,  from  the  correspondence 
presented  to  Parliament — Mr.  Sinclair 
wrote  a  letter  in  which  he  did  hi^  best, 
having  refused  to  act  himself,  to  depre- 
cate any  action  on  the  part  of  Lady 
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CathcArt.    Ladj  Cathcart's  agents  had  | 
written  asking  for  police  protection  in  i 
serving  the  action  for  interdict,  and  the 
Under-Secretary,    writing   on   behalf   of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  under  date  ] 
9th  May,  said —  | 

**  That  such  action  as  is  now  contemplated,"  i 
— the  serving  of  the  notices  on  the  | 
raiders —  i 

"  should  be  taken  pending'  the  introduction  of 
legislation  which  is  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government  involves  serious  respon- 
sibility, and  I  am  to  point  out  that  that  respon- 
sibility must  be  held  to  lie  with  Lady  Cathcart 
and  her  advisers." 


Having  refused  to  act  himself,  he  says  : 
"  For  goodness  sake,  don't  do  anything  ; 
wait  for  my  legislation."  I  venture  to 
think  that  if  Lady  Cathcart  were  to  wait 
for  legislation  she  would  wait  some  years. 
Lady  Cathcart  eventually  obtained  an 
interdict  in  the  course  of  May.  This 
interdict  was  obeyed  by  the  cottars. 
That  ends  the  first  scene  in  the  first  act. 

Now  let  us  come  to  Vatersay.  Early 
in  June,  1906,  some  cottars  took  cattle 
over  in  boats  and  landed  them  on  the 
island  of  Vatersay.  Lady  Cathcart's 
agents  again  urged  prompt  action,  with, 
needless  to  say,  the  same  result.  They 
received  a  reply  that  the  remedy  lay  with 
the  owner.  Ultimately,  however,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Sheriff  of  Inverness,  who 
was  sent  to  the  island  on  7th  July  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  an  arrangement 
was  come  to  under  which  the  cottars  were 
to  remove  the  cattle,  and  on  this  Lady 
Cathcart's  agents  undertook  not  to  take 
any  further  action  in  the  immediate 
future.  Needless  to  say  the  removal  of 
the  cattle  has  never  been  carried  out, 
and  there  they  remain  at  this  moment, 
with  a  great  many  other  cattle  besides. 
Emboldened  by  this,  early  in  the  year 
1907  some  cottars  landed  in  Vatersay. 
They  asserted  no  claim  to  the  land  but 
they  seized  upon  a  portion  of  the  farm, 
began  to  erect  houses,  and,  when  chal- 
lenged, said  they  had  come  to  stay,  and 
there  would  l>e  more  besides  them.  Of 
course  it  was  useless  to  apply  any  more 
for  the  criminal  law  to  be  put  in  force, 
and  so  on  4th  April,  1907,  Lady  Cathcart 
obtained  an  interdict  against  these  men. 
The  notices  were  served  but  no  answers  i 
were  sent,  and  so  the  interdict  was 
confirmed,  but  on  17th  May — Page  33  of 
the  Papers — the  Sheriff  visited  Vatersay 

7!^  Uarl  of  Camperdown, 


and  submitted  a  Report  to  Mr.  Sinclair, 
to  which  I  must  for  a  moment  allude. 
He  arrived  there  on  17th  May  and  saw 
the  men  of  whom  I  spoke  just  now ;  he 
wrote  down  Duncan  Campbell's  ex  parte 
statement,  and  then,  in  the  course  of  his 
Report,  he  says  he  endeavoured  to  induce 
the  men  to  go  back ;  and  he  proceeds — 
page  35—  ,  ^ 

"  My  efforts  proved  unavailing.  It  seemed 
to  me  that  there  were  influences  at  work  which 
were  not  fully  disclosed  and  which  I  could  not 
effectually  deal  with." 

Now  comes  the  most  important  point. 
The  Sheriff  adds— 

*'  I  was  assured  that  Lady  Cathcart  in  the 
end  would  not  use  the  '  lash  *  of  the  law.  Their 
firm  conviction,  based  on  past  experience, 
was  that  she  would  not  be  a  party  to  imprison- 
ing them  or  evicting  them ;  further,  that  Uie 
Government  would  not  allow  them  to  suffer.'* 

My  Lords,  that  is  the  idea  which  un- 
fortunately has  got  into  the  head?*  of 
these  men.  The  Sheriff  suggested  that 
unless  Lady  Cathcart  was  permitted  to 
I  go  on  with  her  interdict  the  only  thing  to 
I  do  was  for  the  Government  to  buy  the 
island. 

Now  comes  an  interlude  which  seems 
to  me  to  be  well  worthy  of  your  Lord- 
ships' notice.  On  6th  August  this  matter 
was  alluded  to  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Mr.  Balfour  said  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Crofters  Acts  were  not  working 
with  so  much  success  as  was  supposed  in 
parts  of  the  western  islands.  The  Lord 
Advocate  challenged  him  to  name  a  part, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied — 

"  Are  there  no  difficulties  in  Barra  ?  '*        iP 

And  this  is  what  the  Lord  Advocate 
proceeded  to  say — 

"  In  the  whole  of  the  jurisdiction  over  which 
my  nle  as  Lord  Advocate  extends  there  has 
been  absolute  peace  except  in  one  small  portion 
the  Island  of  Barra,  owned  by  one  proprietor 
who  has  been  unfortunate  in  lus  relations 
with  his  tenants." 

I  put  stress  on  those  words,  because  I 
shall  have  to  refer  to  them  later.  The 
Lord  Advocate  ought  properly,  of  course, 
to  have  said  "her"  tenants,  because 
there  was  no  other  person  except  Lady 
Cathcart  to  whom  this  could  possibly 
apply.  What  these  tenants  of  Barra 
— they  were  not  tenants,  they  were 
cottars — ^longed  for,  said  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, was  land  with  security  of  tenure, 
and  more  land  where  their  plots  were 
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too  small.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  had 
no  plots.  The  Lord  Advocate  proceeded —  • 

"  These  poor  tenants  of  Barra  stepped  across 
to  the  island  of  Vatersay,  and  on  the  shore  [ 
planted  a  few  potatoes,  hoping  to  return  in  the 
spring  to  reap  what  little  crop  there  was.  To 
the  best  of  his  recollection  that  was  the  terrible 
offence  that  was  committed." 

The  Lord  Advocate  added  that  he  was 
asked  to  treat  this  as  an  offence  against 
the  criminal  law,  but  it  was  a  question 
of  disputed  civic  possession — it  was 
nothing  of  the  kind —  for,  he  said,  these 
people  claimed  that  they  had  rights  on 
this  barren  shore.  They  never  had 
any  rights,  and  they  have  just  pleaded 

in  the  Courts  that  they  have  none. 

I 

When  a  private  Member  makes  a 
statement  and  is  met  with  a  direct  con- 
tradiction by  an  official,  he  naturally 
gives  in,  supposing  that  the  official  has 
some  justification  or  some  authority  for 
what  he  has  said.  The  most  charitable 
assumption  that  one  can  make  is  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  did  not  know  what 
he  was  talking  about,  because  at  that 
very  time — he  was  speaking  in  the 
month  of  August — these  people  were 
on  the  groimd.  They  had  been  there 
since  the  latter  part  of  the  previous 
February.  They  did  not  row  away 
hoping  to  return  in  the  spring  to  reap  a 
crop  of  potatoes.  They  were  there, 
they  had  built  houses,  they  had  cattle, 
and  these  matters  h^d  been  reported  at 
the  Scottish  Office  during  several  months. 
Yet  in  the  face  of  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
made  the  statement  I  have  referred  to. 
The  only  charitable  thing  to  suppose — 
and  it  is  very  difficult  to  suppose  it — 
is  that  he  did  not  know  what  he  was 
talking  about. 

The  next  thing  that  occurred  was  on 
6th  September,  when  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  wrote  to  Lady  Cathcart  strongly 
advising  her,  as  the  only  means  of  settling 
this  question,  to  divide  up  the  island  of 
Vatersay  into  crofts — that  is  to  say,  he 
advised  her.  to  break  her  lease  with  her 
tenant,  and  divide  the  land  among  the 
very  people  who  had  raided  it.  The 
letter  appears  on  page  4.  The  Under- 
Secretary  wrote — 

*'  Mr.  Sinclair  instructs  me  to  say  that  in  his 
www  the  best  coarse  now  open  is  for  the  pro- 
prietor to  clear  up  the  doubts  which  seem  to 
exist  as  to  the  water  resources  of  Vatersay. 
and,  haTing  done  that,  to  arrange  for  its  settle- 


ment by  the  number  of  families  which  may 
properly  be  settled  there." 

He  added — 

"Mr.  Sinclair  is  well  aware  that  Barra  Vatersay 
situation  is  trying  and  difficult  for  everybody 
involved,  for  none  more  so  than  for  the  pro- 
prietor. He  regrets  greatly  to  think  of  her 
anxieties." 

If  his  thoughts  had  only  taken  a  little 
more  practical  turn,  it  would  have  been 
more  to  the  purpose.  He  goes  on  to 
say  he  is  well  aware  that  she  is  genuinely 
and  deeply  concerned  about  the  welfare 
of  the  people,  and  there  is  a  lot  more 
flattery  of  that  sort ;  and  then  Mr. 
Sinclair  adds  that  he  will  be  most  willing 
to  co-operate  with  her  in  every  possible 
way.  Of  course.  Lady  Cathcart  knew 
quite  well,  from  her  owti  experience, 
that  to  take  this  course  would  be  the 
most  tmfortunate  thing  possible,  and 
her  agents  represented  this  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  Still,  in  her  anxiety 
to  co-operate  with  him  she  offered,  very 
reluctantly  and  against  her  own  judg- 
ment, either  to  sell  the  land  to  him  or  to 
give  it  to  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
for  them  to  settle  in  such  a  manner  as 
they  should  choose,  provided,  of  course 
that  they  were  to  compensate  her  tenant. 
Mr.  Sinclair  replied  that  he  could  not 
accept  the  idea  of  purchase  at  all.  He 
told  her  that  this  plan  was  her  plan  and 
not  his,  and  was  to  be  carried  out  by 
her ;  and,  moreover,  that  the  compen- 
sation to  her  tenant  was  to  be  paid  by 
her  and  not  by  the  Government  who 
were  insisting  upon  her  ousting  her 
tenant.  Naturally  there  was  another 
protest,  and  on  7th  November — Page  12 
— ^Mr.  Sinclair  definitely  refused  to  do 
anything  in  the  way  of  compensation. 
The  Scottish  Office  wrote — 

"  In  regard  to  the  surrender  of  the  lease,  Mr. 
Sinclair  cannot  enter  into  any  obligations 
either  in  the  matter  of  negotiation  or  of  com- 
pensation. The  former  must  be  conducted  by 
Lady  Cathcart  " — 

that  is  to  say,  she  was  to  have  all  the 
trouble — 

'*  and  the  cost  of  the  latter,  if  any,  must  be 
defrayed  by  her." 

Did  your  Lordships  ever  hear  of  such  a 
proposal  ? 

Supposing  Lady  Cathcart  had,  for  her 
own  purposes,  ousted  her  tenant  or 
terminated  the  lease,  she  would  have 
been   obliged   to   pay   compensation    to 
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Government  to  enforce  the  law,  which 
has,  up  to  now,  followed  its  usual  course. 

The  whole  question  turns  on  this — 
Is  the  Government  responsible  for  the 
present  state  of  things  in  the  island 
of  Vatersay  ?  It  is  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  applied  the  Trespass 
Act  of  1865.  That  is,  of  course,  a  legal 
point.  But  in  similar  cases  hitherto  that 
Act  has  never  been  applied  ;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  no  Government  has  so 
far  ever  intervened  except  when  deforce- 
ment of  the  officers  of  the  Court  acting 
under  interdict  proceedings  has  taken 
place.  This  has  certainly  not  occurred 
in  the  present  instance.  The  case  for 
Lady  Gordon  Cathcart  is  founded 
throughout  on  the  assumption  that  the 
responsibility  must  rest  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  is  on  this  assumption  alone 
that  her  claim  can  be  justified  that  the 
Government  should  intervene  to  settle 
the  matter,  either  by  purchasing  the 
farm  of  Vatersay  and  dividing  it  among 
those  who  require  land  or  by  financing 
a  scheme  of  settlement  on  a  non-purchase 
basis.  The  Scottish  Office  have  main- 
tained throughout  this  correspondence 
that  the  Government  is  in  no  sense 
responsible  for  the*  difficulties  in  which 
Lady  Gordon  Cathcart  finds  herself 
involved ;  and  they  have  refused  to 
consider  a  scheme  of  purchase.  After 
all,  such  a  scheme  might  have  a  very 
curious  effect.  Might  it  not  in  future 
tend  to  induce  an  owner  of  land  who 
was  desirous  of  selling  his  property 
to  allow  unauthorised  persons  to  occupy 
that  land,  and  so  force  the  Government 
to  buy  it  ?  Again,  might  it  not  tend  to 
induce  unauthorised  persons  to  occupy 
land  which  they  had  no  right  to  occupy  ? 
The  position  of  the  Scottish  Office 
throughout  has  been  that  it  is  for  Lady 
Gordon  Cathcart  herself  to  make  a 
settlement.  This  she  could  do  by  one 
of  two  methods.  She  could  apply  to 
the  Courts  to  remove  the  settlers  by  inter- 
dict, though  it  is  true  that  that  procedure 
is  rather  cumbersome  ;  but  we  are  not 
discussing  the  excellence,  or  the  contrary, 
of  Scottish  law  this  evening.  This 
was  the  course  which  was  finally 
adopted  by  Lady  Cathcart.  The  other 
course  open  to  her  was  to  ease  the 
situation  by  providing  land  for  the 
settlers.  With  regard  to  this  latter 
course,    the    Govemmert    have    stated 

Lord  Herschell 


their  willingness  to  assist  her  in  such  a 
settlement  through  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board,  provided  that  they  approved 
of  the  scheme.  But  in  doing  so,  they 
in  no  sense  accept  responsibility  for  the 
disturbance,  nor  do  they  accept  the 
full  financial  responsibility  for  the  settle- 
ment which  the  advisers  of  Lady  Gordon 
Cathcart  have  endeavoured  to  force 
upon  them.  This  question  of  responsi- 
bility for  the  disturbances  seems  to  go 
to  the  root  of  the  matter,  and  it  is  on 
this  ground  that  the  Government  have 
adopted  the  point  of  view  which  I  have 
endeavoured  to  explain  to  your  Lord- 
ships. 

Lord  LOVAT  :  I  would  like  to  ask 
whether  I  am  correct  in  thinking  that 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  Lady  Cathcart 
insisted  on  sale ;  that  she  would  only 
take  purchase  ? 


Lord  HERSCHELL : 

say  that. 


No,  I  did  not 


Lord  LOVAT :  That  was  certainly 
the  impression  which  the  noble  Lord's 
statement  made  on  several  noble  Lords 
on  this  side. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  What  I  said 
was  that  she  insisted  on  terms  which 
the  Government  could  not  accept. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :  She 
insisted  on  their  paying  the  tenant  com- 
pensation. Those  were  the  terms  the 
Government  would  not  accept. 

Lord  LOVAT:  In  the  letter  from 
Lady  Cathcart's  agents  which  appears 
on  page  8  of  the  Paper  it  is  stated  that — 

"  Lady  Cathcart  reiterates  her  offer  to  8oU 
to  the  (.'ongested  Districts  Board,  which  the 
holds  to  be  the  proper  course  ;  or  reluctantly,  as 
an  alternative  directly  suggested  hy  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  she  would  invite  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  to  arrange  for  the  settlement 
of  the  farm  of  \'atersay  on  reasonable  con* 
ditions." 

I  think  that  shows^quite  clearly  that  Lady 
Cathcart  was  prepared  to  meet  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  in  the  matter. 
But  could  the  terms  which  the  Secretaiy 
for  Scotland  offered  be  considered  leaaon- 
able  from  Lady  Cathcart's  point  of 
view  ?  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  turn  for  a 
moment  to  page  9,  where  you  will  aee 
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that  even  such  terms  as  were  offered 
were  immediately  afterwards  withdrawn 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  He 
wrote — 

"  Aj^ain,  upon  the  extent  of  land  to  be  newly 
occupied  will  depend  the  loss  of  letting  value 
of  the  farm,  for  which  compensation  will  be  paid 
by  the  Congested  Districts  Board." 

That  seems  to  me  very  simple  English, 
and  I  take  it  to  mean  that  if  there  were 
a  loss  of  letting  value  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  would  make  it  up  to 
Lady  Cathcart.  But  at  a  later  stage 
of  the  correspondence — ^page  18 — Mr. 
Sinclair  makes  a  complete  voUe  face. 
He  says — 

"  The  Government  is  not  prepared  to  assume 
responsibility  for  such  part  of  the  farm  (if 
there  be  any,  as  may  be  the  case)  as  is  not 
devoted  to  the  purposes  of  this  scheme." 

That  may  very  easily  be  a  large  portion 
of  the  farm.  It  was  disputed  whether 
there  was  any  water  to  be  got  on  the 
island  at  all  in  a  dry  summer,  and  if 
there  was  no  water  a  large  portion  of  the 
farm  could  not  profitably  be  occupied  by 
crofters.  On  the  question  of  water,  again, 
we  see  a  somewhat  curious  dealing  on  the 
part  of  the  Scottish  Office.  In  the 
letter  on  page  8,  Mr.  Sinclair  states 
that  he  desires  to  do  his  utmost  to 
ensure  that  the  inquiry  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  water  supply  should  be 
conducted  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  authori- 
tative and  convincing  to  all  concerned ; 
but  subsequently  he  says  there  shall  be 
no  such  inquiry.  I  think  that  in  the 
action  she  took,  Lady  Cathcart  was 
acting  as  any  sane  individual  would  act. 
I  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider  for  a 
moment  who  comes  out  in  a  better 
light — Lady  Gk)rdon  Cathcart  or  His 
Majesty's  Gk)vemment  ?  Who  was  it 
in  this  case  wished  to  put  the  people 
on  the  land  ?  Although  she  knew  that 
the  farm  of  Vatersay  was  most  un- 
adaptable for  division,  nevertheless  she 
gave  her  consent,  subject  to  the  sitting 
tenant  being  compensated.  If  your 
Lordships  wUl  refer  to  page  40  you  will 
see  what  the  experience  was  in  con- 
B  metion  with  the  Glendale  property. 
This  farm,  w^»ch  ert^**''"  to  about 
4,475  B<^re9,  wu  Iv  at  about 

£100.     Th^  pn  "^       to 

th«  Cong^t^ 
that  !hi?  C^] 
iibte  Uy  lav 


Because  there  were  only  66  acres  of 
arable  land.  The  1,100  acres  were  laid 
out  in  six  holdings  and  a  suitable  common 
grazing.  The  crofters  saw  the  land  and 
were  only  able  to  offer  a  rent  of  £3  for 
each  holding — that  is,  £18  for  the  portion 
of  the  farm  which  they  were  going  to 
take  up.  According  to  Mr.  Sinclair, 
the  difference  between  the  £18  and  the 
£100  previously  obtained  is  absolutely 
lost  to  the  owner.  In  the  case  of  Vater- 
say, where  it  was  doubtful  whether  any 
water  could  be  obtainable  in  a  dry 
summer,  the  chances  of  getting  adequate 
rent  was  even  lower.  I  submit  that  it 
was  most  unfair  to  expect  Lady  Gordon 
Cathcart  to  bear  the  loss  which  would 
have  resulted  from  the  dispossession  of 
the  sitting  tenant,  and  to  establish  these 
cottars  on  a  part  only  of  the  farm. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  desire  to  express  my  hope 
that  before  this  discussion  closes  we  shall 
obtain  from  noble  Lords  opposite  some 
rather  fuller  explanation  than  that 
which  was  given  to  us  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  just  now.  If  he  will  forgive 
me  for  saying  so,  he  made  what  was  in 
reality  no  defence.  He  suggested  to 
us — it  was  almost  the  only  argument 
which  I  caught — that  there  was  some- 
thing improper  in  this  discussion  taking 
place  while  proceedings  were  in  progress 
before  the  Scottish  Courts.  Does  the 
nob]e  Lord  really  mean  to  suggest  that 
while  this  procedure,  which  he  himself 
described  as  clumsy,  drags  its  slow 
length  along,  your  Lordships  are  to  be 
precluded  from  commenting  on  occur- 
rences so  grave  in  their  character  as 
those  which  Lord  Camperdown  has 
described  ? 

The  noble  I^ord  made  another  some- 
what singular  contribution  to  the  argu- 
ments.    He  told  us  that  in  the  view 
of    His    Majesty's    Government    there 
was  some   risk  that  if  proceediiigs  in 
trespass  T^ere  resorted  to  persons  might 
be  induced  to  occupy  land  in  order  to  force 
the  hand  of  the  Goven  ment.      T  think 
that  was  his  argument.  W hat  an  aston ish- 
ing    conception  !      Do    His    Majesty's 
Government  suggest  that  the  unfortunate 
f  who  is  the  victim  of  these  occurrences 
any  desire  to  force  their  hand  ?    No, 
Lords,  I  think  I  may  say  of  that 
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unfortunate  lady  that  if  she  is  to  find 
any  consolation  in  these  occurrences 
she  must  find  it  in  thia,  that  they  have 
been  the  meaus  of  bringing  before  the 
public  and  before  Parliament  what  I 
can  only  describe  as  invaluable  illustra- 
tions of  the  working  of  the  crofter 
B^  stem  in  remote  parts  of  Scotland, 
and  of  what,  for  brevity,  I  must  describe 
as  the  working  of  the  Sinclair  system — 
a  system  which  is  not  peculiar  to  that 
Minister,  but  which  has  many  well- 
qualified  exponents  among  the  members 
of    His    Majesty's    Government. 

There  is,  fortunately,  very  little  dispute 
as  to  the  actual  facts  of  the  case.  As  to 
the  proprictrix,  no  one  can  contend 
that  ohe  has  not  dealt  with  her  crofters 
for  yeais  past  in  the  most  considerate 
and  generous  fashion.  That  appears 
on  every  line  of  these  Papers.  There 
is  no  doubt  as  to  that.  She  has  sur-  ^ 
rendered  to  them  large  tracts  of  country, ; 
and  if  she  retiiiued  the  island  of  Vatersay 
it  was  in  the  belief,  apparently  perfectly 
well  founded,  that  it  was  a  barren  and 
inhospitable  place,  with  a  doubtful  water 
Bupply ;  I  think,  indeed,  you  will  find  that 
it  is  on  record  in  these  Papers  that  at 
one  time  an  attempt  was  made  to  till 
it,  but  the  report  was  that  it  was  land 
upon  which  even  potatoes  could  not 
be  grown.  So  much  for  the  part  of  her 
possessions  which  this  lady,  so  generous 
and  liberal  in  her  dealii  gs  with  her 
crofterc,  thought  fit  to  retain  her  own 
possession. 

Now  we  come  to  the  action  of  the 
crofters— they  are  not  crofters,by  the  way, 
but  cottars.  Tt  is  a  very  important 
(li^tiuctiou,  because  the  cottar  has  not, 
like  the  croftor,  statutory  rights  either 
in  hi-i^own  holdiugH  or  iu  the  neighbouring 
land.  These  men  set  to  work  in  a 
methodical  fashion.  They  first  made 
a  r^coimaissiince  in  force  ;  they  crossed 
over  the  intervening  sea,  marked  out 
certain  ports  of  the  island  which  they 
<lesired  to  possess,  and  subsequently 
sent  out  an  expaditionary  force  which 
took  possession  of  the  land,  cultivated 
it,  erected  buildings  upon  it,  and,  though 
an  attempt  was  made  to  impound  their 
cattle,  the  a!iimals  were,  I  believe, 
rescued.  I  do  not  think  my  noble 
friend  used  language  of  exaggeration 
when  he  applied  to  these  proceedings 
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the  descriptioit  of  filibustering  operations* 
and  I  do  not  think  even  in  recent  Irish 
aunals  you  will  find  more  high-handed 
conduct.  I  will  not  labour  that,  because 
I  see  that  Mr.  Sinclair,  in  a  letter,  describes 
the  conduct  of  those  persons  as — 

"  A  defiance  of  the  law  which  no  Minister 
can  do  other  than  deplore  and  condemn.** 

Therefore  there  can  be  no  doubt  upon 
that  point.  This,  it  may  be  observe  1  ii 
passing,  is  exactly  the  language  which 
is  habitually  used  by  Mr.  Sinclair's 
Irish  colleague  when  he  is  describing 
similar  occurrences  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Let  me  summarise,  in  the  fewest 
possible  words,  the  acts  of  this  drama. 
The  proprietrix  of  the  bland  appeals  for 
protection  and  points  out  that  the 
natural  remedy  is  to  set  in  motion  the 
Trespass  Act  of  1865.  She  is  then  told 
that  this  is  not  a  convenient  remedy, 
and  is  referred  to  an  Act  of  1686.  Now 
is  not  it  extraordinary  that  on  all  these 
occasions  His  Majesty's  Government 
invariably  go  back  to  some  antiquated 
statute  rather  than  have  recourse  to  an 
enforcement  of  the  more  recent  provisions 
of  the  law  which  lie  ready  to  their  hands  ? 
May  I  remind  your  Lordships  that  in  the 
Irish  cattle- driving  case  His  Majesty's 
Government  refused  altogether  to  avail 
themselves  of  a  recent  statute  passed  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  with  these  out- 
breaks, and  gave  preference  to  two  Acts 
of  the  reign  of  Edward  III.  and  William 
IV 1  But  t'^.e  praHi:al  suggestion 
of  the  Scottish  Office  was  that  Lady 
Grordon  Cathcart  should  surrender  at 
discretion.  That  was  what  it  came 
to,  and  that  is  what  I  understood 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  to  refer  to 
when  he  said  that  in  the  view  of  His 
Majesty's  Government  what  was  really 
necessary  was  to  do  something  to  "  ease 
the  situation."  That  is  an  extremely 
simple  manner  of  easing  a  situation. 
!  Then  the  proprietrix  very  naturally  made 
I  a  counter  proposal.  She  said,  "  U  these 
are  your  views,  if  you  want  this  island 
for  your  protegeSy  take  the  island  off  my 
hands  altogether.  You  shall  have  it  on 
reasonable  terms,  with  this  stipulation, 
that  His  Majesty's  Government  shall 
I  make  themselves  responsible  tar  com* 
^  pensating  the  tenant  at  the  time  in 
I  occupation  of  the  Vatersay  famu**    That 
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suggestion  cannot  have  been  a  very  un- 
reasonable one,  because  I  see  that  the 
ShenfE  of  Inverness,  who  presumably 
knows  something  about  these  matters 
— Page  36 — suggested  two  modes  of 
dealing  with  the  difficulty,  the  second 
mode  being  this — 

'*  Let  the  Congested  Districts  Board  either 
buy  the  whole  island  of  Vatersay  or  such  part 
of  it  as  Lady  Cathcart  would  part  with  on 
reasonable  terms,  so  that  they  may  eive  allot- 
ments. This  might  involve  a  capital  expendi- 
ture of,  say,  between  £6,000  and  £8,000  and 
«ould,  I  suppose,  only  be  contemplated  if 
the  island  was  reported  on  by  a  competent  man 
suitable  for  the  settlement  of  crofters  as  regards 
water  supply." 

Therefore,  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart  can- 
not, I  think,  be  charged  with  unreason- 
ableness in  proposing  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty  which  commended  itself  to  a 
public  official  writing  presumably  with 
considerable  knowledge  of  the  affairs 
of  the  neighbourhood.  That  proposal 
was  refused. 

Nezt  the  proprietrix,  with  reluctance 
made  another  counter  proposal.  Your 
liOrdships  will  find  it  on  page  8  of  the 
•correspondence.  She  invited  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  to  arrange  with  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  to  settle  the 
island  upon  the  following  terms.  The 
Board  were  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to 
the  water  supply,  they  were  to  arrange 
with  the  sitting  tenant,  they  were  to  draw 
out  a  scheme  of  settlement,  they  were 
to  agree  that  no  person  should  be  offered 
^  croft  unless  he  was  a  suitable  and 
competent  tenant,  and  that  those  persons 
already  on  the  land  who  were  neither 
suitable  nor  competent  should  be  got  rid 
of ;  and,  finally,  she  proposed  that  the  ex- 
penses of  adaptation  should  be  defrayed 
by  the  Board.  That  again,  to  my  mind, 
was  a  well-considered  and  not  unreason- 
able cotmter  proposal,  and  Lady  Gordon 
Oathcart  accompanied  it  by  an  intimation 
that  she  remained  of  opinion  as  to  the 
unwisdom,  and  even  danger,  of  establish- 
ing a  crofter  settlement  in  Vatersay,  and 
left  the  responsibility  on  Mr.  Sinclair. 
That  counter  proposal  was  also  ruled  out, 
and  the  proprietrix  was  told  that  she  was 
to  imdertalce  the  ta  of  r  oving  the 
invadentj  and  to  n      le,  if  not  for 

the  whole,  at  an  t      ?        1 
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whole  of  the  expense. 


The 


♦The  Makqubss  of  LANSDOWNE: 
The  whole  of  the  expense  of  compensating 
the  tenant  who  was  to  be  displaced.  It 
is  not  surprising  that  Lady  Grordon 
Cathcart  should  have  hesitated  to  under- 
take the  task  which  the  Scottish  Office 
thus  desired  to  impose  upon  her.  She 
had  burnt  her  fingers  before  under  similar, 
circumstances.  If  your  Lordships  will 
look  at  page  10  of  the  correspondence  you 
will  find  an  account  of  another  case  which 
had  arisen  at  a  place  called  Glendale 
in  which  the  same  proprietrix  was  in- 
terested. It  appears  that  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  desired  to  convert  the 
farm  of  Glendale  into  small  holdings. 
Lady  Gordon  Cathcart,  in  order  to  facili- 
tate matters,  arranged  with  the  tenant  of 
Glendale  to  surrender  his  lease,  but  when 
they  got  to  closer  quarters  with  the 
question  it  was  found  that  only  a  few 
small  holdings  could  be  carved  out  of  the 
Glendale  Farm,  that  the  bulk  of  it  was 
unsuitable  for  small  holdings,  with  the 
result  that  the  idea  of  dividing  it  into 
small  holdings  was  abandoned,  and  Lady 
Gordon  Cathcart  had  to  take  over  the 
sheep  stock  and  has  not  been  able  to  find 
a  tenant  for  the  farm  which  is  left  on  her 
hands.  Can  you  be  surprised,  therefore, 
that  this  lady,  having  suffered  in 
this  way  on  a  former  occasion,  should 
have  been  a  little  particular  how  she  met 
the  proposals  made  to  her  by  the  Scottish 
Office? 

She,  however,  submitted  yet  another 
suggestion.  She  suggested  that  the  Scottish 
Office  should  interview  her  tenant  and 
try  to  arrive  at  some  arrangement  with 
him.  That  was  refused,  and  there  the 
story  ended  for  the  time.  What  is  the 
result  ?  Here  you  have  an  attempt  to 
saddle  a  landowner,  against  whom  nothing 
is  alleged,  of  whom  no  complaint  is  made, 
whose  record,  indeed,  is,  as  far  as  I  am 
able  to  judge,  an  admirable  one,  with  the 
task  of  turning  out  of  his  holding  a 
tenant,  against  whom  also  nothing  is 
alleged,  in  order  to  make  room  for  what 
I  can  only  describe  as  a  gang  of  pirates — 
you  do  this  with  the  full  knowledge  that 
if  the  island  is  to  be  divided  up  and 
settled  by  a  crofter  population,  you  will 
have   to   provide   for   them   roads   and 
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schools  and  various  other  things  which 
cost  money,  and  to  the  cost  of  which  the 
unlucky  proprietrix  will  have  to  contri- 
bute. I  say  that  is  a  grievous  hardship. 
Meanwhile  the  pirates  are  still  in  posses- 
sion, and  we  are  without  knowledge  as  to 
the  policy  which  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intend  to  adopt  in  this  and  similar 
cases. 

Only  one  word  more.  The  crown  of 
this  edifice  seems  to  me  to  be  reached 
when  we  arrive  at  that  personal  cor- 
respondence between  the  Lord- Advocate 
and  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart  which  my 
noble  friend  quoted.  My  noble  friend 
reminded  the  House  of  the  manner  in 
which  these  transactions  were  referred 
to  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  [the  Lord 
Advocate.  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  that 
no  one  could  have  listened  to  the  Lord 
Advocate's  statement  without  deriving 
the  impression  that  this  lady  had  been  a 
harsh  and  inconsiderate  landlord,  that 
her  tenants  had  been  hardly  dealt  with, 
and  that  they  were  objects  of  com- 
miseration. Can  we  be  surprised  that 
Lady  Cathcart  should  have  challenged 
the  statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
should  have  asked  for  some  explanation 
of  it  ?  I  must  say  that  a  more  scant,  I 
would  almost  say  scurvy,  apology,  if  it 
be  an  apology,  I  never  read  in  my  life. 
The  Lord  Advocate,  in  his  letter,  en- 
deavours to  reassure  Lady  Cathcart 
by  telling  her  that — 

"  The  inferences,  implications,  etc.,  of  per- 
sonal reflections  on  your  Ladyship,  as  unfolded 
in  your  communication,  are  quite  unwarranted.'* 

But  were  they  unreasonable  inferences  ? 
I  say  the  inferences  which  were  drawn 
by  all  who  listened  to  or  read  the  Lord 
Advocate's  language  in  the  House  of 
Commons  were  such  as  anyone  would 
have  drawn  from  similar  language  used 
by  an  official  of  the  State  ;  and  when 
challenged,  instead  of  unreservedly  with- 
drawing his  statements  and  expressing 
regret  that  he  should  have  made 
them,  he  produces  this  long-delayed 
explanation,  for  the  letter  was  ten 
days  in  his  pocket  before  he  took 
the  trouble  to  answer  it — an  ex- 
planation not  given  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  where  the  charge  had  been 
made,  but  in  a  private  letter,  and  in 
terms  which  I  can  only  characterise  as 
scarcely  ingenuous.  I  trust  that  this 
discussion  will  direct  attention  to  an 
The  Marquess  of  Lansdotone, 


affair  which  seems  to  me  most  discredit- 
able to  all  concerned,  except  to  the  lady 
who  has  been  the  \ictim  oi  these  tians- 
actions.  I  hope  we  shall  be  told,  at  any 
rate,  before  this  discussion  closes,  what 
is  to  be  the  policy  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  it  similar  occurrences  again 
take  place,  whether  they  intend  to 
connive  at  them  in  the  future,  and,  if 
not,  what  means  they 'propose  to  take 
to  prevent  disorders  such  as  those  which 
have  arisen  on  the  island  of  Vatersay 
from  spreading  to  other  parts  of  ScotlandL 

The  first  LORD  op  the  ADMIR- 
AI/fY  (Lord  Tweedmouth)  :  My  Lords, 
I  should  like,  in  a  very  few  words,  to  try 
and  put  a  different  colour  upon  the  trans- 
actions in  question,  and  I  do  so  with  the 
greater  confidence  because  I  am  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  all  that  Lady 
Cathcart  has  done  for  her  tenants.  She 
has  all  her  life  been  anxious  to  do  every- 
thing in  her  power  for  her  dependents, 
both  in  the  East  and  West  of  Scotland. 
A  great  deal  has  been  done  by  her  in  the 
way  of  harbour  construction,  and  in  the 
building  oi  piers  ,•  she  has  done  every- 
thing to  encourage  fishery  enterprise, 
and  has  given  as  much  land  as  possible 
to  the  crofters  and  small  holders  on  her 
properties.  Indeed,  I  am  rather  inclined 
to  think  that  this  difficulty  has  to  some 
extent  arisen  out  of  her  desire  to  make 
a  compromise  even  in  the  case  of  Vater 
say.  I  agree  that  the  action  of  these 
men  in  going  over  to  Vatersay  cannot 
be  stigmatised  too  strongly.  They  are 
not  even  crofters ;  they  have  no  statui 
at  all ;  and  their  action  has  been  mons- 
trous. Vatersay  is  an  island  which  does 
not  come  under  the  Congested  Districts 
Board ;  it  is  not  included  under  the 
operations  of  the  Crofters  Acts,  and  is 
in  the  occupation  of  a  tenant.  These 
men  took  possession  of  that  island  m 
two  difierent  raids  and  put  their  cattle 
upon  it.  I  say  that  that  was  intolerable. 
But  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
noble  Lords  have  taken  an  extreme  line. 
You  always  want  us  to  do  something 
outside  the  ordinary  law.  This  case 
was  to  be  met  by  the  ordinary  law  of 
Scotland.  ^4 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWllE  : 
Is  not  the  Trespass  Act  tiie  ordinarv 
law? 
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Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  No,  not  in 
Scotland.  The  law  we  are  accustomed 
to  use  for  trespass  is  the  law  of  interdict. 
It  is  a  very  complete  and  effective  remedy. 


The  Earl   of 
very  long  one. 


CAMPERDOWN:    A 


Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  There  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  the  nego- 
tiations that  went  on  between  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  and  Lady  Cathcart. 
I  think  Lady  Cathcart  has  been  very 
badlv  served  by  her  agents.  They 
made  a  great  mess  of  it.  If  an  inter- 
dict had  been  taken  out  at  once  and 
enforced,  the  trespassers  would  have 
been  driven  off  the  place.  Instead  of 
that,  the  agents  put  forward  a  number 
of  proposals  which  were  not  accepted 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  and  very 
naturally.  "Why  should  he  use  public 
money  and  pay  £8,000  for  an  island 
which  did  not  come  within  the  Crofters 
Act  ?  It  was  a  monstrous  proposal  and 
could  not  be  accepted  by  any  Minister. 
I  do  not  for  one  moment  say  that  every- 
thing was  done  in  the  way  it  ought  to 
have  been  on  either  side,  but  I  repeat 
that  the  ordinary  law  could  have  dealt 
with  the  situation  and  ought  to  have 
been    used    by    the   parties   concerned. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBER Y  :  My  Lords, 
I  must  condole  with  my  noble  friend 
Lord  Herschell  on  being  at  the  very 
outset  of  his  official  career  entrusted 
with  so  grotesque  a  brief  by  the  Scottish 
Office  as  the  apologia  for  this  most 
lamentable  correspondence.  What  were 
the  arguments  he  was  told  to  use  on 
behalf  of  the  Scottish  Office  ?  I  must 
say  they  were  rather  signals  of  distress 
than  arguments.  He  was  told  to  say 
that  the  matter  was  one  for  which  Lady 
Gordon  Cathcart  was  responsible  and  in 
which  the  Scottish  Office  could  not 
interfere.  I  imagine  then  from  that 
that  the  Scottish  Office  considers  that 
Lady  Gordon  Cathcart  was  at  the  bottom 
of  the  invasion  of  Vatersay,  that  she 
was  responsible  for  the  raid  upon  that 
island,  and  that  it  was  for  her  to  settle 
that  affair  as  best  she  could.  I  am 
driven  more  forcibly  to  this  conclusion 
by  the  second  argument,  which  was  so 
extraordinary  that  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  in  either  House  of  Parliament 


such  a  plea  had  ever  been  advanced — 
namely,  that  this  system  of  squatting 
might  be  used  by  an  unprincipled  owner 
as  a  means  of  inducing  the  Government 
to  purchase  his  property.  I  give  you  all 
the  arguments  used  on  any  subject  by 
any  Minister  at  any  time,  and  defy  a 
parallel  to  be  found  for  such  a  plea  as 
my  noble  friend  had  to  read  probably 
in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Sinclair  or  of 
the  Lord  Advocate. 

Now  I  come  to  the  voice  of  nature, 
uttered  by  the  lips  of  my  noble  friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He, 
at  any  rate,  took  a  manly  and  generous 
line  not  to  be  found  throughout  this 
correspondence  in  regard  to  the  behaviour 
of  Lady  Cathcart  to  her  tenants.  Lady 
Cathcart  throughout  this  correspondence 
is  treated  as  a  sort  of  malefactor  who 
ought  to  be  treated  with  the  utmost 
rigour  of  the  law.  She  is  one  of  the  most 
beneficent  landlords  in  Scotland  and 
one  entitled  to  the  highest  possible  con- 
sideration by  any  Government,  but  his 
argument  was  in  its  own  way  not  less 
remarkable  than  that  of  Lord  Herschell. 
He  said,  what  can  be  more  preposterous 
than  that  the  Government  should  pur- 
chase land  outside  and  beyond  the 
Crofter  Act  1  How,  he  asked,  in  a  tone 
almost  broken  by  emotion,  could  you 
conceive  such  a  thing  as  possible  ?  But 
that  was  the  very  course  suggested  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  In  this  ex- 
ceedingly elusive  correspondence  of  this 
somewhat  elusive  Government,  one  is 
at  a  difficulty  to  find  out  what  are 
the  propositions  on  which  they  base 
their  proceedings  and  what  is  the  policy 
behind  it  all.  They  throw  over  their 
own  correspondence,  they  disdain  their 
own  colleagues  and  anybody  else,  whether 
seated  on  the  Opposition  bench  or 
simply  an  anxious  and  humble  inquirer 
on  the  cross  bench,  f/ho  is  left  at  a  total 
loss  to  know  what  to  do. 

Let  me  take  another  point,  to  show 
how  lightly  the  Government  treat  not 
only  their  own  colleagues  and  their 
own  correspondence,  but  their  own 
legislation.  A  body  of  these  squatters 
land  upon  an  island  on  which  a  farm 
is  under  lease.  It  is  proposed  to  disturb 
the  tenant  in  the  currency  of  his  lease. 
Th3  unfortunate  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart 
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has  already  had  experience  of  this  pro- 
cess. She  has  had  to  go  through  one 
of  the  most  expensive  proceedings  known 
to  agriculture — ^the  purchase  of  ac- 
climatised sheep — and  as  a  reward  she  has 
found  her  farm  left  on  her  hands,  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  having  nibbled 
at  it,  tasted  it,  and  found  it  unsuitable. 
There  she  is  with  the  expense  on  her 
shoulders,  her  money  gone,  and  her  farm 
taken.  What  does  she  propose  to  do  ? 
She  proposes  that  an  arrangement  should 
be  come  to  with  the  tenant,  and  that  he 
should  be  compensated  for  disturbance. 
The  Scottish  Office  raises  unearthly 
shrieks  at  the  very  idea  of  compensation 
for  disturbance.  She  only  proposes  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  under  the 
Act  passed  bv  His  Majesty's  present 
advisers,  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
of  the  year  before  last.  It  is  compen- 
sation enacted  by  that  Act  which  she 
says  must  be  paid,  and  as  she  is  not 
responsible  for  the  disturbance  she  pro- 
poses that  the  Grovernment  should  pay  it. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  says  it 
is  an  unheard-of  proceeding,  and  the 
rivers  would  run  backward  in  Scotland 
if  anything  of  the  kind  were  done. 


Island  of  FaUrsay, 


There  are  two  general  considerations 
which  I  think  are  worthy  of  observation 
in  this  discussion.  The  furst  is  that  this 
extraordinary  system  of  crofter  districts 
is  what  it  is  proposed  by  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  extend  as  the  greatest 
of  all  imaginable  blessings  to  the  whole  of 
Scotland.  All  I  can  say  is  that  if  this 
system  of  crofters,  administered  as  it  is 
by  the  Scottish  Office  with  the  encourage- 
ment of  filibustering  which  naturally 
follows  from  this  correspondence,  is  what 
we  are  to  have,  Scotland  in  a  very  short 
time  will  become  a  hell  on  earth.  You 
cannot  permit  lawlessness  in  any  part  of 
His  Majesty's  dominions  without  its 
spreading.  There  is  no  such  contagion, 
particularly  among  a  semi-Celtic  popula- 
tion, as  the  contagion  of  lawlessness. 
We  are  told  that  the  common  law  of 
Scotland  is  impotent  to  put  down  law- 
lessness in  any  part  of  Scotland,  that  it  is 
a  slow  and  clumsy  process,  and  that  the 
law  advisers  of  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart 
are  greatly  to  be  blamed  for  not  having 
adopted  that  slow  and  cumbrous  course 
though,  as  it  appears,  they  actually  did 

The  Earl  of  Bosebery, 


adopt  it.    It  is  very  difficult  to  please 
His  Majesty's  Grovemmeat. 

I  want  to  ask  a  queatian  as  to  that. 
The  Lord  Advocate  is  the  great  law  officer 
of  Scotland  who  is  responsible  for  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  in  Scot- 
land. Am  I  to  be  told  that  with  a  willing 
Lord-Advocate  it  is  beyond  the  resources 
of  law  and  order  in  Scotland  for  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  preserve  that  law  and  order  t 
If  so,  it  is  the  greatest  surprise  that  has 
come  upon  me  in  the  course  of  my 
political  career.  The  Scottish  Office 
proposes  to  hatch  the  eggs  of  lawlessness 
in  awaiting  the  legislation  of  which  we 
have  had  a  sample.  When  I  came  down 
to  the  House  this  evening  I  wag  only 
provided  with  the  correspondence  laid 
before  Parliament.  I  was  unaware  of 
what  had  been  the  recruit.  May  I  digress- 
for  one  moment  ?  My  unfortunate  friend 
Lord  Herschell — whose  connecticm  with 
this  affair  has  been  ill  -  inspired  all 
through,  I  will  not  say  by  whom,  but  I 
acquit  him  of  any  responsibility  in  the 
matter — was  advised  to  tell  Lord  Cam- 
perdown,  when  he  asked  why  these 
documents  took  two  months  printing, 
to  say  that  they  took  so  long  becaose^^a 
number  of  illustrative  documents  were 
being  prepared  which  would  throw  great 
light  upon  the  matter.  I  never  heard  of 
an  ordinary  correspondence  which  re- 
quired illustrative  documents  to  explain 
it.  If  I  may  judge  from  the  letters  read 
both  by  Lord  Lansdowne  and  by  Lord 
Camperdown,  the  work  of  providing 
illustrative  documents  was  inferior  in 
pressure  to  the  work  of  suppressing  some 
of  the  most  interesting  letters  of  the  whole 
series.  I  pass  that  point  by.  The 
correspondence  is  quite  extraordinary 
enough  as  it  is  published  without  our 
wishing  for  any  more  illustrative  docu- 
ments. 

Since  we  came  to  the  House  we  have 
heard  a  little  more  about  this  business. 
We  have  heard  that  the  contagion  has 
already  begun  to  spread,  and  it  has 
spread  unfortunately  to  an  estate  not 
owned  by  a  private  proprietor.  If  only 
an  estate  owned  by  a  private  proprietor 
were  affected,  that  would  be  nothing. 
What  are  private  proprietors  ?  The 
dust  of  the  earth.  The  Solicitor>General 
will  tell  you  what  he  thinks  of  private 
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proprietors.  The  contagion  has  ex- 
tended actually  to  an  estate  owned  by 
the  Congested  Districts  Board — that  is 
His  M'jesty's  Government  itself — and 
so  we  are  brought  to  this  most  melan- 
choly and  deplorable  conclusion,  that 
His  Majesty's  Government  is  one  of  those 
proprietors  who  have  been  unfortunate 
in  their  relations  with  their  tenants,  and 
that  therefore  these  "  poor  things  "  are 
invading  the  estate  of  His  Majesty's 
Grovernment.  Well,  my  Lords,  it  will 
not  stop  with  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  estate  if  this  lawlessness  is  allowed 
to  continue.  I  am  certain  it  is  not 
merely  bad  for  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart, 
but  it  is  extremely  bad  for  the  population 
of  the  Highlands  themselves.  I  hope  if 
no  other  good  comes  of  this  very  one- 
sided discussion  it  will  at  least  bring 
home  to  the  Government  that  in  the 
ancient  kingdom  of  Scotland  we  do 
expect  law  and  order  to  be  preserved. 
In  Ireland,  under  circumstances  I  think 
less  glaring,  because  there  is  not  a  per- 
manent settlement  in  the  case  of  Ireland, 
some  hundreds  of  men  have  been  added 
to  the  Irish  Constabulary,  which  is  at 
least  a  sign  of  grace  and  a  sign  of  a  wish 
to  enforce  the  law.  In  Scotland  we  have 
nothing  but  this  correspondence. 


SECRETARIES    TO     COUNTY 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Lord  HAVERSH^M  :  My  Lords, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  has  been  de- 
cided in  the  case  of  officers  entitled  to 
pensions  under  Article  510  of  the  Royal 
Warrant  that  the  post  of  secretary  to  a 
County  Association  involves  the  lo:8  of 
their  pension. 

The  Earl  of  PORTSMOUTH  :  My 
Lords,  in  reply  to  the  Question  put  to 
me  by  my  noble  friend,  I  am  afraid  it  is 
impossible  that  the  pension  should  be 
retained  in  such  cases.  These  men  are 
Regular  officers  who  would  not  be  en- 
titled by  their  years  of  service  to  retiring 
pay  or  Regular  Army  pensions.  In 
certain  circumstances,  however,  the  War 
Office  albwed  them  to  retire,  on  con 
dition  that  they  took  a  commission  in 
the  Militia  or  Yeomanry,  and  in  return 
for  that  they  received  a  retaining  fee  of 
£100,  involving  liability  to  come  up  for 


annual  training  and  to  be  mobilised. 
The  secretaryship  of  a  County  Associa- 
tion is  practically  a  Civil  appointment, 
and  the  holder  of  it  could  not  fulfil  these 
liabilities.  For  these  reasons,  as  I  have 
said,  we  have  laid  it  down  th^t  a  Militia 
officer  cannot  retain  his  £100  a  year  if 
he  becomes  a  secretary  of  a  County 
Association.  As  regards  a  Yeoman,  we 
have  not  got  a  definite  rule  of  that  kind, 
but  we  say  he  must  be  seconded,  and 
the  efEect  is  the  same. 

♦The  Marquess  OF  LANSDOWNE:  I 
am  inclined  to  think  the  account  which 
the  noble  Earl  gave  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  these  so-called  pensions 
were  granted  under  Article  510  of  the 
Royal  Warrant  was  a  perfectly  correct 
account,  and  I  can  quite  appreciate  the 
view  taken  by  the  War  Office.  I  under- 
stood the  noble  Earl  to  say  that  he 
regarded  these  secretaryships  as  of  the 
nature  of  Civil  appointments  or  approach- 
ing thereto.  If  they  are  appoint- 
ments of  that  kind  I  do  hope  that 
the  emoluments  of  the  holders  will  be 
fixed  at  a  figure  having  some  relation 
to  the  duties  to  be  discharged.  The 
sum  of  £100,  if  that  is  the  figure  which 
the  Army  Council  has  in  mind,  seems  to 
me  to  be  one  showing  a  wholly  inade- 
quate appreciation  of  the  importance  of 
the  post. 

The  Earl  of  PORTSMOUTH  :  I  do 
not  think  the  Army  Council  have  ever 
come  to  any  decision  as  to  what  would 
be  adequate  remuneration.  They  have 
certainly  not  limited  it  to  £100.  I  may 
add  that  the  establishment  grant  for  the 
various  units  has  been  raised.  The 
effect  of  that,  we  hope,  will  be  that  in 
most  counties  there  will  be  a  sufficient 
sum  of  money  to  enable  an  adequate 
remuneration  to  be  given  to  the  secretary. 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  :  May  I 
inquire  whether  the  officers  who 
become  secretaries  of  Associations  are 
merely  seconded  ? 

The  Earl  of  PORTSMOUTH  :  We 
have  already  decided  the  matter,  by  an 
order,  in  the  case  of  Militia  officers.  No 
Militia  officer  can  become  the  secretary 
of  an  Association.  In  the  case  of  a 
Yeoman,  we  have  not  decided  that  he 
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could  not  become  a  secretary,  but  that  he 
must  be  seconded.  The  practical  effect 
would  be  the  same.  We  hope  that  the 
Mib'tia  officers  who  are  now  in  receipt 
of  a  retaining  fee  of  £100  a  year  will 
join  the  Special  Reserve,  but  they  may 
decline  to  join  the  Special  Reserve,  and 
then  rather  a  delicate  question  arises, 
because  we  would  be  imposing  upon 
them  the  obligation  of  foreign  service, 
which  they  did  not  originally  undertake. 
Those  cases  will  have  to  be  considered 
on  their  merits. 

*LoRD  HAVERSHAM:  I  presume 
that  the  officers  who  have  earned  Army 
pensions  will  retain  them  ? 

The  Earl  of  PORTSMOUTH  :  Yes. 
WTiat  I  have  said  does  not  apply  to  men 
who  are  entitled  to  Army  retired  pay. 

Lord  SAYE  and  SELE  :  It  is  evi- 
dent that  no  officer  in  the  Special  Reserve 
can  take  one  of  these  secretaryships, 
because  if  war  breaks  out  he  cannot  be 
in  two  places  at  once. 

The  Earl  of  PORTSMOUTH  :  We 
cannot  allow  the  secretary  of  a  County 
Association  to  mobilise.  That  is  quite 
clear. 

[House  adjourned  at  twenty  min- 
utes past  Seven  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  ^\st  March,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Hull  and  Barnsley  Railway  Bill. — 
As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

Great  Western  Railway  (Superannua- 
tion Scheme)  Bill  [Lords]  (by  Order). — 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
Bill. — "To  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 

The  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 


made  by  one  of  His  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretaries  of  State  under  The  Metro- 
politan Police  Act,  1886,  and  The  Metro- 
politan Police  Courts  Act,  1897,"  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Herbert  Samuel;  supported 
by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone;  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  182.] 

North  Eastern  Railway  Bill :  Humber 
Commercial  Railway  and  Dock  Bill— 
Repoi ted  with  Amendments;  Reports  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Leicester  Corporation  Bill. — Reported 
from  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee, 
with  Amendments;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 
Resolutions  reported  from  the   Select 
Committee — 

1.  "That,  in  the  case  of  the  Lower 
Thames  (Grajrs)  Dock  Bill,  Petition  for 
dispensing  with  Standing  Order  128  in 
the  case  of  the  Petition  of  'Northfleet 
Paper  Mills,  Limited,'  the  Standing  Order 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with." 

2.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Ards  and 
Bangor  Railways  Bill,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with:— 
That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  proceed 
with  their  Bill,  on  the  condition  that 
resolutions  of  the  Belfast  and  County 
Down  Railway  Company,  and  of  the 
County  Council  of  the  County  of  Down, 
and  the  Urban  District  Council  of  New- 
townwards,  approving  of  the  Bill  as 
introduced,  and  the  deposit  of  copies  of 
the  said  resolutions  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Standing  Orders, 
are  proved  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  and  that,  failing  such  proof,  Clause  19 
and  Clauses  83  to  90,  both  inclusive,  he 
struck  out  of  the  BUI : — ^That  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  do  report  how  far  such 
Order  has  been  complied  with." 

3.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Stratford- 
upon-Avon,  Towcester,  and  Midland 
Junction,  Evesham,  Redditch,  and  Strat- 
ford-upon-Avon Junction,  and  East  and 
West  Junction  Railways  ^Amalgamation) 
[Lords],  Petition  for  Bill,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with:' 
That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  proceed 
with  their  Bill,  on  the  condition  that  a 
clause  is  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  the 
following  effect,  viz. :  <  That  no  sale  shall 
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take  place  of  the  amalgamated  under- 
taking without  the  consent  of  the 
memorialists,  Charles  William  Bartholo- 
mew, Richard  Donald  Bain,  and  William 
Howard  Gray,  which  does  not  provide 
for  the  payment  to  the  said  memorialists 
of  the  sum  of  at  least  £5,000  in  cash  in 
respect  of  the  debenture  stock  mentioned 
in  Section  4  of  the  Act  of  1901  or  in 
respect  of  the  stock  of  the  new  company 
incorporated  by  the  Bill  to  be  exchanged 
therefore  under  the  provisions  of  the  said 
Bill:'— That  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
do  report  how  far  such  Order  has  been 
complied  with." 

4.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Cambrian 
Railways  ^ords].  Petition  for  Bill,  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  -dispensed 
with  : — That  the  parties  be  permitted  to 
proceed  with  their  Bill." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

ARDS  AND  BANGOR  RAILWAYS  BILL. 
Report  [this  day]    from    the    Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  read. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. — {The 
Deputy-Chairman . ) 

SLOUGH  URBAN  DISTRICT  WATER 
BILL. 

Reported  [Preamble  not  pi-oved]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PETITIONS. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Connah's  Quay  and 
Shotton,  in  favour;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against:  From  Bath;  Bow- 
broom  (two);  Concrete;  Conisboro'; 
Darfield  (two; ;  Exeter ;  Jump  (three) ; 
Low  Valley  ;  Malmesbury  (three) ;  Mex- 
boroush  (nine)  ;  North- West  Wilts ; 
Oxford ;  Rotherham  ;  S  win  ton  (two)  ; 
and,  Wombwell  (eight) ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 

Petitions   in    favour :    From    Amble ; 

Batley     (two)  ;      Bellshill ;      Bideford ; 

Bolton  (two) ;  Chesterton  (three) ;  Chev- 

ington     Drift ;    Cleckheaton ;    Connah's 


Quay  and  Shotton  ;  Denmead  ;  Eastney 
Exeter;  Greenhead;  Heanor  and  Lang- 
ley;  Heddon  on  the  Wall;  Hyde; 
Muddiford ;  New  Hirst ;  North  Finchley ; 
Orkney;  Oswestry;  Oxford;  Pengam 
and  Fleur  de  Lis;  Prudhoe  on  Tyne; 
Rothesay ;  Scarborough :  Seghill ;  Shef- 
field ;  Southport;  Staindrop;  Toft 
Hill ;  Warrington  (two) ;  West  Acomb ; 
Westhoughton  and  Lostock ;  White- 
haven (two)  ;  Winchester ;  Willington 
Colliery;  and,  Wombwell;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

MORAY  FIRTH  (ILLEGAL  TRAWLING). 
Petition   from  Freswick,   for  preven- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Felton,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S   ENFRANCHISEMENT   BILL. 
Petition  from  Kenilworth,  in  favour  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


NAVAL    AND    MARINE    PAY   AND 
PENSIONS  ACT,  1866. 

Copy  presented,  of  Orders  in  Council, 
dated  19th  March,  1908,  approving 
Memorials  of  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty  praying  sanction 
to  (1)  certain  improvements  in  the 
Pay  and  Position  and  new  Regula- 
tions for  the  Retirement  of  Engineer 
Officers  of  His  Majesty's  Naval  Service ; 
(2)  the  payment  of  a  Special  Allowance 
of  one  shilling  and  sixpence  a  day  to  the 
Chief  or  Senior  Gunner  of  the  Torpedo 
School  Ship  at  Sheemess  [by  Act];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  ACT,  1890. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  19th  March,  1908,  entitled  "The 
Northern  Nigeria  Order  in  Council, 
1908  "  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
ACT,  1875. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  19th  March,  1908,  amending  the 
Order  in  Council  of  28th  July,  1893,  as 
amended  by  the  Order  in  Council  of  7  th 
May,  1907,  relating  to  the   Circuits  of 
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the  Judges  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TERRITORIAL  AND   RESERVE    FORCES 
ACT.  1907. 

Copies  presented,  of  Three  Orders  in 
Council,  dated  19th  March,  1908,  viz.  :— 

(1)  For  the  transfer  of  the  Yeomanry 
and  Volunteers  to  the  Territorial  Force  ; 

(2)  Relating  to  the  Property  of  the 
Honourable  Artillery  Comjiany;  (3) 
Applying  certain  Enactments  relating  to 
the  Militia,  Yeomanry,  or  Volunteers  to 
the  Territorial  Force  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1907-8  (PROGRAMME 
OF  SHIPBUILDING,  REPAIRS,  MAIN- 
TENANCE, ETC.). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statement  showing 
the  propable  effect  on  the  Programme  due 
to  Ke-appropriation  of  cash,  provision, 
etc.  [by  CJommand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  108.) 

CAPE  OF  GOOD  HOPE  OBSERVATORY. 
Copy  presented,  of  Reports  of  the 
Astronomer  to  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty  for  the  years  1906  and 
1907  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ARMY. 

Copy  presented,  of  General  Annual 
Report  on  the  British  Army  for  the  year 
ending  30th  September  1907  [by  Ccm- 
mandj ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  7, 1908). 
Copy  presented,  of  Convention  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  France  respect- 
ing Commercial  relations  between  France 
and  Barbados.  Signed  at  London  9th 
January  1907.  Ratifications  exchanged 
at  London,  18th  March  1908  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PANAMA    CANAL    (BRITISH    WEST 
INDIAN  LABOUR). 

Copy  presented,  of  Despatches  from 
His  Majesty's  Minister  at  Panama,  re- 
specting the  employment  of  British  West 
Indian  Labour  in  the  Panama  Canal  zone 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TESTAMENTARY  BEQUESTS  (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 

Address  for  "Return  showing  the 
limitations  imposed  by  Law  upon  Testa- 
mentiry  Bequests  in  France,  Germany, 
Italy,  Russia,  and  the  United  States  of 
America." — {Mr  Holt), 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Customs  Port  Clerks  Class. 
Mr.  ALDEN  (Middlesex,  Tottenham) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasmy 
how  many  vacancies  have  occurred  on  the 
port  clerks  class  in  the  Customs  Departr 
ment  during  the  past  eieht  years ;  how 
many  of  these  vacancies  nave  been  filled 
by  promotions  from  the  new  class  of 
assistant  clerks  in  the  Statistical  Office, 
and  how  many  by  men  not  in  the  service ; 
what  is  the  number  of  new  class  assistant 
clerks  employed  in  the  Statistical  Office, 
and  how  many  of  these  are  eligible  for 
promotion  to  port  clerkships ;  how  many 
vacancies,  at  present  exist  on  the  p(H*t 
clerks  class;  and  what  is  the  total 
number  of  promotions  to  a  superior 
grade  made  from  the  new  class  of  assis- 
tant clerks  in  the  Statistical  Office  daring 
the  past  ten  years. 

{Answered    by   Mr.   Rwudman.)     The 
information  asked  for  in  the  Question  is 

as  follows : — 

(1)  Number  of  vacancies  for  port 

clerkships  in  the  past  eight 
years      •        -        -    .     -        -  23T 

(2)  Number    of    these    vacancies 

filled  by  :— 

(a)  Promotions  of  assistant 

clerks  (new  class)  in  the 
Statistical  Office  -        -      2* 

(b)  Men  not  in  the  service  -  220 

(3)  Number  of  assistant  clerks  (new 

class)  in  the  Statistical  Office  -  150 

(4)  Number  qualified  so  far  as  re- 

gards length  of  service  for  pro- 
motion to  port  clerkships        -    64 

(5)  Number  of  existing  vacancies 

for  port  clerkships  •        -        -    15 

(6)  Total  number  of  promotions  of 

assistant  clerks  fnew  class)  in 
the  Statistical  Office  during 
the  past  ten  years  -        -        -      2* 

Shorthand  Writer's  Fees. 
Mr.   TALBOT    (Oxford  University): 
To  ask  Mr.  Attorney- General,  whether^ 
under  Section  16  of  The  Criminal  Appeal 


*  In  addition  to  this  number  there  are  two 
assistant  clerks  (never  class)  in  the  StatisticAl 
Office,  who  have  been  nominated  f6r  promo- 
tion to  port  clerkships  subject  to  their 
the  noessary  qualifying  examination. 
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Act,  1907,  shorthand  notes  will  be  taken 
of  the  speeches  of  counsel,  the  evidence 
of  witnesses,  and  the  summing  up  of  the 
Judge  or  chairman ;  and  whether  any 
arrangements  are  in  contemplation  for  the 
employment  of  expert  shorthand  writers 
for  the  various  Courts  of  Assize  and 
quarter  sessions. 

{Answered  by  Sir  William  Eobson,) 
The  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  have  made  a  rule  dealing  with 
the  point  raised  in  this  Question  as 
follows : — For  the  purpose  of  Section  16 
of  the  Act  proceedings  at  the  trial  shall 
mean  the  evidence  and  any  objections 
taken  in  the  course  thereof,  any  state- 
ment made  by  the  prisoner,  the  summing- 
up  and  sentence  of  the  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  trial,  but  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  such  Judge  shall  not  include 
any  part  of  the  speeches  of  counsel  or 
solicitor.  This  rule  awaits  the  approval 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  believe  the 
Lord  Chancellor  will  arrange  for  the 
appointment  of  expert  shorthand  writers. 

Indian  Fever  and  Opium. 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
mortality  from  fever  in  India  is  so  greatly 
in  excess  of  that  occasioned  by  other 
diseases,  and  of  the  fact  that  opium  is  a 
recognised  specific,  and  an  absolute  neces- 
sity to  certain  races  and  tribes  of  Indians, 
for  the  treatment  of  this  disease,  he  will, 
in  arrangements  that  are  made  for 
reducing  the  cultivation  of  opium,  safe- 

rrd  the  supply  of  sufficient  quantities 
use  for  medicinal  purposes. 

{Answered  hi  Mr,  Secretary  Morley.)  I 
have  no  doubt  that  in  any  further  regula- 
tions which  the  Government  of  India 
may  make  for  the  restriction  of  the 
opium  habit  in  India,  the  special  circum- 
stances of  particular  tribes  or  races, 
necessitating  a  supply  of  the  drug  for 
medicinal  purposes,  will  receive  due 
consideration. 

Indian  Imperial  Education  Service. 
Mr.  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney,  N.): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether,  in  filling  up  vacancies  in  the 
Imperial  Education  Service  of  India,  he 
wHi  take  into  consideration  the  claims 
of     Indian     graduates     who    have    dis- 


tinguished   themselves    at    British    or 
Indian  Universities 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Morley.} 
As  I  have  stated  before  in  reply  to  similar 
Questions,  the  conditions  of  the  Indiaik 
Educational  Service  are  fixed  with  a  view 
to  the  position  of  officers  serving  away 
from  their  own  country.  They  are  there- 
fore  not  appropriate  in  the  case  of  natives 
of  India,  with  a  view  to  whose  recruit- 
ment, on  the  other  (^and,  the  c(Midition», 
of  the  Provincial  Educational  Service  are^ 
adjusted. 

War  Office  Land  at  Clocli  Point. 
Mr.  DUNDAS  WHITE  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
if  he  can  say  what  is  now  taken  as  tb& 
annual  value  for  rating  the  land  near 
Cloch  Point,  which  was  purchased  by  thfr 
War  Office  for  £13,050  in  ld05  and  re- 
sod  for  £10,000  in  1907 ;  or,  if  it  is  not 
entered  in  the  valuation  roll  as  a  separate- 
subject,  by  what  amount  the  annual  valu^ 
as  stated  in  the  valuation  roll  of  th& 
subject  in  which  it  is  now  included  has 
been  increased  in  consequence  of  its- 
inclusion. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sinclair,)  The  sub- 
ject in  question  is  entered  in  the  valuation 
roll  separately  at  the  annual  value  of 
£20. 

Gambling  in  Brewery  Stock. 
Mr.  FIELD  (DubUn,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  depreciation  on  the  London  Stock 
Exchange  in  the  prices  of  brewery  and 
other  allied  stocks  ;  whether  he  is  aware^ 
that  this  has  affected  insurance  and  other 
large  public  companies  with  money  in- 
vested, likewise  causing  losses  to  in- 
vestors ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
gambling  agencies'  transactions  causing 
this  depreciation  have  been  based  on  the- 
financial  aspects  of  the  Licensing  Bill,, 
the  Government  proposes  to  take  any 
measures  to  restrain  such  gambling  and 
bear  operations  in  the  London  and  other 
British  stock  exchanges,  with  a  view  of 
protecting  bona-fide  investors. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  The  hon.. 
Member  is  probably  right  in  hia  con- 
jecture that  recent  market  fluctuations, 
in   the  class  of  securities  to  wbicb  he 
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refers  have  been  to  some  extent  due  to 
speculative  manipulation,  but  the  malter 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  one  which 
<5ould  with  advantage  be  dealt  with  by 
legislation. 

Irish  Land  Pnrcliase  Finance. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.):  To 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  there  is  any  good  reason  for 
restricting  the  benefit  conferred  by  Sec- 
tion 10  of  last  year's  Finance  Act  to  loan 
oapifcal  merely ;  whether  the  hardship 
which  that  section  was  intended  to 
remedy  equally  exists  in  the  case  of 
the  consolidation  of  share  capital;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
extending  the  benefit  of  the  section  to 
^hare  capital  also. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Asquith.)  The  case 
referred  to  is  presumably  that  in  which 
loan  capital  is  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  the  conversion  of  existing  share  capital. 
I  cannot  agree  that  in  such  a  case  any 
hardship  arises  through  a  charge  for  loan 
capital  duty  being  made  at  2s.  6d.  per 
<;ent.  This  duty  is  practically  in  sulwti- 
tution  for  the  stamp  duty  which  would 
be  payable  on  a  mortgage  for  the  same 
purpose,  which  duty  in  the  case  in 
question  would  be  at  2s.  6d.,  not  6d. 
per  cent. 

Irish  Land  Purchase  Insurance  Fund. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  amount 
of  the  Insurance  Fund  accumulated  under 
The  Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland) 
Act,  1891,  Section  92  ;  how  many  claims 
on  this  fund  have  been  received  and 
allowed;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
<;ontinue  to  levy  stamp  duties,  which  in 
some  cases  are  oppressively  high,  'to  add 
to  the  fund 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Rurwiman,)  I  am 
informed  that  (I)  the  amount  of  Insurance 
Fund  up  to  28th  March,  1908,  was  as 
follows ; — 

£  s.  d. 
Consols  -  -  10,789  12  10 
Cash  -         -  890     4     2 


£11,679  17     0 


and  that  (2)  one  claim  has  been  received 
and  allowed.    It  is  not  considered  desir- 


able to  discontinue  the  fees  for  insurance 
on  which  the  safety  of  the  system  of 
conclusive  registration  depends,  or  to 
consider  the  question  of  reducing  them 
until  after  further  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  system. 

Irish  Land  Deeds— Stamp  Duties. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  To  a?k  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
stamp  duties  payable  on  the  registration 
of  a  deed  under  The  Local  Registration 
of  Title  (IrelHud)  Act,  1891,  are  con- 
siderably higher  than  those  charged  in 
the  old  registering  of  deeds,  with  the 
result  that  for  certain  classes  of  con 
veyances,  such  as  family  deeds  or  settle- 
ments, the  new  procedure  instead  of  being 
cheaper  is  considerably  more  expensive 
than  the  old;  whether,  in  the  case  of 
large  holdings,  the  registry  fees  in  tiie 
local  registry  run  to  £3  or  X4  as  against 
the  fixed  fee  of  10s.  6d.  in  the  oki 
registry  of  deeds ;  and  whether  he 
will  represent  to  the  proper  authorities 
that  a  maximum  fee  should  be  fixed 
in  the  local  registry  somewhat  ap 
proximating  to  the  fee  in  the  registry 
of  deeds. 

(Answered  hy  Mr,  Runciman,)  Stamp 
duty  is  regulated  by  the  Stamp  Acts,  and 
is,  therefore^  necessarily  the  same  in  the 
registry  of  titles  and  the  registry  of 
deeds.  On  the  other  haijd  the  fees  pay- 
able in  the  registry  of  deeds  are  regulated 
by  2  and  3  Will.  4,  c.  87  (Schedule  B|, 
and  depend  on  the  length  of  the  memorial, 
the  number  of  grantoi*s,  and  the  number 
of  denominations  aQected;  whereas  the 
fees  payable  in  the  registry  of  titles 
depend  on  the  value  of  the  land  or  charge 
affected  by  Section  8  of  the  Local  Registra- 
tion of  Title  (Ireland)  Act,  1891.  No 
proper  comparison  can  accordingly  be 
made  between  the  two  sets  of  fees,  but  it 
may  be  pointed  out  that  the  minimum 
fee  in  both  offices  is  8s.,  while  there  is  no 
maximum  fee  in  either  office.  It  is  the 
fact  that  the  more  valuable  the  land  the 
higher  the  fees  in  the  registry  of  titles, 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  registra- 
tion in  that  office  gives  a  conclusive  title, 

!  which  is  not  the  case  in  the  registry  of 
deeds.  Also  in  the  registration  of  charges 
in  the  registry  of  titles  there  is  not  uie 
expense  of  a  memorial,  nor  is  any  special 
fee    allowed    to    the    solicitor   for   the 

j  registration  in    that    office.    It  foDowi 
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that  in  most  cases  the  actual  cost  to  the  I 
public  is  less  in  the  registry  of  title  than 
in  the  registry  of  deeds.  The  question  of 
the  fees  in  the  registry  of  titles  has  been 
for  soine  time  under  consideration. 
When  a  new  schedule  is  being  prepared 
the  question  of  a  maximum  fee  will  be 
carefully  considered. 

Extra  Police  in  County  Longford. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of    Ireland    whether    he    is 
aware   that,  at  the  last  monthly  petty 
sessions  court  in  Newtownforbes,  county 
Longford,   which  is  supposed  to  be  the 
centre  of  agrarian  discontent  in  countv 
Longford,  there  were  only  three  small 
cases  for  hearing,  not  one  of  which  was 
for  any  agrarian  offence ;  and  will  he,  in 
these  circumstances,  now  direct  a  reduc- 
tioa  of  the  extra  police  force  engaged 
there  in  protection  duty. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  The  fact  is 
as  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
but  it  is  also  the  fact  that  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  boycotting  in  the  locality,  and 
▼hile  this  remains  so  the  extra  force 
cannot  be  reduced. 

Lisnageeragh  Townlands. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  yet  succeeding  in  purchasing 
from  the  Land  Judge  the  townlands  of 
IJsnageeragh ;  if  so;  whether  the 
purchase  includes  the  turbaiy  of  lot 
seventeen  offered  for  sale;  and,  if  not, 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  acquire 
this  bog  for  distribution  amongst  the 
purchasing  tenants,  who  are  entitled  to 
its  possession,  having  had  all  their  lives 
the  turbary  rights  there. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  Neither  the 
Estates  Commissioners  nor  the  officials  of 
Uie  Land  Judge's  Court  are  able  to 
identify  the  property  in  question  from 
the  information  given.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  the  name  and  address 
of  the  owner  of  the  lands,  and  the  county 
in  which  they  are  situate,  further  inquiries 
will  be  made. 

Iioiigford  Labourers  Act  Inquiry. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :    To  ask  the 
Que!  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
d  Ireland  to  state  whether  any  complaint 


has  reached  the  Local  Government  Board 
as  to  the  delay  in  furnishing  the  Report 
on  the  inquiry  which  took  place  under 
the  Labourers  Act  in  Lons;ford  on  the  7th 
January  last;  and  will  he  now  call  for 
the  Report  and  the  inspector's  decision  ia 
the  various  cases  heard  on  that  occasion. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Local 
Grovernment  Board  have  not  received  any 
complaint  of  delay.  It  is  expected  that 
the  inspector's  order,  which  is  now  in  tho 
printers  hands,  will  be  ready  in  a  few 
davs,  and  as  soon  as  it  is  signed  copies^ 
will  be  forwarded  to  the  council.  Tho 
scheme  was  a  large  one,  embracing  265 
cottages  and  thirty-eight  additional 
allotments. 

The  Colonies  and  the  Bace  Question. 

Captain  FABER  (Hampshire,  Ar>- 
dover) :  To  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether,  looking  at  the  recent  troublo 
which  arose  in  South  Africa  through  the 
finger-print  orders,  and  as  we  have  no 
Imperial  opinion  about  the  race  question^ 
he  would  communicate  ^vith  the  self- 
governing  Colonies  as  to  the  desirability 
of  a  Commission  which  should  elaborate 
an  imperial  scheme  to  anticipate  such 
events  by  a  common  understanding. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Churchill,)  Tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  has 
recently  stated  in  the  House  of  Lorda 
his  reasons  for  deprecating  the  line  of 
action  suggested,  and  I  would  therefore 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  that  statement 
which  was  made  on  the  17th  February. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Fife  Coast  and  the  Coastguard  Service* 
Major  ANSTRUTHER- GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  any 
changes  are  contemplated  on  the  Fiife 
coast  with  regard  to  stations  or  personnel 
of  the  Coastguard  service. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  No  changes  are  contemplated  at 
present  at  any  stations  on  the  Fife  coast. 

Naval  Promotions. 
Mr.  BARNES  (Glasgow,  Blackfriars)  : 
I  beg  to  aBk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty what  numbers  have  been  promoted 
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respectively  to  the  rank  of  admiral,  cap- 
tain, commander,  lieutenant,  sub-lieuten- 
ant, gunner,  boatswain,  carpenter, 
;artificer,  and  engineer  since  1st  April, 
1906 ;  what  proportion  do  such  promo- 
tions bear  to  the  numbers  of  officers  in 


each  of  the  above  cases ;  and  what  is  the 
increased  pay  consequent  on  such  im- 
provement in  rank. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  The 
figures  are  as  follows : — 


Rank. 

Number  of 

Officers 
promoted. 

Total  number  of 
Officers  at  the 
present  date. 

Peroenta({e  of 

promotioDS 

tototaL 

Bear-Admiral 

34 

96(a) 

35 

Captain        ... 

65 

260 

26 

Commander 

101 

368 

27 

Lieutenant  - 

391 

1,677  (6) 

23 

Sub-Lieutenant     - 

396 

460 

86 

Gunners       -        -         j 

Boatswains  -        -        j 

92 

1,181  (c) 

8 

Signal  Boatswains 

6 

67  (rf) 

9 

Carpenters  - 

7 

271  (e) 

3 

Artificer  Engineers 

21 

426(0 

5 

(a)  Total  number  of  flag  officers. 

(h)  Including  those  promoted  from  chief  warrant  rank. 

(c)  Including  chief  gunners  and  chief  boatswains. 

(d)  Including  chief  signal  boatswains. 

(e)  Including  chief  carpenters. 

(/)  Including  chief  artificer  engineers. 


As  regards  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, full  details  of  the  pay  of  all  ranks 
and  ratings  in  the  service  will  be  found 
in  the  Quarterly  Navy  List,  pages  773 
to  822. 

Recruits'  Uniforms. 
Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire, 
Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  if  he  is  aware  that  men 
recruited  at  the  Oxford  depot  were  not 
-supplied  with  uniforms  for  several  weeks 
after  joining  the  colours,  and  therefore 
had  to  be  confined  to  barracks ;  and  if 
this  is  due  to  the  reduction  lately  enforced 
in  the  stock  of  Army  clothing  kept  at  the 
4epot. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
IV AR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  This 
regiment  is  now  being  supplied  with  the 


new  green  cap.  There  appears  to  have 
been  an  abnormal  demand  for  the  small 
sizes,  and  some  delay  in  the  issue  was  caosed 
thereby.  It  was  in  no  way  due  to  any 
reduction  of  stock  of  Army  clothing.  The 
recruits  were  allowed  to  go  out  of 
barracks  in  khaki  uniform,  so  no  reeroit 
has  at  any  time  been  confined  to  barracks 
for  want  of  clothing  or  caps. 

Cavalry  Barracks  in  Scotland- 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanaik- 
shire,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  what  progress  has  been 
made  in  the  selection  of  sites  for  oaTaby 
barracks  in  Scotland  1 

Mr.  haldane  :  The  matter  is  still 
under  consideration,  and  no  informatioa 
can  be  furnished  for  some  little  time. 
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Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  Can  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  explain  the  reason 
of  the  delay  in  carrying  out  his  promise  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  was  understood  to 
say  the  reason  was  that  the  Government 
had  to  make  the  barracks  fit  their 
policy  and  not  the  policy  fit  the  barracks. 

♦Mr,  GULLAND  (Dumfries  Burghs) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  yet  decided  how  to  utilise  the  ground 
belonging  to  the  War  Office  at  Dumfries. 

Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs)  wished 
to  know  if  arrangements  had  been  made 
to  train  the  Yeomanry  along  with  the 
Regular  Forces. 

♦Mr,  speaker  :  Order,  order.  That 
does  not  arise  from  the  Question  on  the 
Paper.  i 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could 
^ve  any  indication  when  he  could  make 
s,  statement  on  the  subject. 

Mr,  HALDANE:  No,  sir. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) :  Will 
there  be  a  Royal  visit  to  Scotland  shortly 
And  will  not  cavalry  be  required  in 
connection  with  that  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 

Transfer  of  Officers. 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  compulsory  transfer  oi 
officers  from  one  regiment  to  another^ 
<»U8ed  by  the  recent  disbandment  of 
certain  units,  imposes  a  considerable 
:amount  of  hardship  and  expense  on  the 
officers  concerned,  and  that  such  transfers 
generally  necessitate  a  change  of  stations 
which  are  sometimes  at  considerable 
distances  from  each  other  ;  and  whethei 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
relieving  officers  from  personal  expense 
in  oonaection  with  such  transfers. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  As  I  have  already 
explained  to  the  House,  officers  so  trans- 
ferred will  be  compensated  for  any  neces 
saiy  expense  entailed  in  change  of 
uniform.     They    will    also    receive    the 


regulation     allowances      for     travelling 
expenditure. 

Maharajah  of  Baroda's  Administration. 

Mr.  O'GRADY  (Leeds,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  the  Native  State  of 
Baroda  the  Maharajah  has,  with  the  help 
of  his  Ministers,  separated  the  judicial 
from  the  executive  functions,  restored 
local  self-government  in  the  form  of  the 
,  the  ancient  village  Panchayat,  insti- 
I  tuted  primary  education,  compulsory  and 
I  universal,  throughout  the  State,  and  has 
further  instituted  the  reform  of  popularly- 
elected  members  in  the  Legislative 
Council ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Council 
of  India  will  consider  such  reforms,  with 
a  view  of  suggesting  to  the  Viceroy  in 
Council  their  application  to  other  Native 
States,  and  to  India  as  a  whole  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  MoRLEY,  Montrose  Burghs) :  I 
am  aware  of  the  measures  recently  intro- 
duced in  Baroda  ;  their  results  will  be 
watched  with  intei'est,  and  will  be  cou- 
Bidered  in  their  bearing  on  Indian  adminis- 
tration  generally.  But  I  need  hardly  say 
that  I  cannot  undertake  forthwith  to 
suggest  the  introduction  of  similar 
measures  in  the  whole  of  British  India, 
and  I  certainly  cannot  interfere  with  the 
discretion  of  the  rulers  of  other  States. 

Indian  Penal  Code— Press  Prosecutions. 
Mr.  O'GRADY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  in 
view  of  the  prosecution  and  sentence  of 
printers  and  editors  of  papers  in  India 
generally  to  long  terms  of  rigorous  im- 
prisonment and  heavy  amounts  in  fines 
under  the  Indian  Penal  Code  for  carrying 
on  the  propaganda  of  nationalism,  and  as 
it  is  impossible  to  carry  on  such  pro- 
paganda without  transgressing  the  terms 
of  the  code,  he  will  take  steps  to  amend 
'  the  code  so  that  constitutional  reform 
agitation  shall  be  exempt  from  its 
operation. 

,      Mr.   MORLEY:    If  my    hon.   friend 
will  refer  to  Section  124a  of  the  Indian 
'  Penal  Code,  under   which   the  prosecu- 
tions to  which  he  refers  have  taken  place, 
he   will   find   that  it   includes  this   pro- 
I  vision  :  "  Comments  expressing  disappro- 
,  bation  of  the  measures  of  the  Government 
I  with  a  view  to  obtain  their  alteration  by 
[lawful     means,     without     exciting     or 
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attempting  to  excite  hatred,  contempt,  or 
disaffection  do  not  constitute  an  offence 
under  this  section."  I  am  not  prepared 
to  extend  the  exemption  to  forms  of 
agitation  such  as  cannot  be  brought 
within  this  description. 

Mr.  0' GRADY  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider  the 
advisability  of  exempting  from  the 
operation  of  the  Penal  Code  such 
acts  as  came  within  the  propaganda  of 
nationalism. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  I  cannot  exempt  any- 
body from  the  operation  of  the  Penal 
Code. 

Mr.  O'GRADY  asked  whether  it  was 

not  possible    to   frame    some    new  law 

to  deal  especially  with  cases  of  this 
character. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  I  am  asked  to  intro- 
duce a  new  law  allowing  anybody  to 
agitate  for  a  change  of  Government  and 
excite  or  attempt  to  excite  "  hatred,  con- 
tempt and  disaffection."  I  do  not  think 
I  could  be  responsible  for  a  change  of 
law  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  O'GRADY  asked  whether  they 
were  to  understand  that  the  Government 
of  India  wished  to  put  an  end  to  the  pro- 
paganda of  nationalism  in  India,  because 
it  was  impossible  to  carry  it  on  under  the 
terms  of  the  Penal  Code. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  They  can  agitate  as 
much  as  they  please,  but  they  must  not 
break  the  law  by  deliberately  exciting 
hatred,  contempt,  and  disaffection. 

Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.) 
asked  whether  his  right  hon.  friend  was 
not  aware  that  a  learned  Chief  J  ustice  in 
India,  when  he  was  only  Justice  in  the 
Bombay  Court,  defined  the  word  "dis- 
affection "  in  the  section  as  meaning  want 
of  affection. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  My  hon.  friend  must 
be  so  good  as  to  give  me  notice  of  that. 

Colonial  Office  Legal  Appointments. 

♦Mr.  WATT:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  -  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  the  Regulations  as  to  Legal  Ap- 
pointments     of     the     Colonial     OflSce 


(No.  117,  Third  Edition,  page  4) 
candidates  are  instructed  that  the  maxi- 
mum age  for  application  is  forty 
years,  yet  that  candidates  have  been 
informed  that  they  are  too  old,  although 
only  thirty-five  years  of  age  at  the  date 
of  the  reply ;  and,  if  so,  w5l  he  in  future 
see  that  the  regulations  issued  correspond 
with  the  methods  of  the  office. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  op 
STATE  for  thb  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.):  The 
limit  of  age  for  candidates  for  legal 
appointments  is  forty  years,  and  for 
administrative  appointments  thirty-five 
years ;  and  I  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  practice  followed 
in  dealing  with  applications  is  out  of 
harmony  with  the  regulations  issued 
I  understand  that  the  case  to  which 
my  hon.  friend  refers  is  that  of  & 
candidate  who  was  not  considered  to  be 
sufficiently  qualified  for  a  legal  appoint- 
ment. He  was,  however,  carefully 
considered  for  an  administrative  appoint- 
ment until  he  had  passed  the  age  limit 
for  those  posts. 

*Mr.  WATT :  Is  it  an  essential  quali- 
fication under  the  present  regime  that  a 
candidate  should  not  be  a  member  of 
the  Liberal  Party  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  think  it  very 
undesirable  to  introduce  principles  of 
that  kind. 

Trinidad— Fines  on  Bailway  Employeei. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  he  can  state  the  total 
amount  received  by  the  Government  of 
Trinidad  during  the  years  1906-7  in  die 
shape  of  fines  imposed  on  railway  em- 
ployees for  various  offences,  as  also  the 
amount  for  each  year  distributed  to 
deserving  men  out  of  such  moneys  in  the 
shape  of  bonuses  and  rewards. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  not  received  the  figures  for 
the  year  1906-7,  but  for  the  year  1905-6 
the  fines  received  amounted  to  £26  58. 6d.» 
and  the  gratuities  paid  amounted  to 
£32  7s.  lid. 

Trinidad— Legislative  Ooundl's  Ffnanet 
Ck>mmittee. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State    for  the 
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Colonies  if  he  is  aware  that  the  meetings 
of  the  finance  committee  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  Trinidad  are  held  with 
closed  doors,  and  that  the  taxpayers  have 
no  knowledge  as  to  its  deliberations; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  take  action  with  a  view  to 
the  meetings  of  such  committee  being  of 
■a  more  open  character  in  the  future. 

Mr,  CHURCHILL  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  understands  that,  under  the  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Trinidad,  the  Government  of  that  Colony 
consults  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Finance  before  submitting  to  the  Council 
votes  entailing  expenditure  from  public 
funds.  My  noble  friend  has  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  conditions  under  which 
the  Standing  Committee  deliberate  on 
the  proposals  made  to  them  by  the 
Grovernment,  but  he  considers  that  at 
this  preliminary  stage  of  considering 
expenditure  it  is  only  proper  that 
publicity  should  be  avoided.  Full  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  in  public  arises  wnen 
the  report  of  the  Committee  is  presented 
to  the  Council. 

East  Indians  in  Trinidad. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  has  received  from  the 
Trinidad  Working  Men's  Association  a 
communication  to  the  effect  that,  owing 
to  the  number  of  East  Indian  and  West 
Indian  labourers  unemployed  in  the  town 
and  country  districts  of  the  colony,  and  to 
tbe  number  of  East  Indians  unemployed 
inhabiting  public  lodging-houses  licensed 
by  ordinance,  and  owing  also  to  the  pre- 
dominance of  crime,  particularly  among 
East  Indians,  the  association  protests 
against  the  importation  of  another  2,400 
East  Indian  immigrants,  as  set  out  in  the 
application  by  the  Protector  of  Immi- 
grants laid  on  the  table  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  the  Colony  at  its  meeting  of 
17  th  February,  1908,  and  feels  the  time 
has  arrived  that  any  further  importation 
of  such  coolies  should  be  at  once  stopped  ; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  accede 
to  such  latter  request. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  No,  Sir.  No 
such  communication  has  been  received. 

White  Labour  in  the  Transvaal  Mines. 
Mr.   BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire,  Os- 
westrj) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secre- 
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tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  how  many 
of  the  Chinese  miners  who  have  been 
repatriated  have  been  replaced  in  the 
Transvaal  mines  by  white  miners  of 
British  origin. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  None,  Sir,  as  far 
as  I  am  aware.  The  Chinese  were  by  law 
restricted  to  unskilled  labour,  and  their 
places  are  being  taken  by  Kaffirs. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  (Gravesend) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  aware 
that  a  member  of  the  Government  sitting 
beside  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  announced 
that  if  the  Chinese  were  withdrawn 
50,000  white  men  would  find  work  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  am  not  aware 
that  that  statement  was  made,  but  if  it 
were  made  it  could  scarcely  be  more 
absurd  than  the  statement  of  Lord  Milner 
that  for  every  10,000  Chinese  there 
would  be  1,000  white  men  employed. 

Dinizulu. 
Mr,  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire,  Rush- 
clifiTe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  Dinizulu 
is  still  confined  in  prison;  whether  he 
has  yet  been  informed  of  the  specific 
charges  laid  against  him,  with  full  particu- 
lars of  names,  dates,  and  places  respecting 
them ;  whether  he  has  free  and  unre- 
stricted access  to  such  legal  advisers  as  he 
may  desire  and  can  receive  visits  from 
friends  ;  and  whether  a  date  has  yet  been 
fixed  for  his  trial. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  Dinizulu  is  stUl 
confined  to  prison.  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  read  the  recent  tele- 
graphic correspondence  on  this  subject 
generally,  which  will  give  the  fullest  in- 
I  formation  in  the  possession  of  the  Secre- 
I  tary  of  State.  On  19th  March  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  telegraphed  to  the  Governor 
of  Natal  as  follows  : — "  I  am  sorry  to 
have  to  recur  to  Jellicoe's  allegations, 
but  I  am  pressed  for  reply  in  detail  to 
several  points  and  I  desire  to  be  in  a 
position  to  do  full  justice  to  your  Ministers 
if  and  when  they  are  assailed  on  any 
particular  ground,  (a)  Have  Dinizulu's 
advisers  full  access  to  all  statements  and 
depositions  which  are  being  used  by  or 
before  the  magistrate,  with  liberty  to 
cross-examine  witnesses  upon  them  1  (b) 
Are  they  permitted  to  make  inspection 
of    papers,   etc.,   taken  from  Dinizulu's 
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custody?    (c)  Are  they  or  their  agents 
permitted  to  go  into  Zululand  to  collect 
evidence  for  the  defence,  and  if  not,  when 
will  they  be  allowed  to  do  so  ?    (d)  Can 
you  also  give  me  any  further  information 
as  to  the   foundation  for  allegations  of 
undue  delay  by  the  examining  magistrate  : 
of  coercion   under  martial  law  to  sign 
depositions,  and  of  brow-beating  of  wit- 
nesses in  Court?    All  these  points  are 
the  subject  of  inquiry.     I  am  also  anxious 
for  some  information  (e)  as  to  the  deten- 
tion of   Mankulumana  and   Mgwago  in 
addition  to  Dinizulu.     In  England  as  you 
know  a  man  cannot  be  detained  in  prison 
without  formulating  some  definite  sworn 
information  against   him,    or  a   writ  of 
habeas    corpus    would    promptly    issue. 
It  is  a  matter  of  comment   that  there 
would  seem  to  be  no  similar  means  of 
securing   the  liberty  of   the  subject  in 
Natal,   and  that  men  may  be  detained 
indefinitely    in     gaol    without    redress. 
Any   information   you   can   send  me  to 
rebut  this  position  will  be  most  welcome." 
On  the  27th  the  following  answer  was 
received  — "  Ministers  have  asked  me  to 
reply  to  your  telegram  of  19th  March  in 
terms  of  the  following  Minute  of  acting 
Attorney  -  General.       The      preparatory 
examination    in  Dinuzulu's   case  is   pro- 
ceeding  in    ordinary   course  before  the 
tribunals  created  by  law  for  the  purpose. 
Government  have  no  control  over  such 
tribunals  and  are  neither  responsible  nor 
can  they  be  required  to  answer  for  the 
proceedings  there.      If  any  impropriety 
or  injustice  takes  place  a  remedy  can  be 
sought  in   the    higher   Courts,    but   no 
application  has  hitherto  been  made  for 
such  relief.     But  in  so  far  as  Government 
may  wish  to  be  in  a  position  to  answer 
the    specific     questions    asked     by    the 
Secretary  of  State   for   the   Colonies   I 
take  them  in  turn,     (a)  Yes ;  Dinuzulu's 
advisers    have   full   access   to  all  state- 
ments and  depositions  used  by  or  before 
the    magistrate    with    liberty   to   cross- 
examine  witnesses  on  them.     Counsel  for 
Dinuzulu   is  always  present,  sometimes 
two    counsel,      (h)    The    papers     taken 
from  Dinuzulu's  custody,  of  which  there 
is     considerable    quantity,     are     being 
translated  for  my   information.     Up  to 
the  present  I  have  not  considered  them 
nor  have  I  allowed  them  to  be  inspected 
by   Dinuzulu's  solicitors,     (c)  Up  to  the 
present  permission  has  not  as  far  as  I  am 
aware  been  given  to  Dinuzulu's  solicitors 
to  go  to  Zululand  to  collect  evidence. 


Proper  opportunities  will  be  given  when 
the  fitting  time  arrives.  I  cannot  advise 
that  permission  be  given  yet.  {d) 
There  has  been  no  undue  delay: 
evidence  has  been  brought  forwaid  as 
quickly  as  possible.  Any  allegations  of 
coercion  under  martial  law  to  sign  de- 
positions would  be  to  the  best  of  my 
information  entirely  baseless.  Accossr 
tion  of  brow-beating  in  Court  would  be- 
equally  untrue,  {e)  Preparatory  ex- 
aminations are  proceeding  against 
Mankulamana  and  Mgwago  on  charges^ 
of  treason.  Certain  general  questions; 
are  asked  regarding  the  necessity  ot 
definite  sworn  information.  I  need, 
merely  say  that  none  of  the  prisoners 
have  been  arrested  except  upon  sworn- 
information  and  warrants  granted  by 
judicial  authority.  The  course  followed 
has  been  that  prescribed  by  the  long 
established  law  of  the  Colony  and  of  Cape- 
Colony  before  Natal  was  annexed.  Some 
of  our  forms  differ  from  those  of  Englisb 
law,  but  our  system  is  equally  founded  on* 
principles     of     justice     and      fairness." 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal^ 
S) :  Has  not  the  Cape  Premier  com- 
plained of  this  "damnable  interference  V' 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  That 
doos  not  arise  on  this  Question. 

Mr.  LEHMANN  (Leicestershire,  Ma^ 
ket  Harborough) :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  by  protracting  this  preliminary  ex- 
amination for  an  indefinite  period  no 
definite  charge  can  be  brought  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  My  hon.  friend 
puts  the  case  as  severely  as  it  can  be  put^ 
but  I  am  not  in  a  position  at  present  to 
rebut  his  interpretation  of  it. 

Mr.  ELLIS:  Has  the  Secretary  61 
State  asked  the  Ministers  of  Natal  wheD 
the  trial  is  likely  to  take  place  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  Yes;  we  have 
asked  when  the  distinct  charges  will  be 
formulated  and  a  definite  trial  begun. 
We  are  informed  that  the  preparatory 
examination  is  now  taking  place,  and 
they  cannot  say  when  that  examinatioD 
will  be  finished. 

Opium  Trade  in  the  Straita  SetUamantB. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW  (Renfrewshire,  E.):  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretazy  of  State 
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for  the  Colonies  if  he  can  say  when  the  full 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Opium 
Trade  in  the  Straits  Settlements  and 
Federated  Malay  States  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  not  yet  received  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  but  the  Governor  of  the 
Straits  Settlements  will  be  asked  to  state 
when  it  may  be  expected. 

The  Treaty  of  Paris. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any 
one  of  the  Powers  who  signed  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  in  1856  has  proposed  that  it 
should  be  modified  in  any  way. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick)  :  There 
were  seven  Powers  who  were  parties  to 
the  Treaty  of  Paris,  and  I  can  answer 
Questions  only  respecting  the  action  of 
His  Majesty's  Government.  We  are  not 
engaged  in  any  negotiation  respecting 
any  modification  of  the  Treaty,  nor  am  I. 
aware  that  any  such  is  proceeding. 

British  Trawlers  and  the  Norwegian 
Flag. 

Mr.  WATT:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Norway  three  years  ago 
passed  a  measure  prohibiting  trawlers 
owned  in  Britain  registering  under  the 
flag  of  Norway,  but  that  that  Act  was 
not  retrospective,  and  that  it  is  therefore 
only  vessels  registered  in  Norway  before 
that  date  which  at  present  work  in  the 
Moray  Firth ;  and  whether,  in  A-iew  of 
the  fact  that  the  Norwegian  Government 
is  in  no  way  sympathetic  to  the  action  of 
these  trawlers,  he  will  not  oppose  the 
carrying  out  of  the  unanimous  decision 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session. 


Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  am  generaUy 
aware  of  the  provisions  of  the  Norwegian 
law  on  the  subject,  and  can  com- 
municate them  to  the  hon.  Member  if  he 
desires  it.  In  answer  to  the  last  part  of 
the  Question,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  Answer  given  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  on  the  26th, 
which  stated  the  policy  not  of  a  Depart- 
ment but  of  the  Gk)vernment. 


Wimbledon  and  Clapham  Jonction  Cab 
Drivers. 

Mn.  WILES  (Islington,  S.) ,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  petitions  sent  to  him  signed  by 
a  number  of  the  inhabitants,  as  well  as 
the  local  cab  drivers  of  the  district,  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  opening 
to  all  cab  drivers  Wimbledon  station  and 
the  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway  side  of  Clapham  Junction. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.):  As  regards 
Wimbledon  station,  the  petition  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  has  been  care- 
fully considered,  but  according  to  the 
information  I  have  so  far  received  the 
retention  of  the  privilege  system  there 
seems  to  be  desirable  in  order  to  secure 
a  sufficient  supply  of  cabs  for  the 
proper  accommodation  of  the  public. 
As  regards  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coast  Railway  station  at  Clapham 
Junction,  I  have  just  heard  from  the 
Company  that  their  contract  for  privilege 
cabs  expired  on  Wednesday  last,  and 
that  from  that  date  the  station  is  open 
to  all  cab  drivers  on  the  conditions 
obtaining  at  London  terminal  stations. 
I  am  issuing  a  formal  order  to  that  effect. 

The  Licensing  Bill. 
Mr.  CLYNES  (Manchester,  N.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretar}'  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  can  give 
the  number  of  licensed  houses  closed  in 
Manchester  under  the  operation  of  the 
Licensing  Act  of  1904  ;  whether  opposi- 
tion was  offered  to  such  closing ;  what 
was  the  sum  paid  in  compensation ;  what 
proportion  of  the  compensation  was  paid 
to  the  tenants ;  and  whether  there  is  any 
record  ot  any  compensation  paid  to  the 
workmen  or  servants  who  lost  situations 
through  the  closing  of  houses. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  All  the  available 
information  in  answer  to  this  Question  is 
contained  in  the  annual  volumes  of 
Licensing  Statistics.  It  appears  from 
them  that  139  licensed  premises  have 
been  closed  in  Manchester  under  the 
Licensing  Act,  1904,  and  that  a  total 
sum  of  £107,128  was  paid  in  compensa- 
tion, of  which  about  7  per  cent,  went  to 
the  licence-holders. 
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Mb.  CLYNES  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  answered  the  last  part  of 
my  Question.  Have  the  Government 
contemplated  making  provision  in  the 
Licensing  Bill  which  will  ensure  compen- 
sation being  paid  to  displaced  workmen  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  must  refer  my 
hon.  friend  to  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney.  S.) : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  formed 
any  estimate  of  the  number  of  people 
who  will  be  thrown  out  of  employment 
if  the  Licensing  Bill  becomes  law  1 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order, order.  Notice 
should  be  given  of  that  Question,  which 
is  rather  far  from  the  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

Death  from  Anthrax  at  Bradford. 
Mr.  JOWETT  (Bradford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  death,  on 
the  8th  instant,  of  a  man  named 
Michael  Quigley,  of  Bradford,  from 
anthrax,  contracted  whilst  handling 
dirty  cheap  foreign  wool  for  Messrs. 
Campbell  and  Harrison,  woolcombers,  of 
Shipley  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the  wool  in 
its  dusty  state  was  thrown  down  to 
Quigley  from  the  room  above  through  a 
trap  door ;  and  what  steps  he  is  taking 
to  protect  working  people  whose  anxiety 
to  earn  a  livelihood  forces  them  to  work 
under  such  dangerous  conditions. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  received 
a  report  on  this  case,  from  which  it 
appears  that  the  wool,  after  opening,  was 
sent  down  a  shoot  for  blending  purposes 
in  the  room  below,  but  that  the  whole  of 
it  had  been  opened  over  a  fan  in  order 
to  remove  dust  and  dirt,  and  that  in  order 
still  further  to  reduce  the  risk  from  dust, 
the  shoot  is  provided  with  swing  doors 
half  way  down  which  break  the  fall  of 
the  material.  I  am  informed  that  the 
regulations  are  fully  observed  at  the 
factory  and  that  the  firm  are  voluntarily 
observing  additional  precautions^  includ- 
ing the  provision  of  respirators,  the 
opening  of  all  material  over  the  opening 
boards  and  the  washing  of  all  material  in 
a  disinfectant  liquid.  I  am  causing 
further  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  whether 
any  additional  measures  can  be  taken  to 
reduce  the  danger  at  the  blending  heap. 


Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.): 
Whence  was  this  wool  imported  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  wiU  find  out. 

Hamstead  Colliery  DiBaster. 
Dr.  hazel  (West  Bromwich) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  he  will 
direct  a  formal  investigation  to  be  made 
of  the  fire  which  occurred  at  the 
Hamstead  Colliery,  South  Staffordshire, 
on  the  4th  March,  by  which  over  twenty 
lives  were  lost,  and  of  the  causes  and 
circumstances  of  the  accident,  including 
the  condition  of  the  mine  at  the  time  of 
the  accident. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir.  I  have 
already  made  arrangements  for  this 
purpose.  The  investigation  will  be  held 
by  Professor  Bedmayne,  of  Birmingham 
University. 

Dr.  HAZEL:  Can  the  right  hoa 
Gentleman  say  when  the  investigation 
will  take  place  ] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:   The  preliminary 

steps  will  be  taken  this  week. 

Motor  *Bii8  Routes. 
Sir  HENRY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  there  is  an  authority 
which  can  restrict  the  use  by  motor 
omnibuses  of  narrow  thoroughfares,  where 
a  maximum  of  danger  and  of  vibrstion 
to  neighbouring  buildings  is  caused, 
instead  of  wider  alternative  routes,  and 
whether  there  is  any  periodically 
recurring  inspection  of  these  vehicles,  so 
as  to  detect  the  increased  vibration  caused 
by  the  inferior  and  rapidly  deteriorating 
machinery  used  by  certain  companies. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  Answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
negative.  As  regards  the  second,  every 
motor  omnibus  is  inspected  at  least  once 
a  year  when  it  comes  up  for  its  annual 
licence.  Besides  undergoing  iliis  annual 
inspection,  motor  omnibuses  are  often 
reported  and  ordered  off  the  streets  for 
noise  and  vibration.  Each  such  order 
entails  fresh  inspection  before  the  vehicle 
is  permitted  to  use  the  streets  again.  It 
must    be    remembered,    howevefi    that 
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noise  and  vibration  are  often  largely  due 
to  uneven  road  surfaces. 

I  Mr.  haddock  (Lancashire,  North 
Sir  henry  CRAIK  :  But  have  the  '  Lonsdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
public  no  securitv  whatsoever  against  the  !  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any 
cupidity  of  rival  companies  in  choosing  representations  have  been  made  by  Ger- 
routes  entirely  without  regard  to  public  many  or  any  other  Foreign  country 
convenience  1  i  regarding  the  new  British  Patent  Law  1 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir.  The 
law  does  not  authorise  the  police  to 
regulate  the  traffic  in  that  way. 

Import  Duties  Abroad. 
Mr.  J.  F.  MASON  (Windsor) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  give  information 
as  to  the  amount  per  head  of  population 
derived  from  import  duties  in  the  three 
following  countries,  viz.,  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  United  States  of  America, 
and  Germany. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Car- 
narvon Boroughs) :  The  net  revenue  from 
import  duties  (after  deducting  drawbacks 
and  refunds)  was  equivalent  in  the  last 
completed  financial  year  to  the  following 
sums  per  annum  per  head  of  population  : 
United  Kingdom  15s.  3d.,  United  States 
of  America  15s.  9d.,  Germany  98.  5d. 

Railway  Superannuation  Funds. 
Mr.  HUDSON  (Newcastle  on  Tyne)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  he  can  say  whether  an  inquiry 
into  the  question  of  railway  superannua- 
tion and  pension  funds  will  be  held ;  and, 
if  so,  when  the  Committee  will  be 
appointed  and  what  form  the  inquiry 
will  take  ? 

♦Mr.  LLOYD  -  GEORGE  :  I  have 
arranged  to  appoint  a  Departmental 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  constitu- 
tion, rules,  administration,  and  financial 
position  of  the  Superannuation  and 
similar  Funds  of  Railway  Companies. 
The  composition  of  the  Committee  will  i 
be  announced  shortly. 

Mr.  HUDSON :  WiU  the  terms  of 
reference  cover  other  traction  companies, 
such  as  tramways  ] 


The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
of  TRADE  (Mr.  Kearley,  Devonport) : 
Representations  have  been  made  from 
Germany  and  the  United  States  with 
regard  to  certain  provisions  of  the  new 
Patents  and  Designs  Act  which  affect 
patents  worked  wholly  or  exclusively 
abroad. 

Grants  to  Distress  Committees. 

Mr.  .  CLYNES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  has  considered  tho 
opinion  in  the  Report  of  the  Association 
of  Municipal  Corporations  that,  during 
the  continuance  of  the  present  Un- 
employed  Act,  Exchequer  grants  should 
be  made  to  distress  committees  for  the 
payment  of  wages  to  those  employed 
under  the  Act  on  works  of  public  utility  f 
whether  he  was  asked  to  receive  a 
deputation  to  hear  the  views  of  the 
association ;  and  whether  he  can  now 
make  any  statement  on  his  promise  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commission  the  suggestion  to  report 
at  once  their  recommendations  respecting 
unemployment,  with  a  view  to  immediate 
action  being  taken  by  the  House  to  meet 
the  demand  for  work. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  As  regards  the 
,  first  two  points  in  the  Question  the 
reply  is  in  the  affirmative.  I  have  com- 
municated to  the  Royal  Commission  the 
suggestion  referred  to  in  the  last  part  of 
it,  but  I  am  not  able  to  make  any  state- 
ment as  to  the  course  proposed  to  be 
taken  by  them  with  regard  to  it. 

I  Mr.  CLYNES :  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  decline  to  receive  a  deputa- 
tion from  the  Association  of  Municipal 
Corporations  1 


♦Mr  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  No.  I  can-  Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  Yes,  I  declined 
not  say  that  I  contemplate  including  I  to  receive  that  particular  deputation, 
tramways.  i  because    I   had    received   a   number   of 
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deputations  upon  points  which  they  were 
anxious  to  discuss. 

Mr.  CLYNES:  Hai  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  formed  any  conclusions  on 
the  opinions  expressed  in  the  report  of 
the  Association  1 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  Several. 

Mr.  CLYNES:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  prepared  to  announce  them  1 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  At  this  moment, 
no,  sir. 

Corporal  Punishment  in  Battle  Work- 
house. 

Mr.  CLYNES:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  with  reference  to  the 
case  of  a  boy  in  Battle  workhouse  who 
was  given  six  strokes  with  a  cane  on  the 
bare  back  by  the  master,  he  has  yet 
received  a  report  from  the  Battle 
guardians,  together  with  statements  in 
writing  from  the  master  and  the  medical 
officer  of  Battle  workhouse ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  the  majority  of  the  Battle 
guardians  disapproved  of  the  stripping  of 
the  boy  in  this  instance,  and  that  the 
use  of  corporal  punishment  is  disallowed 
in  the  case  of  girls  in  workhouses,  he 
will  prohibit  in  future  the  infliction  of 
corporal  punishment  on  the  nude  bodies 
of  boys. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  have  received 
the  report  and  statements  referred  to. 
I  do  not  think  that  a  cane  should  be 
used  on  the  naked  body  of  a  boy,  and  I 
find  that  the  guardians  have  instructed 
the  master  not  to  administer  any  corporal 
punisliment  on  the  naked  flesh  of  any 
boy  unless  previously  sanctioned  by 
them.  I  do  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
take  any  further  action  in  the  matter. 

Shotton  Cooncil  School- 
Mr.  BRIDGJEMAN  (Shropshire,  Os- 
westry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  if  he  has 
sanctioned  the  building  of  a  new  council 
school  in  the  parish  of  Shotton,  Flint 
shire,  adjacent  to  a  Church  school  in 
which  the  accommodation  is  282,  and 
the  average  attendance  below  20u,  and 
where  no  lessons  on  the  Catechism  or 
Prayer  Book  are  given  except  to  children 
whose  parents  have  expressed  their  desire 


for  it ;  and  if  he  can  say  why  no  inquiry 
was  held  when  a  petition  signed  by 
115  ratepayers  was  sent  aaking  for  an 
inquiry  ] 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  McKbnna,  Mon- 
mouth, N.) :  Yes,  Sir ;  a  new  council 
school  in  this  parish  has  been  sanctioned. 
The  local  education  authority  informs  me 
that  there  are  740  children  of  scbool  age 
in  the  district,  and  that  the  only  school 
available  is  the  St.  Ethelwold's  Church 
School  accommodating  282  children. 
Many  children  for  whom  accommodation 
should  be  provided  in  Shotton  are  under- 
stood to  walk  a  considerable  distance  to 
other  schools.  In  these  circumstances  it 
did  not  appear  to  the  Board  necessary  to 
hold  a  public  inquiry  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  arrive  at  a  decision. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN:  What  steps  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  take 
to  ascertain  the  views  of  those  who 
object  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  It  is  not  n3ce88My 
to  take  any  steps.  The  local  authorities 
are  satisfied  that  accommodation  must  be 
found  for  these  500  children. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN :  Then  it  is  a  case 
of  hearing  only  one  side  1 

Mr. McKENNA:  No, sir;  butthelo:8l 
authority  must  conform  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Standing  Committee. 

Southampton  Catholic  Secondary  School 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion whether,  with  reference  to  the  letter 
of  the  19th  March,  addressed  by  the 
Board  of  Education  to  the  manager  of 
the  Catholic  Secondary  School  at  Sonth- 
ampton,  he  is  aware  that  for  twenty-five 
years  this  school  met  local  requirements, 
and  that  do  application  for  assistance 
from  the  local  education  authority  was 
made;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Catholic  day  scholars  are  more  than  sixty, 
and  not  a  little  more  than  forty  as  stated 
in  the  Board's  letter;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  education  is 
willingly  provided  in  this  school  for 
children  drawn  from  other  sections  of  the 
population,  and  that  the  local  education 
authority  is  in  favour  of  the  waiver  of 
Articles  5,  23,  and  24  of  the  fiegulations. 


321 


Questions. 


{31  March  1908} 


Ovations. 


322 


he  will  staite  when  this  application  will  be 
panted? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  According  to  in- 
fformation  given  by  the  school  authorities 
»to  His  Majesty's  Inspector  on  a  visit  to 
this  school  between  the  21st  and  24th  of 
November  last,  there  were  then  60 
Oatholic  scholars  in  all  in  attendance  out 
•of  a  total  number  of  124  scholars,  but  of 
the  60  Catholic  scholars,  17  were  hoarders; 
leaving  43  Catholic  day  scholars,  or  little 
.more  than  40  as  stated  in  the  Board's 
letter-  The  argument  drawn  from  the 
:8mali  number  of  Catholic  scholars  in  the 
school  has  already  been  the  subject  of 
•debate  in  this  House,  and  I  must  beg  the 
lion.  Member  to  excuse  me  from  con  tin  u 
ing  now  a  discussion  which  cannot  be 
properly  concluded  in  the  form  of  an 
Answer  to  a  Question. 

Mr.  BOLAND  :  Then  am  I  to  under- 
stand that  bec>iuse  this  Catholic  school 
.generously  opened  its  doors  to  Protestant 
children  it  is  to  be  deprived  of  the 
liigher  grant  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  No,  sir ;  as  I  have 
explained,  that  is  not  the  reason  why. 


Mr.  BOLAND 
<juestion  on  this. 


I  shall  put  a  further 


;Headma8ter8  and  the  New    Education 
Act 

Sib  GEORGE  SCOTT  ROBERTSON 
<Bradford,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education  how 
"Will  a  certain  admittedly  able  and  efficient 
headmaster  under  forty,  and  now  drawing 
-a  salary  of  £240  a  year,  be  provided  for 
if  his  large  non-provided  school  is  aban- 
•doned  altogether  under  the  new  Act,  its 
scholars  being  found  places  in  the  neigh- 
bouring schools,  as  would  probably  be  the 
<»a8e ;  and  will  the  headmaster  be  compen- 
sated adequately  for  his  loss,  unless  and 
until  a  similar  situation  is  found  for  him, 
or  must  he  go  forth  to  seek  employment 
perhaps  in  a  much  humbler  position  in 
order  to  earn  a  living. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  My  hon.  friend's 
Question  raises  issues  which  can  be  more 
conveniently  dealt  with  in  debate  than  by 
means  of  Question  and  Answer. 

Necessitous  Children. 
Mr.   HADDOCK :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
President    of    the     Local     Government 


Board  whether  he  will  state  the  number 
of  children  who  were  reported  by  the 
Children's  Care  Committees  as  necessitous, 
and  the  number  fed,  in  the  week  ending 
6th  March,  in  London  County  Councu 
schools ;  and  whether  he  can  also  state 
the  number  of  dinnerless  school  children 
in  the  schools  of  Berlin. 

I  Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  understood  from 
a  newspaper  report  that  the  number  of 
I  schools  reported  by  the  Sub-Committee 
I  on  underfed  children  has  having  neces- 
sitous children  during  the  week  ended 
6th  March,  was  461,  the  number  of 
children  being  46,123.  The  number  of 
children  fed  in  the  461  schools  was 
45,142.  I  have  no  information  as  to  the 
last  paragraph. 

Dog  Poisoning  in  Sntherlandshire. 

Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
any  information  has  yet  been  received 
as  to  the  person  or  persons  who  poisoned 
the  crofters'  dogs  last  year  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Badininish,  Skibbo, 
Sutherlandshire. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.    Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :    I    have 

I  made  inquiries  from  the  criminal  authori- 
ties and  no  further  information  has  been 

I  obtained. 

Scottish  Local  Government. 

Major  ANSTRUTHERrGRAY :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land whether  he  can  give  any 
information  as  to  the  introduction 
of  a  Bill  on  the  lines  of  the  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill, 
which  was  withdrawn  in  July  1906,  on 
the  understanding  that  he  would  en- 
deavour to  do  so  as  soon  as  time  was 
available. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  still  hope  that 
time  may  be  available  this  session  for  the 
consideration  of  such  a  measure,  but  am 
not  yet  able  to  make  a  definite  promise. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY:  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  indicate  a  date 
when  we  may  expect  a  further 
statement  1 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  I  am  sorry  I  cannot. 
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Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  Not 
before  Easter  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:    No,  sir. 

Trawling  outside  Territorial  Waters. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  recently  formally  protested 
against  the  Uruguayan  Gk)vemnient's 
claims  to  jurisdiction  over  River  Plate 
waters  outside  the  three-mile  limit ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  this  fact,  he  has 
secured  the  support  of  the  Foreign 
Office  to  the  proposals  for  regulating  the 
operations  of  trawlers  outside  territorial 
waters  which  he  is  formulating  for 
submission  to  other  Powers. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  I  am  informed  by 
my  right  hon.  friend  that  the  reply  to 
the  first  part  of  the  question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  Any  proposals  to  be  laid 
before  the  Powers  will  be  made  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole. 

Boy  Clerks. 
Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreiitch, 
Hoxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  if  he  will  render  every 
assistance  to  boy  clerks  in  their  efforts  to 
secure  suitable  outside  employment ;  and 
for  this  means  will  he  cause  an  employ- 
ment register  containing  full  particulars 
of  thoroughly  trustworthy  boy  clerks, 
who  are  approaching  the  age  of  20, 
together  with  the  names  of  the  firms  who 
are  willing  to  employ  such  boys,  to  be 
kept  at  each  office  in  the  United  Kingdom 
where  boy  clerks  are  employed,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  a  similar  plan  has  been 
instrumental  in  obtaining  employment 
for  large  numbers  of  telegraph  messengers 
in  the  Post  Office,  who  are  situated  in 
a  somewhat  similar  position  to  boy  clerks 
in  the  Civil  Service. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury)  :  I  fear  that  it  would  be  impractic- 
able to  give  effect  to  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal  in  its  present  form.  But  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  who  keep 
the  register  of  boy  clerks,  will  be  ready 
to  answer  inquiries  from  employers  as  to 
the  qualifications  of  those  about  to  be 
discharged. 


Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  why  ? 

Mr.  RUNCLMAN:  It  is  th6  view 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners^  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  contest  it. 

Selling  by  Auction  without  Licence. 

Mr.  hunt  (Shropshire,  Ludlow) :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury- 
why  Mr.  A.  H.  Wainwright,  clothier,. 
Knighton,  was  allowed  to  sell  by  auction 
the  surplus  provisions  which  were  over 
from  an  entertainment  at  the  Assembly 
Rooms  at  Knighton  on  lOtb  Januarv 
last,  seeing  that  he  had  not  an  auctioneer  » 
licence ;  and  why  the  Excise  officer  took 
no  notice  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  matter  was 
not  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Excise  officer  until  a  month  after  ita 
occurrence,  and  in  view  of  the  trivial 
and  isolatiCd  character  of  the  offence  ft 
was  decided  to  overlook  it. 

Mr.  hunt  :  Does  not  an  auctioneer 
have  to  take  out  a  £10  licence  1 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  That  is  so. 

I  Potato  Disease. 

'  Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  if  the  latest 
potato  disease  in  Great  Britain,  known  aa 
the  black  scab,  has  made  its  appearance 
in  many  places  ;  if  it  has  made  its  appear- 
ance at  all  in  Ireland ;  and  if  the  Irish 
Board  of  Agriculture  are  taking  any  steps 
to  prevent  its  importation. 

.  The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the  DE- 
PARTMENT OF  AGRICULTURE  pjr 

I  IRELAND  (Mr.  T.W.  Russell,  Tyrone, 
S.) :  The  Department  have  for  a  consider- 
able time  been  on  the  look  out  for  this 
disease,  but  fortunately  so  far  no  evidence 
of  its  presence  in  Ireland  has  been  dis^ 
covered.     Fearing  its  importation   from 

I  Great  Britain  with  seed  supplied  under 
the   Seed   liOan   Scheme   this  year,  the 

I  Department  sent  to  the  Local  Government 

'  Board  for  Ireland  a  printed  descriptioD 
and  illustrations  of  the  disease  with  a 
request  that  the  same  should  be  furnished 
bj  the  Seed  Inspectors  and  that  thoso 
officers  should  be  asked  to  examine  care- 
fully imported  seed  for  the  disease.     This 

.  the  Local  Government  Boaixt  have  done. 
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of  the  disease  have  so  far 


Non-Besidential  Orazing  Tenants. 

Sir  WALTER  NUGENT  ( Westmeath, 
S.) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
advise  the  Estates  Commissioners  in 
future  not  to  advance  money  to  non- 
residential grazing  tenants  for  the  pur- 
chase of  tracts  of  land  held  under  grazing 
leases ;  and  if  he  will  further  recommend 
them  to  make  careful  inquiry  before 
making  any  advances  of  purchase  money 
when  there  is  any  reason  to  believe  that 
fraudulent  leases  have  been  created  in 
order  to  permit  transfers  of  land  to  be 
made,  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Land 
Acts  and  to  the  rules  laid  down  by  the 
Commissioners  themselves. 

The  attorney -general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Ex- 
change ;  for  Mr.  Birrell)  :  My  right  hon. 
friend  has  asked  me  reply  to  Questions 
today.  The  Estates  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  they  exercise  the  dis- 
cretion given  to  them  by  the  Act  of  1903 
as  to  the  amount,  if  any,  of  the  advances 
to  be  made  to  non-residential  grazing 
tenants  holding  under  lease.  It  is  the 
Commissioners'  practice  to  make  careful 
inquiries  in  all  cases  in  which  they  have 
any  reason  to  suspect  that  fraudulent 
means  are  being  adopted  in  order  to 
obtain  advances. 

f 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.  MULDOON  (Wicklow,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  authorities  have 
refused  to  permit  the  members  of  that  force 
in  Ireland  to  report  as  to  any  cases  of 
infringement  coming  under  their  notice 
of  the  provisions  of  closing  orders  under 
The  Shop  Hours  Act,  1904,  which  have 
been  confirmed  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
and  left  upon  the  Table  of  this  House ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  members  of  that  force,  who 
bave  absolutely  nothing  to  do  in  many 
Irigh  towns,  might  be  utilised  with  advan- 
tage to  enforce  public  health,  sanitary, 
ind  general  statutes,  and  local  by-laws, 
if  not  as  complainants  at  least  as  witnesses 


Mr.  CHERRY:  The  facts  are  not 
correctly  stated  in  the  Question.  Th& 
police  are  permitted  to  assist  the  local 
authorities  to  the  extent  of  reporting  Buy 
breaches  of  closing  orders  which  may 
come  under  their  notice,  and  instructions 
to  that  effect  are  issued  to  them  when 
application  for  their  assistance  is  made 
by  local  authorities.  The  police  perform 
a  number  of  duties  under  the  public 
health  and  sanitary  laws,  including  the* 
reporting  of  offences;  and  in  certain 
cases  they  take  proceedings  for  breachea 
of  county  council  by-laws.  They  cannot,, 
however,  undertake  to  perform  all  th& 
duties  which  devolve  upon  the  officers  of 
local  authorities  in  these  cases. 

Ck>oldone7  Eyicted  Tenants. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  be^  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  are  taking,  or 
intend  to  take,  any  steps  to  reinstate 
Philip  Reilly,  son  of  the  evicted  tenant, 
in  the  farm  from  which  his  father  waa 
evicted  at  Cooldoney,  countv  Longford  ; 
and,  if  not,  will  they  now  take  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  CHERRY :  The  reply  is  in  the 
aegative.  The  applicant  is  employed  as 
a  clerk  in  Dublin,  and  the  Estates  Com* 
missioners  do  not  consider  him  to  be  a 
suitable  person  to  work  a  holding. 

Longford  Grazing  Farms. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenanfc 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
portion  of  the  grazing  farms  of  Tullv, 
Asnagh,  and  Ardagullion,  at  present  held 
by  Mr.  James  W.  Bond,  D.L.,  was 
at  one  time  in  occupation  of  a  number 
of  Catholic  tenants  who  were  evicted 
from  it  by  Mr.  Bond's  grandfather ;  and,. 
if  so,  will  the  Commissioners  take  any 
steps  to  have  these  tenants  reinstated. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  no  knowledge  of  the  fact 
alleged  in  the  Question.  The  only  appli- 
cation for  reinstatement  in  any  of  the 
townlands  mentioned  which  the  Estatea 
Commissionei's  have  received  is  one  sent 
by  the  representative  of  a  tenant  evicted 


on  behalf  of  the  local  authorities,  and  thus  '  forty- three   years    ago.      The    applicant 


nuier  some    service    for    the  cost  the 
^eepof  the  force  imposes  on  the  nation. 


therefore  is  not  eligible  for  reinstatement 
under  section  2  of  the  Act  of  1903. 
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Mr.  Davoren'8  Killasona  Estate. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of '  Ireland  whether  he  is 
Aware  that  in  May,  1906,  Mr.  Richard 
Davoren  agreed  to  sell  his  estate  at 
Xillasona,  County  Longford,  to  his 
tenants  and  to  divide  his  residential 
holding  at  Killasona  amongst  his  said 
tenants;  whether  the  agreements  to 
purchase  have  yet  been  lodged  with  the 
Estates  Commissioners ;  and,  if  not,  will 
they  ask  the  landlord  or  his  representative 
ior  an  explanation  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  proceedings 
fcave  been  instituted  for  the  sale  to  them 
-of  the  estate  of  Mr.  Richard  Davoren, 
<jomprisinff  tenanted,  untenanted,  and 
<lemesne  lands,  and  including  the  lands 
of  Killaconna.  The  matter  is  at  present 
in  the  hands  of  an  inspector  for  inquiry 
And  report. 

Knockhall  Grazing  Farm. 
Mr.  JAMES  O'KELLY  (Roscommon, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  have  com- 
pleted the  purchase  of  a  grazing  farm  at 
Knockhall,  County  Roscommon,  from 
Mr,  McGuire ;  and  whether  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  this  land,  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  will  have  due  regard  to 
the  fact  that,  in  its  immediate  neighbour- 
hood, there  are  several  occupiers  of  small 
uneconomic  holdings,  and  to  the  feeling 
ihat  a  preference  should  be  given  to 
^uch  occupiers  of  land. 

Mb.  CHERRY:  The  Congisted  Dis- 
tricts Board  have  agreed  to  purchase  the 
property  in  question,  which  is  situate  in 
-&  non-congested  district.  In  such  case 
the  Board,  after  providing  for  the  wants 
-of  congested  districts,  may  enlarge  the 
iioldings  of  neighbouring  occupiers  in 
non-congested  districts,  but  under  the 
existing  law  they  cannot  enlarge  such 
holdings  of  which  the  rateable  value 
exceeds  £5.  Until  the  purchase  has 
been  completed  the  Board  cannot  give 
Any  undertaking  as  to  how  they  will 
exercise  their  discretion  in  this  particular 
case. 

Curraghmore  Farm. 

Mr.  DEL  any  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 


to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
Mr.  Robert  V.  White,  Stillorgan,  County 
Dublin,  has  created  a  new  tenancy  in  the 
farm  of  Curraghmore,  for  a  term  of 
thirty-one  years,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Peter 
Roe,  who  has  held  the  farm  under  the 
eleven  months  system  for  some  years ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr. 
White  proposes  selling  his  estate  in 
Queen's  County  to  the  tenants,  and  that 
this  farm  of  200  acres  is  required  for 
the  enlargement  of  the  small  holdings  in 
the  district,  be  can  say  what  course  the 
Commissioners  are  going  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  this  transaction. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  Estates  Commissioners  have  received  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  Borris  in-Ossory 
branch  of  the  United  Irish  League,  call- 
ing their  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Robert  V.  White,  Stillorgan,  County 
Dublin,  is  endeavouring  to  dispose  of  hiB 
estate  at  Sheirk,  Curraghmore,  and  else- 
where in  Queen's  County,  to  his  tenants, 
whilst  refusing  to  sell  the  untenanted 
land  to  the  Commissioners  for  the  purpose 
of  enlarging  the  uneconomic  holdings  in 
the  locality;  and,  if  so,  can  he  say  whether 
the  Estates  Commissioners  propose  to 
approve  of  this  sale. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners are  not  aware  that  a  tenancy 
of  the  farm  at  Curraghmore  lias  recently 
been  created.  Proceedings  for  the  sale 
of  Mr.  White's  estate  are  pending  before 
the  Commissioners,  and  the  vendor  has 
offered  to  sell  to  them  portion  of  his 
untenanted  lands.  The  Commissioners 
have  expressed  their  willingness  to  pur- 
chase the  lands  at  Eilpurcel  and  Doony 
but  are  not  prepared  to  purchase  the 
Curraghmore  farm,  as  it  is  unsuitable  for 
their  purpose.  The  matter  of  the  estate 
generally  is  under  the  Commissioners' 
consideration. 

Borris  inOssory  Untenanted  Lands. 

Mr.  DELANY:  I  bog  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Lyster  has  refused  the  price  offered  him 
by  the  Estates  Commissioners  for  his 
untenanted  land  at  Cappagh  and  Monea, 
near  Borris-in-Ossory,  Queen's  County; 
and  can  he  say  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners propose  putting  the  compulsory 
provisions   of   the  Evicted  Tenants  Act 
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into  operation  on  this  estate  for  the 
purpose  of  reinstating  William  Phelan, 
an  evicted  tenant,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  those  farms  have  remained  un- 
tenanted ever  since  the  eviction  some 
twenty  years  ago. 

Mb.  CHERRY:  Mr.  Lyster  has  re- 
fused the  Estates  Commissioners'  esti- 
mated price  for  the  untenanted  land  in 
question.  The  case  of  William  Phelan 
is  at  present  in  the  hands  of  an  inspector, 
upon  the  receipt  of  whose  report  the 
Commissioners  will  consider  what  action 
they  should  take  in  the  case. 

Irish  Board  of  Works  Loans. 
Mb.  FFRENCH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works  refuse  to  lend 
money  to  farmers  to  carry  out  improve- 
ments where  they  have  made  their 
bargain  with  the  landlord,  and  paying 
him  a  certain  percentage  on  the  purchase 
money,  except  on  the  old  title ;  will  he 
explain  why  the  Board  of  Works  refuse 
to  advance  money  on  the  tenant's  new 
title;  and  what  is  the  objection  where 
tenants  have  purchased  within  the  zones 
or  the  bargain  sanctioned  by  the  Estates 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  Loans  to  tenants 
purchasing  under  the  Act  of  1903,  are 
not  refused  by  the  Board  of  Works 
pending  completion  of  sale,  provided  the 
tenants  can  produce  receipts  for  rent 
showing  that,  in  the  event  of  the  sale 
from  any  cause  falling  through,  they 
woold  not  be  liable  for  more  than  twelve 
I  mcnths  rent — an  arrear  of  a  year's  rent 
I  being  a  barrier  to  a  tenant's  loan.  Pur- 
chasing tenants  cannot  however  be 
treated  as  ownersj  until  the  fee  simple  of 
their  holdings  has  been  legally  transferred 
to  them  by  the  issue  of  the  Land 
Commission  Vestino:  Order. 


Omagh  Postmaster. 
Mr.  MULDOON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  his 
intention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  two  telegraph  messengers  in  the 
amployment  of  the  Post  Office  were 
engaged  in  delivering  religious  tracts 
through  the  town  of  Omagh  on  15th 
fehmary  last  when  they  were  supposed 
to  be  on  duty;  whether  this  took  place 
vith  the  assent  and  approval  of  the  post- 


master  there,  whose  name  was  attached 
to  the  tracts  distributed,  and  whether 
replies  were  requested  to  be  sent  to  the 
postmaster  at  the  post  office ;  whether 
there  is  any  previous  record  against  this 
postmaster  for  similar  proceedings ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  action  has 
produced  much  local  irritation;  and 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  that  distributions  of  this 
nature  and  character  can  be  made 
gratuitously  by  officials  of  a  public 
department. 

The  POSTMASTERGENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  My  attention  had  already  been 
called  to  the  postmaster's  action,  which 
was  improper  and  indiscreet ;  and  I  had 
taken  such  notice  of  it  as  seemed  to  me 
desirable. 

Education  Bill. 

Mr.  BRIDJEMAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  if  he  can  say  when  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Education  Bill 
will  be  taken. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER ^Mr.  ASQUITH,  Fifeshire, 
E.) :  I  can  maKC  no  statement  at  present. 

The  Budget 
Mr.   AUSTEN    CHAMBERLAIN 

(Worcestershire,  E.) :  Will  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  at  any  time  before 
Easter  be  able  to  fix  a  date  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Budget — to  indicate  when 
it  is  likely  to  be  brought  in  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  will  consider  that. 

Imprisonment  of  Unemployed  Leaders  at 
Manchester. 

Mr.  CLYNES  asked — in  accordance 
with  private  notice — the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  case  of 
certain  men,  local  leaders  of  a  body  of 
unemployed  at  Manchester,  who  had  been 
sent  to  prison  on  the  unsupported  evi- 
dence of  a  man  who  confessed  he  had 
been  twenty -four  times  in  prison,  and 
whether  he  would  call  for  a  report  of  tho 
case  and  consider  the  advisability  of 
reducing  the  sentences  ] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  case  had  not 
previously  been  brought  to  my  notice.  T 
am  asking  for  a  report  and  will  communi- 
cate with  the  hon  Member. 
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Mr.  Davoren'8  Killasona  Estate. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of "  Ireland  whether  he  is 
.aware  that  in  May,  1906,  Mr.  Richard 
Davoren  agreed  to  sell  his  estate  at 
JKillasona,  County  Longford,  to  his 
tenants  and  to  divide  his  residential 
holding  at  Killasona  amongst  his  said 
tenants;  whether  the  agreements  to 
purchase  have  yet  been  lodged  with  the 
Estates  Commissioners ;  and,  if  not,  will 
they  ask  the  landlord  or  his  representative 
ior  an  explanation  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  proceedings 
liave  been  instituted  for  the  sale  to  them 
-of  the  estate  of  Mr.  Richard  Davoren, 
oomprising  tenanted,  untenanted,  and 
<lemesne  lands,  and  including  the  lands 
of  Killaconna.  The  matter  is  at  present 
in  the  hands  of  an  inspector  for  inquiry 
and  report. 

Knockhall  Grazing  Farm. 
Mr.  JAMES  O^KELLY  (Roscommon, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  have  com- 
pleted the  purchase  of  a  grazing  farm  at 
Knockhall,  County  Roscommon,  from 
Mr.  McGuire ;  and  whether  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  this  land,  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  will  have  due  regard  to 
the  fact  that,  in  its  immediate  neighbour- 
hood, there  are  several  occupiers  of  small 
uneconomic  holdings,  and  to  the  feeling 
<that  a  preference  should  be  given  to 
«uch  occupiers  of  land. 

Mb.  CHERRY:  The  Cong3sted  Dis- 
tricts Board  have  agreed  to  purchase  the 
property  in  question,  which  is  situate  in 
a  non-congested  district.  In  such  case 
the  Board,  after  providing  for  the  wants 
of  congested  districts,  may  enlarge  the 
iioldiugs  of  neighbouring  occupiers  in 
non-congested  districts,  but  under  the 
existing  law  they  cannot  enlarge  such 
iioldingfi  of  which  the  rateable  value 
exceeds  £5.  Until  the  purchase  has 
been  completed  the  Board  cannot  give 
Any  undertaking  as  to  how  they  will 
-exercise  their  discretion  in  this  particular 
case. 

Curraghmore  Farm. 

Mr.  DEL  ANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 


to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
Mr.  Robert  V.  White,  Stillorgan,  County 
Dublin,  has  created  a  new  tenancy  in  the 
farm  of  Curraghmore,  for  a  term  of 
thirty-one  years,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Peter 
Roe,  who  has  held  the  farm  under  the 
eleven  months  system  for  some  years ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr. 
White  proposes  selling  hia  estate  in 
Queen's  County  to  the  tenants,  and  that 
this  farm  of  200  acres  is  required  for 
the  enlargement  of  the  small  holdings  in 
the  district,  be  can  say  what  course  the 
Commissioners  are  going  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  this  transaction. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  Estates  Commissioners  have  received  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  Borris  in-Ossorv 
branch  of  the  United  Irish  League,  call- 
ing their  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Robert  V.  White,  Stillorgan,  County 
Dublin,  is  endeavouring  to  dispose  of  his 
estate  at  Sheirk,  Curraghmore,  and  else- 
where in  Queen's  County,  to  his  tenants, 
whilst  refusing  to  sell  the  untenanted 
land  to  the  Commissioners  for  the  purpose 
of  enlarging  the  uneconomic  holdings  in 
the  locality;  and,  if  so,  can  he  say  whether 
the  Estates  Commissioners  propose  to 
approve  of  this  sale. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners are  not  aware  that  a  tenancy 
of  the  farm  at  Curraghmore  has  recently 
been  created.  Proceedings  for  the  sak 
of  Mr.  White's  estate  are  pendinfl;  bef(ne 
the  Commissioners,  and  the  ven&r  has 
offered  to  sell  to  them  portidi  of  his 
untenanted  lands.  The  CommiHioiMn 
have  expressed  their  willingnf 
chase  the  lund^^  at  Kit  parcel  an? 
but  are  not  prepared  to  purchase 
Curraghmore  farm,  as  it  is  unsuitable  f^ 
their  purpose.  The  matter  of  the 
generally  is  under  the  Commissi 
consideration. 

Borris  in  Ossory  UntenaBted  \ 
Mr.   del  ANY:    I    be^   i©^ 

Chief  Secretary  to   the  Lord': 
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and   no  cases  of  the  disease  have  so  far 
been  reported. 

Non-Besidential  Orazing  Tenants. 

Sir  WALTER  NUGENT  ( Westmeath, 
S.) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
advise  the  Estates  Commissioners  in 
future  not  to  advance  money  to  non- 
residential grazing  tenants  for  the  pur- 
chase of  tracts  of  land  held  under  grazing 
leases ;  and  if  he  will  further  recommend 
them  to  make  careful  inquiry  before 
making  any  advances  of  purchase  money 
when  there  is  any  reason  to  believe  that 
fraudulent  leases  have  been  created  in 
order  to  permit  transfers  of  land  to  be 
made,  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Land 
Acts  and  to  the  rules  laid  down  by  the 
Commissioners  themselves. 

The  ATTORNEY -GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Ex- 
change ;  for  Mr.  Birrell)  :  My  right  hon. 
friena  has  asked  me  reply  to  Questions 
to  day.  The  Estates  Commissioners  | 
inform  me  that  they  exercise  the  dis- 
cretion given  to  them  by  the  Act  of  1903 
as  to  the  amount,  if  any,  of  the  advances 
to  be  made  to  non-residential  grazing 
tenants  holding  under  lease.  It  is  the 
Commissioners'  practice  to  make  careful 
inquiries  in  all  cases  in  which  they  have 
any  reason  to  suspect  that  fraudulent 
means  are  being  adopted  in  order  to 
obtain  advances. 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 
Mr.  MULDOON  (Wicklow,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  authorities  have 
refused  to  permit  the  members  of  that  force 
in  Ireland  to  report  as  to  any  cases  of 
infringement  coming  under  their  notice 
of  the  provisions  of  closing  orders  under 
The  Shop  Hours  Act,  1904,  which  have 
been  confirmed  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
and  left  upon  the  Table  of  this  House ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  members  of  that  force,  who 
have  absolutely  nothing  to  do  in  many 
Irish  towns,  might  be  utilised  with  advan- 
tage to  enforce  public  health,  sanitary, 
and  general  statutes,  and  local  by-laws, 
if  not  as  complainants  at  least  as  witnesses 
on  behalf  of  the  local  authorities,  and  thus 
render  some  service  for  the  cost  the 
upkeep  of  the  force  imposes  on  the  nation. 


Mr,  CHERRY:  The  facts  are  not 
correctly  stated  in  the  Question.  Tha 
police  are  permitted  to  assist  the  local 
authorities  to  the  extent  of  reporting  an^ 
breaches  of  closing  orders  which  may 
come  under  their  notice,  and  instructions 
to  that  effect  are  issued  to  them  when 
application  for  their  assistance  is  made 
by  local  authorities.  The  police  perform 
a  number  of  duties  under  the  public 
health  and  sanitary  laws,  including  the* 
reporting  of  offences;  and  in  certain 
cases  they  take  proceedings  for  breachea 
of  county  council  by-laws.  They  cannot,, 
however,  undertake  to  perform  all  th© 
duties  which  devolve  upon  the  officers  of 
local  authorities  in  these  cases. 

Oooldoney  Evicted  Tenants. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  are  taking,  or 
intend  to  take,  any  steps  to  reinstate 
Philip  Reilly,  son  of  the  evicted  tenant^ 
in  the  farm  from  which  his  father  waa 
evicted  at  Cooldoney,  county  Longford  ^ 
and,  if  not,  will  they  now  take  action  m 
the  matter. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  reply  is  in  the 
negative.  The  applicant  is  employed  as 
a  clerk  in  Dublin,  and  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners do  not  consider  him  to  be  a 
suitable  person  to  work  a  holding. 

Longford  Grazing  Farms. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant, 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
portion  of  the  grazing  farms  of  Tully, 
Asnagh,  and  Ardagullion,  at  present  held 
by  Mr.  James  W.  Bond,  D.L.,  was 
Jit  one  time  in  occupation  of  a  number 
of  Catholic  tenants  who  were  evicted 
from  it  by  Mr.  Bond's  grandfather ;  and,, 
if  so,  will  the  Commissioners  take  any 
^teps  to  have  these  tenants  reinstated. 

Mr.  CHERRY:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  no  knowledge  of  the  fact 
iilleged  in  the  Question.  The  only  appli- 
cation for  reinstatement  in  any  of  tho 
townlands  mentioned  which  the  Estates 
Comraissionere  have  received  is  one  sent 
by  the  representative  of  a  tenant  evicted 
forty-three  years  ago.  The  applicant 
(jherefore  is  not  eligible  for  reinstatement 
iinder  section  2  of  the  Act  of  1903. 
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remains  wliat  she  was  from  the  first, 
a  great,  proud,  and  historical  Protestant 
institution.  She  has  to-day  some 
thousand  students,  of  whom  a  hundred 
or  thereabouts  are  Roman  Catholics. 
The  number  of  Presbyterians  is  even 
less,  for  the  indisposition  of  Presbj'terians 
to  come  to  Trinity  is  even  more  marked 
than  that  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  She 
gives  her  degrees  to  women,  whom, 
however,  she  admits  on  merely  passing 
a  written  examination,  without  regard 
to  residence,  except  so  far  as  that  is 
necessary  for  the  purposes  of  examination. 
Ireland's  other  University — the  Royal 
University,  founded  in  1879,  replaced 
Queen's,  established  in  1850.  The  Royal 
University  is  not,  strictly  speaking,  a 
University  at  all,  for  she  teaches  nothing. 
She  merely  examines,  mainly,  except 
in  the  medical  schools,  by  written  ques- 
tions, all  who  proffer  themselves  for 
that  purpose,  and  she  awards  those 
who  obtain  a  sufficient  number  of  marks 
in  these  examinations  a  degree.  She 
has  no  professors  or  teachers  of  her 
own ;  she  needs  none.  An  army  of 
examiners  serves  her  turn.  Her  buildings 
are  never  crowded  with  students,  save 
for  the  purpose  of  being  examined; 
her  laboratories  are  empty  save  during 
the  examination  period;  people  come 
to  the  Royal  University  not  to  learn, 
but  to  answer  questions.  The  Royal 
University  has  an  annual  income  of 
£20,000  a  year;  but  my  old  friend 
"  the  predominant  partner "  must  not 
too  readily  take  credit  to  himself  for 
generosity  in  this  respect  towards  poor 
Ireland,  because  the  whole  of  this 
£20,000  comes  from  the  Irish  Church 
Fund.  AVhat  Ireland  would  be,  or 
where  I  should  be,  without  this  Church 
Fund  I  dare  not  think.  It  is  indeed 
a  horn  filled  with  plenty.  It  took  over 
in  1869,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  bear 
this  in  mind,  the  £26,000  a  year  which 
up  to  that  date  appeared  annually  on 
our  Votes  for  the  maintenance  of  May- 
nooth.  The  £26,000  a  year  was  then 
capitalised  at  fourteen  years'  purchase, 
and  the  sum — a  very  large  sum — was 
a  grant  from  the  Insh  Church  Fund. 
That  was  Mr.  Gladstone's  bargain,  and 
I  quite  agree  'v\dth  what  was  said  yester- 
day, that  that  indeed  was  the  day  of 
grants.  If  this  Royal  University  does 
not   teach,    who  does   prepare   for  the 

Mr,  BirrelL 


degrees  that  University  confers,  who 
does  teach  the  students  who  only  present 
themselves  to  its  walls  in  order  to  pro- 
ceed to  further  degrees?  These  young 
men  and  women  are  taught  at  one  or 
other  of  four  colleges,  at  Magee  College, 
or  private  establishments,  and  in  some 
cases,  not  many,  by  solitary  work.  The 
bulk  of  the  students  who  avail  them- 
selves of  the  Royal  University  are 
educated  at  these  private  establish- 
ments or  by  solitary  studies ;  the  majority 
of  them  do  not  proceed  from  the  colleges 
I  have  referred  to.  These  four  collies 
are  the  three  Queen's  Colleges  at  Bel&ist, 
Cork,  and  Galway,  and  the  Catholic 
University  College  in  Dublin,  so  long  and 
so  honourably  associated  with  the  name 
of  Dr.  Delany,  and  with  which  the 
famous  medical  college  in  Cecilia  Street 
is  closely  allied.  It  may  be  said  to 
form  a  medical  faculty  and  a  medical 
college  under  the  headship  of  Dr.  Delany. 
This  Royal  University,  mere  examining 
body  as  she  is,  has  done  good  work  in  Ire- 
land. She  has  stimulated  ambition  by 
placing  degrees  within  the  reach  of 
thousands  who  never  could  have  gone 
to  Trinity  for  half  a  dozen  good  reasons. 
The  standard  of  examinations,  par- 
ticularly in  her  honours  subjects,  has 
been  maintained  at  a  high  standanL 
Those  who  have  obtained  a  degree  in 
honours  at  the  Royal  University  have 
got  something  of  which  they  may  well 
be  proud.  There  are  those,  I  know,  who 
sneer  at  examinations.  I  am  not  one 
of  them.  I  admit  I  have  always  stood  m 
dread  of  them.  I  think  tiie  Honae 
hates  quotations,  fond  as  I  am  of  them 
myself ;  but  in  readmg  over  again  Sir 
William  Hamilton's  "  Discussions "" 
I  came  across  a  famous  passage  from  the 
great  scholar  Melancthon  on  the  subject 
of  examinations.  I  think  I  will  not  read 
it,  but  I  will  refer  anybody  to  page  768 
of  Sir  William  Hamilton's  book.  I  will 
read  a  little  bit  of  it — 

•'  Examination,  therefore,  may  be  called 
the  life  of  sti  dies,  without  which  reading,  and 
even  meditation,  is  dead.  Againflt  prejudice 
and  error  there  is  no  surer  antidote  than  ex- 
amination ;  for  by  this  the  intellect  is  ez[^ored, 
its  wants  detect^  and  supplied,  its  faults  and 
failings  corrected.  Examination  Hkewise  foeten 
facility  of  expression,  counteracts  perturhatioDi 
and  confusion,  inures  to  coolness  and  prom^- 
tude  of  thought.  Not  less  useful  is  exan*inat.oft 
in  restraining  the  course  of  youthful  study 
within  legitimate  boundaries.     Nothing  is  more 
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hurtful,  as  nothing  is  more  common,  than  vain  I  have  no  doubt  they  were  excellent,  but 


and  tumultuary  reading,  which  inflates  with 
the  persuasion  without  conferring  the  reality 
of  erudition.  Wherefore,  if  examination 
brought  no  other  advantage  than  that  it 
counteracts  the  two  greatest  pests  of  education, 
foimd  indeed  usually  combined,  sloth,  to  wit, 
and  arrogance,  for  this  reason  alone  should 
examination  be  cherished  in  our  Universities. 
Against  sloth  there  is  no  goad  sharper  or  more 
efficacious  than  examination ;  and  as  to  arro- 
gance, examination  is  the  very  school  of  humility 
and  improvement.** 

Perhaps  that  is  the  reason  why  I  have 
always  shunned  examination. 

"  By  no  other  discipline  is  a  soaring  conceit 
80   effectually   taken    down,    and   this   is   the 
reason  why  self-satisfied   preterders  ever  fly 
examination,   whilst  those   who   think  less  of 
the  little  that  they  know  than  of  the  much  they 
know  not,  resort'  to  it  as  the  most  efficacious 
means  of  improvement." 
What  I  would  ask  the    House  to  bear 
in  mind  is  that  the  Universities  which 
Melancthon  had  in  mind  when  he  wrote 
what    I   have  just  quoted  were  teach- 
ing  Universities,  and  the  examinations 
which  he   so   greatly,  and   I   think   so 
justly  valued,  were  conducted  under  the 
guidance    and    control,    though    not,    I 
believe,    under   the   sole   guidance    and 
control,   of  the  professors  and  teachers 
of  the  Universities  themselves,  and  they 
were  directed  to  test  minutely  discipline 
and   training,    and   not   merely    verbal 
memory  or  a  glib  repetition  of  text  books. 
Between  this  examining  University  and 
the  four  colleges  I  have  named  at  Belfast, 
Cork,  Qalway,  and  Dr.  Delany's  College 
in  Dublin  there  is  no  avowed  connection. 
It  just  so  happens  that  if  they  want  de- 
grees, as  most  of  them  do,  they  come 
to  the  Royal  University  to  get  them. 


in  Cork  and  (Jalway  they  have  entirely 
failed  to  fulfil   that  intenticm,   for  the 
simple  reason  that  no  pains  whatever 
seem  to  have  been  taken  to  find  out  what 
Irishmen   want.     You  may   in   Ireland 
sometimes  succeed  in  sending  a  man  to- 
prison  against  his  will,but  never  to  college. 
But  there  are  the  colleges,  very  handsome 
buildings.     The    Belfast    College — I    do- 
not  know  whether  there  was  a  scandal 
or  not — ^it  is  said,  was  meant  for  Cork 
and  the  Cork  College  for  Belfast.    I  do 
not  know  that  it  really  matters  much 
now.     They  are   there,  and   they   were 
paid  for  by  Parliament.     At  this  present 
moment  this  college  at  Belfast  costs  the 
Exchequer  on  an  average  of  the  last  five 
years,  because  the  amount  varies  a  little 
according   to    the    expense    of    repairs 
and   the  like,  £13,101 ;    Cork,  £11,252 ; 
Galway,  £10,586;     a  total  of  £34,939. 
When  you  have  added  to  that  certain 
extra  payments  from  time  to  time  you 
find  that  the  total  cost  of  these  three 
colleges  annually  on  the  average  of  the 
last  five  years,  amounts  to  £36,500.    The 
number   of   students   in   these    colleges- 
to-day  is  as  follows:    at  Belfast,  390;  at 
Cork,    261;     and    at   Galway,    111— in 
all,  762.     But  it  is  very  important  to 
bear  in  mind  that  these   figures  were 
much  larger  at  the  date  of  the  deter- 
mination of  the  old  Queen's  University. 
The    old  Queen's  University  only  gave 
its  degrees  to  students  who  had  attended 
the  colleges,  and,  therefore,  it  kept    out 
from    its    examination    those    external 
bodies,  private  establishments  who  now 
send  up  the  greater  half  of  the  persons 


as  in  Ireland  they  have  nowhere  else  to  '  to  be  examined.  Before  the  date  or  at 
go  to.  It  remains  to  ask  how  these  four  |  the  date  of  the  determination  of  the 
colleges  are  provided.  The  history  of  j  Queen's  University,  Belfast,  instead  of 
the  three  Queen's  Colleges  at  Belfast,  having  as  now,  only  390  students,  had 
Cork,  and  (Jalway  is  a  well-known  '  508  students.  Cork  instead  of  having 
history.     It  has  been   made  a   subject  |  only  261  students  had  327,  and  Galway 


of  constant  research,  and  I  would 
certainly  advise  anybody  who  wishes 
to  get  a  clear  history  of  these  University 
proceedings  in  Ireland  to  study  at  least 


instead  of  having  only  111  students  had 
208.  In  all  in  these  days  there  were 
1,043  students  at  the  three  colleges,, 
whereas  now  there  are  only  762.     Now 


the  first  few  pages  of  the  final  Report  of  ;  there  remains  to  be  considered  what  I 
what  is  called  the  Robertson  Commission.  |  call  Dr.  Delany's  College,  the  Catholic 
I  do  not  know  who  wrote  that  Report,  University  CoUege  in  Dublin,  and  the 
but  it  is  certainly  a  masterpiece  of  lucid  I  Medical  School.  What  public  money  do 
explanation ;  and  there  you  will  find  I  they  get  ?  Well,  being  frankly  Roman 
all  you  need  know  upon  these  questions.  ,  Catholic  institutions  with  a  Jesuit  at  the 
These  three  colleges  were  founded  by  Sir  j  head,  of  course  it  is  not  to  be  supposed 
Bobert   Peel   in    1845.    In   intention   I   that  they  can  have  one  penny  of  publie 
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money.     Yet    without    some    assistance 
liow  could  they  have  kept  going  all  these 
years  even  in  their  present  half-starved 
and  ill-conditioned  state  ?     The  answer 
is    that    by    arrangement    outside    this 
House  they  are  paid  some  £7,000  a  year  out 
of  the  £20,000  allotted  as  the  endowment 
of   the    Royal   University.     The    Royal 
University  gets  £20,000  a  year  from  the 
Irish  Church  Fimd,  and  about  one-half 
of   this   sum   is   annually   absorbed  in 
maintenance  and  upkeep  of  the  Univer- 
sity, and  the  very  heavy  cost  of  the 
examination,  whilst  the  other  half  is  spent 
on  the  endowment  and  establishment  of 
certain  fellowships.     The  whole  history 
of  these-  fellowdiips  will   be   found  on 
page  6  of  Lord  Robertson's  Commission 
Report.     There  are  about  thirty-nine  or 
forty  of  these  fellowships,  each  of  which 
is  £400  a  year.     They  are   distributed 
amongst  the  colleges  at  Belfast,  Cork  and 
Oalway  and  the  Magee  College.     These 
fellowships  are  assigned  and  allotted  to 
the  professors  at  the  several  colleges.     In 
the  case  of  Belfast,   Cork  and  Galway 
colleges,  the  professor  docs  not  get  the 
whole  £400  a  year,  because  he  has  to 
bring  into  the  account  the  salary  at  the 
colleges,  but  the  sum  is  made  up.      Dr. 
Delany*s    College    has    something    like 
"fifteen  or  sixteen  fellowships,  and  there 
is  one  at  the  Magee  College,  and  they 
receive  the  £400  a  year.     Consequently, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Roman  Catholic 
University    College    and    the     Medical 
School  do  receive  out  of  this  £20,000  en- 
dowment something  a  little  under  £7,000 
as  being  their  share,  and  these  fellowship 
monies.   The  upshot  of  all  this  is  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  Exchequer  finds  the 
sum  of  £3(.\50()  a  year  for  the  maintenance 
and  upkeep  of  the  three  Queen's  Colleges. 
The  Royal  University  College  gets  £20,000 
out  of  the  Irish  Church  Fimd  and  the 
Roman  Catholic   University  College  and 
Medical  Schoi>l  gets  £7,000  ayear  out  of  that 
£20,0(X)  by  way  of  indirect  endowment. 
That    being    the    provision    for    higher 
education  in    Ireland — assuming   reform 
to  be  necessary,  and  all  the  Commissions, 
Reports  and  evidejice  put  that,  I  think, 
beyond  the  t>Ov<isibility  of  doubt — there 
are  only  two  waN-s  of  handling  this  pro- 
blem.    Some  federation  is  unfortunately 
necessary.     Cork  College   I   hope  has  a 
great  future  before  it,     I  do  not  believe 
^he  is  at  the  present  time  strong  enough 
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nor  are  the  classes  sufficiently  well  at- 
tended to  establish  Cork  with  a  Uni- 
versity of  her  own.     Galway,  in  which 
I  feel  great  interest,  is  in  a  weaker  position 
than    Cork,    and   not   perhaps   so   well 
situated  for  the  purpose.     Therefore  some 
federation  of  these  outlving  colleges  is 
absolutely  necessary.      The  question  is : 
Are  you  going  to  federate  as  much  or  as 
little    as    possible  ?    That    is    where  I 
admit  the  present  proposals  of  tlie  Gov- 
ernment   do    undoubtedly    come    into 
collision  with  Mr.  Bryce's  scheme,  but  it 
is  only  fair  to  remember  that  Mr.  Biyce's 
scheme  has  been  greatly  criticised  since 
he  formulated  it,  whilst  he  has  not  been 
in  a  position  to  attend  here  and  the 
force  of  these  criticisms  he  has  not  been 
able    to    appreciate.     The    big    federal 
scheme    wluch    the    Government    have 
rejected  was  to  include  in  one  University 
Belfast  in  the  north,  Cork  in  the  south, 
Galway  (as  an  affiliated  college  it  i  s  true) 
in  the  west,  and  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
with  her  300  years  behmd  her,  and  a  new 
college    in    Dublin.    All    these    colleges 
were  to  be  the  colleges  of  one  university 
under    one    federal    centre.     Thus    you 
would    get    a   number   of   states,    each 
with  its  own  code  of  state  rights  which 
would  be   most  jealously  guarded  and 
subject  to  the  federal  control  of  a  senate, 
meeting,   I  suppose,   in  Dublin.     When 
I  began  to  go  down  into  the  depths  of 
the   problem  in   Ireland   I   found  that 
this  big  federation  scheme  outside  Trinity 
College  altogether  was  very  impopular. 
The  three  Queen's  Colleges,  all  of  which 
I  visited,  and  which  were  to  be  states  in 
the  new  federation,  were  strongly  op- 
posed  to    the    scheme.    "A    sprawling 
University,"    as   it   was    rather    mdely 
called,  can  never  be  a  popular  Unievraity. 
In   these   matters  of  Universities   loc^ 
patriotism,  the  genius  loci  as  it  is  called, 
pla}^  and  must  play,  a  great  part.  State 
rights,  federal  rights,  the  rights  c)f  the 
colleges   to   govern   themselves,    so   far 
as  is  consistent  with  their  being  members 
of  a  federal  body,  must  give  rise  to  much 
trouble  and  future  difficulty.    State  rights 
and  federal  rights  give  rise  to  wars  among 
human   forces,  and  in  Universities,  al- 
though there  is  no  bloodshed,  they  give 
rise  to  wars  of  pamphlets  and  bitterness, 
and,  apart  from  bloodshed,  the  one  kind 
of  quarrel  is  as  bad  as  the  other.    No 
quarrels  are  so  fierce  as  those  begotten 
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by  academical  rivalry.  I  think  that  the 
academical  difficulties  which  press  upon 
me  arise  from  the  fact  that  the  outlying 
colleges  of  Cork  and  Galway  do  require, 
and  I  think  they  are  justly  entitled  to 
require,  a  large  measure  of  autonomy. 
The  question  is  how  much  autonomy 
you  can  give  to  outlying  colleges  con- 
sistent with  their  being  part  of  a  federal 
University.  There  are  a  great  many 
people  in  Dublin  no  doubt  who  would 
like  to  see  a  two-college  system  in  Dublin 
alone.  They  would  have  liked  to  see  a 
another  college  in  Dublin  admitted  into 
the  old  University  side  by  side  with 
Trinity  College.  To  the  sentimentalist 
that  is  a  very  attractive  idea  and  to  the 
economist  I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  at 
first  sight  seems  to  be  perfectly  common 
sense.  But  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  de- 
clined the  proposal,and  if  it  is  to  be  carried 
out  it  must  be  done  by  Parliamentary 
force,  and  this  to  me,  I  frankly  admit, 
robs  the  scheme  of  all  its  attractiveness. 
The  two  colleges,  the  old  and  the  new, 
would  begin  by  hating  each  other.  The 
notion  that  colleges  love  one  another 
simply  because  they  are  in  juxtaposition 
to  one  another  is  a  total  error.  Indeed, 
college  life  is  rather  apt  to  stiffen  into 
and  breed  dislike.  Sometimes  it  almost 
amounts  to  acute  feeling.  The  present 
Prime  Minister  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  are 
both  Cambridge  men  and  were  at  the 
same  college.  I  am  also  a  member  of 
that  University,  but  of  another  college, 
far  more  ancient  than  Trinity  College, 
though  not  so  well  endowed.  Yet  when 
I  asked  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  had  been  inside  Trinity  Hall  he  was 
not  content  with  a  negative,  but  added 
words  which  seemed  to  me  words  almost 
of  contumely.  I  will  not  ask  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  opposite  whether  he 
has  been  in  Trinity  Hall,  because  I  should 
be  sorry  to  run  the  risk  of  getting  the 
same  kind  of  answer  from  him.  I  find 
with  regard  to  the  two-college  scheme  in 
Dublin  that,  although  it  may  be  attrac- 
tive at  first  sight  to  a  great  many  people, 
they  all  recognise  that  the  position  of 
Trinity  puts  it  almost,  if  not  entirely, 
out  of  the  region  of  practical  policy. 
Whether  Trinity  is  wise  or  foolish  is  no 
concern  of  mine.  Putting,  therefore,  the 
twoK^ollege  scheme  on  one  side,  I  also 
found   the   big   federation   scheme   un- 

VOL.  CLXXXVII.  [Fourth  Series.] 


popular  with  all  its  component  parts. 
Therefore  I  confess  that  after  a  time,  "with 
great  reluctance,  I  found  myself  more 
and  more  driven  to  find  the  solution 
of  this  difficult  problem  in  a  direc- 
tion which  should  be  free  both  of  this 
hostility  and  this  unpopulaiity.  Coming 
now  to  the  plan  of  the  Qovemment 
itself,  I  have  approached  the  ques- 
tion in  a  spirit  of  the  most  genuine 
humility.  I  have  sought  advice  and 
counsel  from  an  enormous  number  of 
persons,  Protestants  as  well  as  Catholic?, 
inside  Trinity  and  outside  Trinity,  laity 
and  clergy,  and  I  have  not  the  least 
desire  in  any  way  to  associate  my  own 
personality  with  this  University  ques- 
tion. My  only  anxiety  was  to  come 
speedily  to  some  creditable  and  safe 
solution ;  and  I  believe  the  proposals 
that  I  am  now  about  to  mak^,  when  they 
have  been  subjected  to  that  degree  of 
criticism  which,  of  course,  proposals 
involving  so  much  detail  must  necessarily 
be,  will  be  found  to  have  received  and  to 
be  worthy  of  receiving,  an  extraordinary 
amount  of  support  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Ireland.  I  now  turn  to 
our  proposals,  and  I  say  at  once  that  by  the 
first  clause  in  the  Bill  we  propose  that 
His  Majesty,  if  he  pleases  to  do  so,  by 
charter  found  two  new  Universities  in 
Ireland  ;  these  two  Universities  to  have 
their  seats  respectively  in  Dublin  and  in 
Belfast — two  Universities,  with  bodies 
corporate,  under  such  names  respectively 
as  His  Majesty  may  be  pleased  to  deter- 
mine. This  question  of  names  is,  of 
course,  in  a  certain  sense  a  very  im- 
portant one.  I  have  no  ambition  to  be 
earthly  godfather  to  these  heavenly 
lights,  which  will,  I  hope,  continue  to 
dominate  the  firmament  of  learning 
long  centuries  after  all  of  us  have  ceased 
to  be.  Therefore,  at  present  I  leave 
the  question  of  their  names  to  be  here- 
after considered.  I  am  told  by  my 
academic  friends  in  Belfast  that  they 
lean  to  the  name  for  their  University  of 
"  The  University  of  Belfast."  In  Dublin 
differences  of  opinion,  I  dare  say,  may 
arise.  Some  think  they  would  like  the 
University  in  Dublin  to  be  called  "  St. 
Patrick's  University."  Others  think 
*'  The  University  of  Ireland  "  should  be 
chosen.  All  these  things  are  matters  for 
discussion,  and  after  all  a  rose  under 
any   other  name   will  smett  as   sweet. 
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In  Belfast  there  will  be  put  one  college. 
In  that  respect  the  University  of  Belfast 
will  resemble  the  University  of  Dublin, 
which  has  one  college — Trinity.     Belfast 
will  have  only  one  college,  the  present 
Queen's  College  ;   and  it  will  not  be  able 
to  have  any  other  except,  of  course,  by  a 
subsequent  Act  of  Parliament.     Dublin 
will    have    three    constituent    colleges, 
and  three  only — Cork,  Gal  way,  and  the 
new  college,  with  a  charter  and  an  in- 
corporated body  in  Dublin.     Cork  and 
Gal  way    will    also    have   to   have    new 
charters,    and    reconstructed    governing 
bodies   of   a   character   I   will   describe 
in    a     moment.    Neither    Belfast    nor 
Dublin  will  have  any  power  to  add  to 
their  constituent  colleges,  although  they 
will    have,    and    must    have,    severely 
restricted  powers  of  afiiliation,  a  word 
which  has  now  become  familiar  in  con- 
nection  with   the   University    question. 
The  existing  Royal  University  will  be 
dissolved  as  from  some  appointed  day, 
and  its  buildings,  property,  and  endow- 
ments will  be  dealt  with  in  a   manner 
mentioned  in  the  Bill.     It  is  suggested, 
as  a  matter  of  finance,  that  the  £20,000 
from^'the  Irish  Church   Fund   shall   be 
divided  into  two  equal  parts,  and  that 
the    University    in    Belfast    shall    take 
£10,000  for  maintenance  and  the   new 
University  in  Dublin  the  other  £10,000 
for  maintenance.     In   neither   of  these 
Universities  will  a  religious  test  of  any 
kind    be    permitted.     Clause    3    of   the 
Bill  will  read :     "No  test  whatever  of 
religious  belief  shall  be  imposed  on  any 
person  as  a  condition  of  his  becoming 
or  continuing  to  be  a  professor,  lecturer, 
fellow,    scholar,    exhibitioner,  graduate, 
or  student  of,  or  of  his  holding  any  office 
or  emolument  or  exercising  any  privileges, 
in,  either  of  the  two  Universities  or  any 
college  of  those  Universities.     Nor  shall 
any  preference  be  given  to  or  any  ad- 
vantage be  withheld  from  any  person  on 
the   ground   of   religious   belief."     That 
applies  just  as  much  to  the  new  University 
in  Belfast  as  it  does  to  the  new  University 
in  Dublin.     Nor  is  it  proposed  that  the 
professors  who  accept  office  should  enter 
into  any  long  and  rambling  declarations 
as  to  what  they  will  do  or  will  not  do, 
or  will  say  or  w  11  not  say,  as  they  do  at 
present    under    a    somewhat    elaborate 
undenominational    system.     There    will 
be  no  test,  nor  any  of  these  preliminary 
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declarations  as  to  what  the  professors 
are  expected  to  do.  It  will  be  asked, 
who  are  the  governing  bodies  %  These 
two  new  Universities  will  be  governed 
academically  by  their  Senates,  and  these 
Senates,  after  a  very  short  space  of  time, 
will  ultimately  be  bodies  elected  for  Uie 
most  part.  The  Crown  leseives  its 
right  of  making  certain  nominations; 
but  the  Senates  will  be  academically 
elected  bodies,  and  anybody  who  has  tiie 
honour  of  finding  himself  a  member 
hereafter  of  either  of  these  Senates  will 
be  so  because  he  has  received  the  con- 
fidence and  the  votes  of  the  professors 
and  graduates  of  these  Universities. 
They  will  be  academically  elected  bodies. 
The  details  of  the  composition  of  the 
permanent  Senates  will  be  hereafter  a 
matter  of  discussion ;  they  will  be  found 
set  out  in  the  schedule  to  the  Bill,  which 
the  House  will  have  a  full  opportunity  of 
discussing, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  it  clear  whether  the  right  of 
the  Crown  to  nominate  will  be  a  per- 
petual right.  Will  it  lapse  after  a  few 
years  ? 

Mb.  BIRRELL:  No,  it  wiU  be  a 
perpetual  right.  But  the  thing  has  to 
be  set  going  in  the  first  instance.  There- 
fore it  is  proposed  in  the  charters  of 
these  Universities  that  both  the  Senate 
in  Belfast  and  the  Senate  in  Dublin 
shall  be  nominated  for  a  period  of  five 
years.  The  names  will  be  found  in 
the  charters.  It  b  impossible  in  matters 
of  this  sort  to  state  these  things  in  a 
Bill  which  of  necessity  has  to  be  a  good 
deal  of  a  skeleton.  But  it  is  essential 
that  the  House  should  be  able  to  have 
the  whole  thing  before  it  in  all  its  details, 
and  although  charters  from  the  Crown 
have  to  be  dealt  with  delicately,  I  have 
caused  to  be  prepared  preliminazy  drafts 
of  the  charters  of  the  Universities  in 
Dublin  and  Belfast,  and  of  the  new 
college  in  Dublin,  and  of  the  new  charters 
of  Cork  and  Galway,  and  I  propose  to 
lay  on  the  Table  all  those  charters  in 
their  preliminary  drafts  as  Parliamentary 
Papers  along  with  the  BiU.  So  the 
House  will  be  in  full  possession  of  them, 
1  hope,  in  a  very  few  days — ^a  considerable 
time  before   the  Easter  holidaySk   Hmu 


345 


Irish 


{31  March  1908} 


Universities. 


346 


Itfembers  who  like  to  pay  sufficient 
attention  to  the  subject  will  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  full  details  of  the  scheme. 
As  to  the  proposed  size  of  the  Senates, 
so  far  as  t7e  have  got  at  present  the 
Dublin  Senate  is  composed  of  thirty-six 
members  and  the  Belfast  Senate  of 
thirty-five.  I  deprecate  very  much  any 
inquiry  as  to  the  religious  beliefs  of  these 
gentlemen  and  ladies — there  are  two 
ladies  on  the  first  nominated  Senates. 
I  know  it  is  most  difficult  to  prevent 
questions  arising  upon  that  point.  I 
may  say  I  am  informed  by  my  theological 
scouts — I  have  no  knowledge  myself, 
1  cannot  be  expected  to  have  knowledge 
of  the  religious  beliefs  of  seventy  or 
-eighty  gentlemen  and  ladies  with  whom 
I  have  only  been  brought  into  contact 
on  a  purely  academic  subject — I  am 
informed  that  on  the  Belfast  nominated 
Senate  there  is  one  Roman  Catholic 
and  on  the  Dublin  nominated  Senate 
there  are  seven  Protestants.  Amongst 
them  I  am  glad  to  notice  the  name  of 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge,  and 
I  may  be  permitted  to  express  the  hope 
that,  if  all  goes  well,  he  will  succeed 
in  infusing  into  the  new  University  some 
Dortion  of  his  own  passion  for  the 
Humanities,  and  even,  it  may  be,  some 
trace  of  his  own  exquisite  scholarship. 
The  permanent  constitution  of  these 
two  Senates  will  be  found  stated  in  the 
first  schedule  of  the  Bill.  I  will  indicate 
very  roughly  what  it  is  in  Dublin.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  University,  the  Vice- 
Chancellor,  the  three  presidents  of  the 
conBtituent  colleges  of  Dublin,  Cork, 
and  Galway,  the  persons  nominated 
by  His  Majesty,  one  at  least  of  whom 
is  to  be  a  woman.  Then  the  three 
<x>llege8  of  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Galway 
will  elect  fourteen.  I  have  no  doubt 
by  that  means  the  professorial  body 
Will  be  largely  represented  on  the  govern- 
ing l)ody.  Convocation  will  elect  five, 
and  there  are  powers  for  the  co-optation 
of  six.  I  merely  mention  this  as  a 
scheme  which,  on  the  whole,  after 
•caieful  consideration,  commends  itself 
to  the  mind  of  the  Government,  but  in 
no  way,  I  need  scarcely  say,  as  being 
a  final  settlement  of  the  composition 
of  this  permanent  body.  Our  object 
is  to  make  it  an  academic  body,  and  to 
-prevent  anything  like  ex  officio  repre- 


sentation appearing  upon  it,  in  order 
that  the  University  graduates  and  pro- 
fessors hereafter  may  have  full  power 
of  representing  themselves.  The  com- 
position of  the  Belfast  body  is  somewhat 
different.  There  is  the  Chancellor  and 
they  propose  to  have  two  pro-Chancellors. 
They  are  very  anxious  to  honour  Sir 
Donald  Currie  in  his  old  age  for  his 
great  generosity  and  the  interest  he 
takes  in  this  subject.  I  only  regret 
that  Lord  Kelvin  has  disappeared  before 
this  dear  wish  in} his  heart  has  been 
realised.  Then  the  Crown  nominates, 
the  professors  elect,  the  graduates  elect, 
and  the  Lord  Mayor  for  the  time  being, 
the  president  for  the  time  being  of  the 
Belfast  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  the 
chairman  of  the  board  of  management 
of  the  Royal  Victoria  Hospital  have  all 
got  places  on  the  permanent  Senate  of 
Belfast  University.  Now,  the  governing 
bodies  of  Cork  and  Galway  have  to 
be  considered,  because  a  great  part  of 
the  success  of  the  new  university  in 
Dublin  depends  upon  Cork  and  Galway 
becoming  flourishing  constituent  centres. 
They  are  at  present  governed  by  a 
president  and  six  of  the  professors,  a 
close  corporation.  For  reasons  I  need 
not  give,  these  two  colleges  have  never 
in  any  way  tapped  the  resources  of  the 
parts  of  the  country  where  they  are 
situated.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
part  of  the  country  where  there  is  a 
larger  supply  of  eager  students,  men, 
not  wealthy,  but  anxious  to  learn,  and 
if  the  governing  bodies  are  reconstructed 
they  will  largely  increase  their  numbers. 
There  has  been  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  the  reconstruction  of  these  bodies. 
Nothing  has  been  more  gratifying  to 
me.  They  have  been  reconstructed  so 
that  they  will  contain  some  twenty 
persons.  All  classes  and  creeds  have 
combined  to  express  their  willingness 
to  work  in  any  scheme  of  this  *kind. 
Therefore  we  shall  have  no  difficulty. 
Catholic  bishops,  Protestant  bishops,  the 
Catholic  gentry,  professional  men,  and 
persons  academical  are  associated  upon 
these  temporary  bodies.  In  the  case 
of  these  bodies  it  is  thought  that  three 
years  will  be  sufficient  as  the  period 
of  nomination.  After  these  three  years 
they  also  will  be  academically  elected 
bodies.  Provision  has  been  made  in 
both     cases    for    local    representation. 
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Local  authorities,  county  councils,  and 
the  like  have  agreed  to  participate  in 
the  work  which,  I  am  sure,  will  benefit 
them,  even  if  it  does  not  always  benefit 
the  bodies  with  whom  they  are  associated. 
Then  in  Dublin  University  I  do  exactly 
the  same  thing.  A  three  years  nominated 
governing  body  to  be  replaced  at  the  end 
of  that  time  by  an  academically  elected 
governing    body.     The    powers    of    the 
Senate  are  similar  in  all  cases  and  are 
set  out  in  the  charters,  and  the  charters 
are  really  very  much  in  the   form  of 
copies  of  other  charters  which  are  in 
existence.     They  have  power  to  confer 
degrees  and  admit  graduates  and  so  on. 
There  are  some  thirty  powers  which  are 
very  much  the  same  as  those  which  will 
be  found  in  the  charter  of  the  new  Uni- 
versity of  London  or  any  other  purely 
academic  body.     Questions,  however,  do 
arise  as  to  the  appointment  of  professors 
and     as    to    what    would    happen    on 
the  appointment  or  dismissal  of  an}'  pro- 
fessor.     The     Senates    and    governing 
bodies  of  these  Universities  must  have 
the    appointment    of    their    professors. 
Here  again  difficulties  arise  with  the  out- 
Ipng  colleges.     Some  question  has  arisen 
as  to  how  far  Cork  and  Gralway  should 
have  a  right  to  send  up  three  names  to 
the  Senate  from  which  the  Senate  must 
choose,  or  whether  the  Senate  should  have 
a   right   to  proceed  outside   and  select 
somebody  who  is  not  in  the  list.     That 
is  a  question  on  which  there  may  be  some 
difference  of  opinion.    My  own  view  is 
that  as  far  as  possible  the  dignity  of  the 
l^^niversity  should  be  kept  up,  because 
Universities  have  a  tendency  to  disappear 
before  active  colleges.     That  is  a  matter 
which  will  be  really  the  better  for  some 
discussion  hereafter.     Professors  will  be 
appointed  and  dismissed  by  the  Senate.  ; 
Then  questions  arise  as  to  whether  a  pro-  i 
fessor  dismissed  should  not  have  a  right 
of  appeal.    I  think  he  should,  and  accord-  ; 
ingly  the  Bill  provides  that  a  professor  ! 
who  has  been  dismissed  by  the  Senate 
should  have  a  right  to  appeal  to  the 
visitor.    The    Crown   reserves   to   itself 
and  its  successors  the  right  of  being  the 
visitor  both  of  this  University  in  Belfast  > 
and  of  this  new  University  in  Dublin, 
and  it^jwill  act  through  a  Board  of  Visitors 
who  will  be  nominated  by  the  Crown  as 
occasion  arises,  of  course  paying  some 
attention  to  the  nature  o£  the  dispute  • 

Mr.  Birrell 


I  to  be  decided.     Professors  may  be  dis- 
I  missed  for  a  variety  of  reasons,  Bome 
disciplinary    reasons    relating    to   char- 
acter and  the   like,   and    sometimes  it 
may  be,  but  I  hope  very  seldom,  witii 
regard  to  questions  which  have  given  rise 
to  philosophical  or  religious  discussions. 
The  Crown  reserves  the  right  to  appoint 
the  Board  of  Visitors  on  all  occasions 
when  its  authority  is  appealed  to.    There- 
fore I  make  it  plain  in  the  charter  that 
it  is  to   exercise  these  visitorial  rights 
through  the  Board  of  Visitors  who  are 
to  have  regard  to  the  nature   of  the 
dispute.     There  is  one  other  matter  I 
wish  to  mention,  and  that  is  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  professors  of  the  new  Cbllege 
of  Dublin.     The  professors  in  the  existing 
colleges  of  Cork  and  Galway  go  on.    They 
hold  their  positions  imder  tenure  from  the 
Crown  during  good  behaviour  and  no- 
body wishes  to  interfere  with  them  in 
going  on  and  accepting  professorships  in 
the  new  University,  and  they  will  remain 
professors  of  the  University  on  the  old 
terms.    When   they   die   or    retire  the 
Senate  will  appoint  their  successors  under 
the  provisions  of  the  charter.     But  the 
new  college  in  Dublin  is  not  in  that 
position  and  professors  will  have  to  be 
appointed.    I  have  thought  this  question 
out  very  carefully,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
is  desirable  that  the  nominated  temper* 
ary  Senate  should  have  the  appointment 
of  the  professors  in  the  first  instance  of 
the  new  college,  because  when  you  come 
to  study  the  composition  of  that  new 
Senate  and  its  professional  character,  it 
will  be  seen  that  a  good  many  of  its 
members  would  themselves  be  eligible 
for  these  posts.  Therefore  I  have  thought 
it  desirable  that  these  professors  diould 
be   appointed   by  the   Statutory  Com- 
missions which  it  is  proposed  to  set  up 
under  this  Bill  of  which  there  will  be  two, 
one  for  Belfast  and  one  for  Dublin.   They 
will  have  to  sit  together  for  some  time  as 
it  may  be  thought  joint  interests  mar 
arise,  but  otherwise  they  will  be  inde- 
pendent   Commissions — Commissions   of 
seven,  four  elected  by  the  Senate  and 
three  nominated  by  the  Crown.       To 
these  seven  gentlemen  I  propose,  in  the 
first   instance,   to  entrust  the  duty  of 
appointing  professors  for  the  new  college 
and,  of  course,  of  fixing  their  salaries. 
An  important  question  arises  as  to  the 
President  of  this  new  college  in  Dublin ; 
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and  I  need  scarcely  say  it  is  a  very  im- 
portant   subject.     The    first    man    who 
would  occur  to  us  is  Dr.  Delany,  whom  I 
have  already  mentioned  and  who  has  for 
many  years  devoted  himself  with  great* 
success  and  with  the  utmost  industry  to 
the    education    of    Catholic    youths    in 
University  College.     But  there  are  ob- 
jections to  that  course  which  he  appre- 
ciates himself,  and  he  has  written  to  me 
to   say  that   he   feels   those   objections 
prevail — he  is  seventy-six  years  of  age — 
but  his  one  desire  is  that  this  scheme 
should  be  a  great  success  and  he  wishes, 
before  he  dies,  to  see  a  University  in 
Dublin.     There  are  some  objections  to 
starting  with  a  clergyman,  and  there  may 
be  in  some  minds  objection  to  starting 
with  a  Jesuit.     I  am  bound  to  say  that 
any  Chief  Secretary  who  has  enjoyed  the 
acquaintance  of  Dr.  Delany  will  not  feel 
that,  but  it  will  be  felt  in  certain  quarters, 
and    I    do    think    that    until    tradition 
trrows    up     it     is      rather       desirable 
that  the  head  of  this  new  college  should 
be  a  layman,  in  order  that  the  tradition 
should  not  spring  up  that  the  president 
has  to  be  a  clerg3rman.    We  all  know 
how  in  our  colleges  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge a  tradition  grows  up  and  is  pre- 
served.   Therefore,   while  I  tender  my 
thanks  to  Dr.  Delany  for  his  patriotism 
in  this  matter,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
that  the  president  of  this  new  college  | 
shotdd  be  a  layman — a  Catholic  layman 
and  a  younger  man — in  order  that  it  j 
fthould  secure  a  good  start  under  ener- 
fietic  and  sympathetic  rule.     That  is  all 
I  have  to  say  on  that  subject.     There  , 
is  a  very  important  subject  with  regard 
to  all  colleges  of  this  kind  and  that  is 
affiliation.    The  charter  which  the  House 
will  soon  have  an  opportunity  of  reading, 
secures  that  the  University  may  affiliate, 
or  allow  a  constituent  college  to  affiliate,  ; 
an   institution  which  in   certain  limited  ; 
subjects  is  capable  of  giving  University 
training.    I  have  done  my  best  in  order 
that  it  may  be  made  as  strict  as  possible  ; 
so  that  they  shall  not  be  at  liberty,  even  ' 
if  they  desire  it,  to  affiliate  with  those 
which  cannot   honestly   be  said   to   be  J 
doing    University   work.      Unless     you  i 
have  a  severely  restricted  right  of  affilia- 
tion your  University  may  become  a  sort 
of  ocniglomeration  of  secondary  schools, 
and  that  is  a  thing  to  be  avoided.     The 
Hooae  may  say  what  about  Maynooth 


and    Magee  ?     Those     are     institutions 
known   to   us   all.     I   have   very   little 
doubt,  though  they  are  not  constituent 
colleges,  in  the  charter  of  Bill  that  they 
will  be  affiliated  by  the  Senate.     With 
regard  to  Magee,  that  is  a  Presbyterian 
foundation,  it  educates  both  the  Presby- 
terian clergy  and  the  Presbyterian  lay- 
men.   In  its  Arts  schools  it  has  always 
had    an    honourable    connection     with, 
and     has     sent     persons     every     year 
to  graduate    at    the    Royal    University, 
and    I    think    it    would    interfere    with 
the   success  of   my   scheme   and   would 
.  be    unjust    to    the    Presbyterian    foun- 
I  dation    were    its   rights    not   preserved. 
I  The    same    with   regard    to  Maynooth, 
where,  as  we  all  know,  Roman  Catholic, 
!  clergy  are  educated.     A  University  which 
I  ignores  the  clergy  of  the  country  starts 
I  at    a    great    disadvantage.    Maynooth 
!  has  been  very  closely  connected  of  late 
years  with  the  Royal,  and  it  has  made 
it  a  condition  that  every  person  who 
enters  its  walls  as  a  student  shall  have 
matriculated  at  the  Royal.    Its  course 
is  a  long  one  of  seven  years,  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  students  in  the 
first  three  years  take  the  Arts  programme 
at  the  Royal  and  proceed  to  degrees. 
It  would  be  a  great  hardship  upon  the 
Maynooth  students  if  we  prevented  them 
from  taking  degrees  at  the  University 
which  takes  the  place  of  the  Royal  to 
which  they  have  gone  hitherto  for  their 
degrees.     My    own    belief    is    that    the 
Senate    will    affiliate    both    Magee    and 
Maynooth.     Then    as    to    examinations. 
We  shall  take  care  that  at  the  examina- 
tions   conducted    at    Cork,    Galway,    or 
Dublin  the  local  professors  shall  in  every, 
case    be    associated    with    an    external 
teacher  who  will  have  a  veto  in  deciding 
whether  the  person  examined  has  shown 
a  faculty  and  (Opacity  for  learning  and 
benefiting  by  the  teaching.     That,  and 
not  the  mere  number  of  marks  gained, 
is,  I  think,  the  way  to  get  the  greatest 
benefit  from  University   t-eaching.     The 
scheme    will    have    sufficient   safeguards 
to  allow  the  professors  who  have  actu- 
ally   taught     to    have     an     important 
voice  in  determining  the  questions  and 
in  judging  answers.     So  that  the  degree 
attained  at  Galway  should  not  be  better 
or  worse  than  that  at  Cork  or  Dublin 
in  the  estimation   of  learned   men.     It 
is  a  delicate  problem,  the  difficulties  of 
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which  arise  from  this  particular  federa- 
tion.    I  think,  if  I  may  say  so,  there  is 
wisdom  in  the  course  I  have  adopted  in 
limiting  the  federation  as  much  as  possible. 
I  say  frankly  I  would  much  sooner  that 
Cork  and  Galway,  great  and  important 
places,  were  strong  and  powerful  enough 
to  run  Universities  of  their  own — I  hope 
that  Cork  may  yet  be.     But  if  it  is  not 
the  case,  we  have  to  adopt  limits,  and 
those  who  have  kindly  assisted  me  in 
this  matter  have  taken  the  utmost  pre- 
cautions to  secure  the  general  standard 
in  the  University.     My  right  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  for  War,  who,  like  myself, 
is   a    great   enthusiast   in    this   matter, 
reminds  me  that  I  have  not  called  atten- 
tion  to   one   clause   in   the   Bill.     That 
clause   provides  that  the   moneys  paid 
to  the  governing  body  of  the  University 
or  college,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be 
used  in  accordance  with  their  statutes, 
but  no  such  sum  shall  be  applied  for  the 
provision  or  maintenance  of  any  church, 
chapel,  or  any  other  place  of  religious 
obser^-auce,    or    for    the    provision    and 
maintenance   of  any   theological  or  re- 
ligious teaching.     I  say  nothing  on  that 
subject.     I  think  it  is  an  object  which 
some  do  ill  to  leave  out,  but  at  all  events, 
it  can  be  provided  for  out  of  other  than 
public  money,  and   I  think  that  is  in 
accordance   with  the  general  sentiment 
of  this  country.     I  have  only  now  to  refer 
to  the  finance  of  this  great  undertaking. 
The  present  charge  upon  the  Exchequci 
is  £o6,500,   the   present  charge   on  the 
Irish  Church  Fund  is  £20,000  ;     that  i.^ 
the   beginning   and   end    of   the   public 
charge,  so  far  as  it  goes.     We  propose 
to  divide   the  £20,000  a  yerr  between 
*  the  two  new  Universities,  each  of  which 
will  have  £10,000,  and  we  propose  to 
increase   the   lump   sum   of   £3G,500   to 
£80,000.     That  is  the  provision  by  w^ay 
of  new  endowment,  £4:3,500.     Opinions 
may  differ  whether  that  is  enough    or 
not ;  my  ovni  belief  is  that  it  is  adequate 
for  the  occasion,  that  it  will  be  enough  if 
this  Bill  gets  through  to  make  it  plain 
that    these    two    Universities    will    be 
successful.     That  I  regard  as  a  sine  qua 
non.      I  found  Ireland  in  a  state  of  pro- 
found   scepticism   as   to   whether,    not- 
withstanding all  its  reports  of  this  House 
and  the  eager  promises  of  many  of  its 
leading  men,  the  good  day  would  ever 
come  when  such  proposals  could  really 

Mr.  Bhrell. 


be  carried.    I  do  not  think  there  is  mncli 
use  expecting  the  want  to  be  supplied 
by    private    beneficence    or    generosity^ 
even  in  a  country  which  imfortunately  is 
not  a   great  and   wealthy   community, 
such  as  is  Liverpool,  where  the  Univenity 
has  already  been  endowed  with  enormous 
sums.    That  cannot  be  ;  still,  much  can 
be  looked  for  in  Ireland,  but  not  unless 
and  until  this  House  by  passing  this  Bill 
inaugurates  proposals  on  a  scale  to  mab 
it   plain   that  the   thing   will  succeed. 
When  that  has  been  done,  we  may  con- 
fidently expect  in  Ulster,   Bel&st,  and 
Dublin  considerable  endowments,  it  may 
be  from  the  pence  of  the  poor  or  from 
the   investments  of  the  rich,   enabling 
suitable  chairs  to  be  properly  endowed, 
and  all  the  branches  of  learning  folly 
represented  in   these  new  Universities. 
But  we  have  got  to  do  our  duty  first,  and 
I  think  the  sum  I  have  named  by  way  of 
endowment  is  adequate.    The  proposal 
which  will  be  found  in  the  schedule  is 
that   Belfast   will    get   £10,000   for  its 
University,    part   of   the    Irish    Church 
Fund';    it  will  also  have  £18,000  by  way 
of  annual    endowment,    making  in|[flJl 
£28,000   a   year.    The   new    coUege  iu 
Dublin,  of  course,  has  got  first  of  all  to  be 
built,  and  then  endowed  and  maintained^ 
and  the  proposal  is  that  out  of  the  monej» 
which  I  have  suggested  £32,000  a  year 
shall    endow    and    maintain    the    new 
University  in  Dublin  when  it  has  once 
been  started.    Then  the  income  of  the 
Queen's  College,  Cork,  will  be  increased 
to  £18,0G0  a  year,  and  the  income  of 
Queen's    College,    Galway,    will    be   in- 
creased  to    £12,000   a   year.     I   think 
those  sums  are  sufficient  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  case.    Building  grants,  of 
course,  become  necessary.    Belfast  has 
got  fine  buildings,  but  they  are  inadequate 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Universi^,  and  it 
is  proposed  that  a  grant  of  £60,000  should 
be  made  to  the  new  University  of  Bel&st 
to  enable  it  to  celebrate  this  auspicious 
occasion,  as  I  trust  it  may  be,  and  pro- 
vide itself  with  the  sinngs  and  appear- 
ances  of   a   University  worthy   of  the 
distinguished  province  to  which  it  belongs* 
I  am  told  that  a  maximum  sum  for  &e 
purpose  of  the  University  and  college  in 
Dublin  should  be  £150,000.    That  will 
not  be  sufficient  to  build  on  any  scale 
a  residential  college  ;  I  think  hostels  and 
institutions  of  that  sort  will  have  to  be 
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left  to  private  enterprise  and  generosity. 
But  it  will,  I  hope,  be  sufficient  first  of 
all  to  complete  the  present  University 
buildings,  which  will  be  utilised,  many 
of  them,  for  college  purposes.  At  pre- 
sent, for  the  greater  part  of  the  year 
the  laboratories  and  the  like  stand 
empty,  and  those  can  be  thrown  in  as 
college  property,  for  college  purposes. 
The  college  will  have  to  be  built  represent- 
ing all  the  dignity  and  social  life  of 
a  college ;  a  library,  gymnasium,  and 
reading-rooms  may  be  necessary,  and,  of 
course,  lecture-rooms,  and  a  residence, 
it  may  be,  for  the  principal. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  A  cricket  field. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  I  hope  a  cricket 
ground,  which  is,  no  doubt,  an  essential. 
I  recognise  that  cricket  is  a  faculty  by 
itself.  Then,  Cork  and  Gal  way  will 
receive  very  considerable  sums  also  for 
the  purpose  of  their  buildings.  I  think 
the  financial  proposals  will  be  found 
sufficient.  I  said  I  would  not  introduce 
any  party  aspect.  I  put  before  Unionists 
and  Nationalists  alike  first  the  obliga- 
tion of  government,  in  which  all  of  us, 
whatever  our  opinions  may  be,  may  be 
proud  to  take  a  share.  I  believe  that  the 
objections  of  Belfast  to  a  University 
have  largely  disappeared  during  the  last 
five  or  six  years.  Speaking  from  know- 
ledge gained  chiefly  from  academic 
sources,  I  can  only  say  that  there  is  the 
utmost  enthusiasm  in  Queen's  College, 
Belfast,  for  this  new  scheme.  I  believe 
the  province  is  quite  large  enough  to 
maintain  a  University,  and  the  value  of 
her  degrees,  and  I  am  only  sorry  that 
Lord  Kelvin  did  not  live  to  become  the 
first  Chancellor  of  a  University  which,  I 
hope,  is  destined  to  be  great.  As  for 
reliigion,  all  I  can  say  is  that  these  new 
Universities  start  precisely  on  the  same 
grounds.  They  are  not  denominational 
institutions,  they  are  not  marred  and 
disfigured  by  tests  of  any  sort  or  kind. 
The  most  anybody  can  say  is  that  we 
are  planting  one  University  on  what, 
I  suppose,  may  be  called  Protestant  soil, 
although  there  are  many  Roman  Catholics 
in  Ulster,  and  the  other  on  what  may  be 
called  Roman  Cotholic  soil,  although 
there  are  many  Protestants  in  Dublin 
and  Cork,  and  some  even  in  Galway. 


These  Universities,  as  they  grow,  thrive, 
and  develop,  may,  I  dare  say,  develop 
some  differences  of  tone  and  temper 
and  disposition,  but  I  believe  the  temple 
of  learning  is  wide  enough  for  both, 
and  that  there  is  room  enough  in  Ireland 
to  provide  for  Catholics  and  Protestants, 
and  all  eager  and  quick  to  learn,  not 
merely  in  the  arts,  but  in  the  exacter 
sciences,  in  mathematics,  and  engineering. 
If  I  have  the  good  fortune  to  succeed 
where  far  greater  men  have  failed,  it 
will  only  be  due  to  the  fact  that  I  have 
sought  counsel  on  all  sides,  and  have 
had  no  personal  feeling  in  this  matter. 
There  is  no  originality  about  this  scheme 
— anybody  who  likes  may  claim  it  as 
his  own ;  but  if  we  are  all  united  in 
support  of  it  we  shall  have  done  a  great 
work  for  Ireland,  and  future  generations 
may  rise  up  and  thank  us. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  make  further  provision  with  respect 
to  University  Education  in  Ireland." — 
(Mr,  BirrelL) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  has  dealt 
at  length  with  a  subject  on  which  there 
is  not  only  a  great  division  in  this  House 
— that  may  perhaps  be  said  of  almost 
all  subjects  frequently  before  us — but 
on  which  there  is  a  great  division  not 
merely  between  Parties.  He  has  dealt 
with  it  in  a  manner  and  spirit  which, 
I  think,  has  been  agreeable  to  everybody 
— to  those  who  agree  with  and  those 
who  differ  from  him.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  agree  with  him,  but  I  think  I  may 
speak  even  for  those  who  do  not  when 
I  say  that  no  single  word  has  fallen 
from  him  which  can  offend  any  suscepti- 
bilities. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave, 
as  was  proper,  a  brief  preliminary 
historical  statement  leading  up  to  his 
proposals.  Ho  gave  us  some  account 
of  the  history  of  this  question  as  it 
affects  the  Government  of  which  he  is 
a  Member.  I  confess  his  explanations 
on  that  point  have  left  me  as  puzzled 
as  I  was  before.  He  told  us  that  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  had  spoken  with 
the  authority  of  the  Cabinet,  not  only 
when  he  annomiced  an  entirely  different 
scheme,  but  when  he  announced  that 
that  scheme   was   the   only  one   which 
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ever  expect  from  the 
present  Administration.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  different  counsels  have  pre- 
vailed, but  how  the  Cabinet  can  ever 
have    authorised    so    sweeping    and    so 


be,  and  in  which  it  is  not  at  the  present 
time.  Of  the  plan  itself  I  have  very  little 
to  say.  I  quite  agree  that  it  is  impossiUe 
for  any  Member  of  this  House,  whoUkei 
the  trouble  to  examine  into  the  existing 


have  been  converted  to  what  I  certainly 
tlunk  myself  the  far  more  reasonable 
and  rational  proposals  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  now  laid  before  us. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  the 
only  object  which  induced  him  to  leave 
the  Education  Office  and  take  up  the  diffi- 
cult post  of  Chief  Secretary  was  the  hope 
of  being  able  to  settle  this  University 
<juestion.  I  was  touched  by  that  state- 
ment. It  also  somewhat  surprised  me. 
It  seemed  to  me  there  was  rather  a  violent 


unfortunate  a  statement  from  one  of  j  state  of  higher  education  in  Ireland,  to  be 
their  Members  I  cannot  imagine,  nor  1  content  to  leave  to  an  examining  Uni- 
lo  I  know  by  what  process  the  Cabinet    versity  the  great  charge  of  dealing  with 

higher  education  for  the  larger  part  of 
the  population.  That  is  an  intolerable 
situation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  us  a  <|Uotation  from  Melancthon 
containing  a  great  eulogy  of  examinations, 
but,  if  I  may  venture  to  differ  from  such 
great  authorities,  I  should  like  to  express 
emphatically  my  dissent.  I  do  not 
believe,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does,  in  the  system  of  competitive 
examinations  under  which,  I  believe,  the 
best  interests  of  academic  learning  arc 
.  ,,  ,.     .  ,,.,,      ,.,     now  oppressed  and  smothered :  nor  do  I 

change  between  bringing  ma  Bill  which  ,  Jjj  believe  that  Melancthon  would 
was  intended  to  destroy  the  denomina-  }^^^,^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  3^^  ^j  ^^^^^ 
tional  atmosphere  in  places  of  education  ^.^^^  IheLve  not  looked  into  the 
in  this  country,  and  going  across  the  .^estion  of  German  University  education 
Channel  for  the  sole  iMii7)ose  of  establish- ^  .;^    ^^^     ^^^^^    ^^^  but     j    rather 

mg  a  great  academic  institution  m  which  ;  ^^^  ^^  ^^at  what  Melancthon  referred  to 
religious  belief  and  a  denoininational  ,v'cre  the  sort  of  controversies  which  are 
atmosphere  wei-e  to  prevail  in  the  future.  ^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^  ^bis  House  between 
I  do  not  know  i  the  right  hon.  Ocntlo- ;  tlemen  on  opposite  sides,  on  which 
man  could  introduce  into  his  measure  for    ^^^^^^^    ^    more    impartial    and   more 

learned  jury  had  to  pronounce,  but 
which  were  actually  very  much  in  the 
nature  of  debates  and  not  at  all  in  the 
nature  of  these  competitive  examinations 
which  have  been  invented  for  the  pei^ 
plexity  of  students  and  are  not,  in  mj 
opinion,  in  the  best  interests  of  academic 
training.  However  that  may  be,  we  all 
as^roe,  whether  we  believe  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  Melancthon  or  not 


England  the  same  broad  recognition 


of 


facts  which  he  has  shown  in  his  treatment 
of  this  Irish  question.  If  ho  could  1 
think  we  should  be  near  a  settlement  of  a 
subject  which  is  almost  tis  difficult  of 
final  solution,  and  leads  to  almost  as 
embittered  controversies  on  this  side  of  the 
St.  George's  Channel,  as  the  question  of 
the  University  has  done,  or  is  likely  to 
do,  on  the  other  side.     1  pass  from  the 


history  which  the  right  hon    aentloman  i  ^^  ^^  examinations,  or  whether  we  believe 
gave  m  his  statement  of  Irish  Lni versity    ,„  ^.^^^  ^^^  tumultuary  reading,  which 


education  since  it  was  begun  in  Ireland. 
It  has  not  been  on  the  whole  a  successful 
history,  though  much  has  been  done  ;  and 
I  am  glad  to  think,  speaking  as  a 
Conservative  and  as  a  Unionist,  that 
everything  that  has  been  done  so  far 
has  been  done  by  the  Party  of  which  I 
am  a  member.  All  the  Bills  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  without 
exception,  have  boon  passed  into  law  as 
Conservative  and  Unionist  measures.  I 
hope  that  on  this  occasion  the  right  hon. 
(Tcntleman  will  share  with  us  and  be  able 
to  claim  for  his  Party  at  least  an  equal 
meed  of  praise  from  those  who  desire  to 
see  academic  education  for  Ireland  put  in 
the  position  in  which  certainly  it  ought  to 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour. 


m  _  _ 

is  my  position — we  are  all  of  one 
mind  in  thinking  that  the  teaching 
University  is  the  only  real  way  of  carrying 
out  the  higher  training  of  those  who 
have  entered  into  adult  life  and  are  jost 
about  to  deal  with  the  business  of  their 
profession  or  the  business  of  promoting 
learning  and  research.  Holding  that 
view,  I  do  not  believe  that,  speaking 
broadly,  a  better  plan  could  be  devised 
— I  am  talking  only  of  its  main  outline — 
than  that  which  has  been  propounded  to 
us  by  the  Government.  The  scheme  of 
Mr.  "  Bryce  included  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  within  its  purview.  That  womd 
have  been  resented  as  an  intolerable 
wrong    by  Trinity  College    itself,  and 
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would,  I  believe,  have  roused  antagonism 
in  every  University  body  throughout 
England  and  Scotland.  The  Govern- 
ment have  been  certainly  well  advised 
in  leaving  that  great  institution  which 
has  done,  is  doing,  and  will  do  in  the 
future  so  much  for  Ireland,  to  carry  out 
the  traditions  which  it  has  created,  and 
which  from  day  to  day  is  proving  itself 
worthy  to  administer  the  funds  which  in 
the  past,  and  certainly  in  the  present, 
are  being  used  in  the  very  best  interests 
of  the  higher  education  of  the  country. 
Trinity  College  is  safe,  and  is  not  touched 
by  this  Bill ;  I  think  that  alone  shows 
the  great  superiority  of  the  measure 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
proposed  over  the  abortive  suggestions 
that  were  made  two  years  ago.  The 
only  point  of  doubt  I  should  have  about 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
«o  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  gather 
its  import  from  the  statements  he  has 
made,  is  as  to  whether  he  is  right  in 
altogether  excluding  the  Crown  from  all 
appointments  to  the  professorships.  As 
I  understand  his  plan,  the  country  has  to 
provide  practically  all  the  funds  of  the 
two  institutions,  and  yet  the  whole  of 
the  appointments  is  to  be  left  to  the 
Senatus.  I  believe  that  would  be  periectly 
right  with  regard  to  the  majority  of  the 
appointments.  But  I  have  had  some  ex- 
perience in  this  matter  of  selecting  pro- 
fessors, and  I  am  inclined  to  think  the 
responsibility  of  the  Crown  in  the  matter 
is  very  often  advantageously  exercised. 
It  is  only  by  appointments  through  the 
Crown  that  you  can  be  sure  of  not  being 
unduly  influenced  by  academic  surround* 
incs.  The  Senatus  is  almost  certain  to 
select  the  best  men  for  the  University 
if  the  charge  is  confined  to  members  of 
the  University,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  any  partiality,  while  I  am  sure 
they  would  be  judges  of  merit.  But  it  is 
not  certain  always  that  the  Senatus 
would  be  willing  and  anxious  to  go  out- 
side the  limits  of  its  own  members.  The 
SoottishUniversities  do  constantly  appoint 
professors  who  are  not  of  the  alumni  of 
the  Universities  at  which  they  are  asked 
to  lecture.  My  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge,  to 
whom  t)re  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  an 
-eloqu^,  and  I  think,  most  deserved 
ufftence,  has  himself,  I  think,  taught  in 
It  least  two  Universities  besides  the  one 
which  had  the  honour  of  giving  him  his 
i^lucation.     Nevertheless,  I  am  not  quite 


NXlUCI 


sure — I  put  it  rather  tentatively — 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  wise, 
in  the  interests  of  academic  learning,  to 
hand  over  the  whole  of  the  University 
patronage  to  the  Senatus  of  the  institu- 
tions which  he  is  about  to  create.  That 
is  not  an  opinion  which  is  very  commonly 
shared  in  the  House.  It  may  be  an 
idiosyncrasy  of  my  own  ;  at  all  events  I 
do  not  wish  unduly  to  press  it.  That  is 
the  only  criticism  which  I  have  to  pass 
this  evening  on  the  scheme.  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  I  quite  understand 
the  relation  of  the  two  new  universities 
with  Maynooth.  It  is  most  desirable,  I 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  clergy  of  any  country  should 
come  into  some  kind  of  contact  with 
their  fellows,  and  should  have  an  educa- 
tion in  matters  outside  the  relatively 
narrow  range  of  theological  subjects. 
But  I  do  not  gather  that  those  who  are 
ultimately  to  go  through  a  theological 
course  at  Maynooth  are  to  be  in  any 
sense  resident,  or  to  have  the  advantage, 
as  I  think,  of  admixture  with  laymen  of 
their  own  age  in  the  period  of  their 
going  through  their  arts  course.  That 
may  perhaps  be  inconsistent  with  the 
views  of  those  who  have  to  regulate  such 
matters  in  Ireland.  If  so  I  regret  it.  I 
personally  believe  that  the  clergy  of  all 
denominations,  without  exception,  would 
be  better  calculated  to  carry  out  their 
great  work  in  later  life  if  some  part  of 
their  academic  career  at  all  events 
were  passed  in  that  general  atmos- 
phere of  fellowship  with  their  equals 
in  age  and  allies  in  studies — an  ad- 
mixture which,  so  far  as  laymen  are 
concerned,  all  who  had  been  at  Univer- 
sities will  admit  is  perhaps  the  most 
valuable  gift  the  Universities  can  give  to 
those  who  *  are  educated  within  their 
walls — far  better  and  more  important 
than  all  the  examinations  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  Melancthon  has 
dreamt  of.  But,  after  all,  when  we 
touch  this  question  of  the  education  of 
the  clergy  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
the  Protestant  who  deals  with  it  touches 
upon  matters  on  which  he  is  little  qualified 
to  assert  the  opinion  of  those  who  differ 
from  him  in  matters  of  religion.  I  do  not 
desire  to  press  unduly  that  point.  Literal- 
ly, I  have  no  other  commentary,  I  will  not 
say  of  a  hostile  or  even  of  a  critical 
character,  to  pass  upon  the  plan.  It 
seems  to  me  an  absolutely  sincere  effort 
to  solve  a  great   difficulty.     I  do  not 


359 


Irish 


{COMMONS} 


Univemties. 


860 


Ijelieve  that  any  of  his  predecessors  in 
office  could  have  proposed  so  good  a  plan 
with  a  chance  of  its  being  accepted — by 
which  I  mean  that  I  think  the  opinion, 
both  Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant,  in 
Ireland  has  greatly  modified,  matured, 
and  developed  since  this  question  first 
came  to  the  front  about  twenty  years 
ago,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  any  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  predecessors  in 
that  period  would  have  had  the  smallest 
chance   of    receiving    the    adhesion    of,  I 
perhaps.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway, 
but  certainly  of  many  in  Ireland  whom 
they  represent,  bad  they  produced  this 
scheme  in  other  Parliaments.     I  am  glad 
to  think  that  at  all  events  the  opinion  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  majority  of  Ireland 
IS  modified  in  the  direction  of   what  I 
call   a   sound  academic  tradition,  and  I 
hope  and   think  there   has  been    some 
corresponding  movement  on  the  part  of 
Protestants  also.     It  is  well  known  that 
X  do  not  wholly  agree  with  some  of  my 
best  friends  from   Ireland  behind  me ; 
they  do  not  take  the  same  view  as  I  do  on 
this  question.     However  that  may  be,  it 
must  be  plain  to  everyone  acquainted  with 
the  matter  that  the  general  scheme  which 
the   right   hon.   Gentleman   has    turned 
out  provides  for  Ireland  academic  institu- 
tions in  the  best  sense  of  the  word,  in- 
stitutions which  ought  to  have  and  which 
I  think  will  have  the  power  of  gradually 
building  up  a  tradition  of  sound  learning, 
impolluted  and  unperverted  by  religious 
prejudice  or  bigotry  on  either  side,  having 
for  their  object  the  advancement  of  sound 
learning  and  the  education  of  the  rising 
youth  of  the  country.     If  this  Bill  does, 
as   I   hope   it  will,  become  part  of  the 
law  of  the  land  we  shall  be  able  to  look  to 
Ireland  as  one  can  now  look  to  Scotland 
and  England  as  a  country  in  which  we 
have  not  allowed  the  highest,  best,  and 
most  important  of  all  national  interests — 
education  in  its  most   important  aspect, 
namely,        higher      education — to     lag 
behind  the  example  which  has  been  set  us 
by   other  nations   on  both  sides  of  the 
Atlantic — an  example  which  we  have  too 
long  lagged  behind,  but  which  we  now  seem 
in  a  fair  way  to  imitate,  I  hope  to  better, 
by  giving  our  own  special  touch  to  this 
particular  aspect  of  education  and  making 
it  not  merely  as  complete  as  any  which 
the  German,  French,  or  American  citizen 
now  enjoys,  but  even  yet  more  admirably 
fitted,  more  closely  suited  to  the  special 
Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour. 


needs  and  special 
country. 


character  of  our  own 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  am  sure 
I  am  only  giving  expression  to  what  is- 
felt  in  every  section  of  the  House  when  I 
congratulate  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land on  his  courage  in  tackling  this  great 
problem  at  all.     ne  has  embarked  upon 
this  most  dangerous  voyage  under  pecu- 
liarly favourable  auspices  and,  speaking 
for  myself— and  I  know  I  am  speaking 
the  sentiments  of  my  colleagues  atoo— I 
tender  my  thanks  to  the  Leader  of  the- 
Opposition  for  the  cordial  and  graceful 
speech    which    he    has    just    delivered^ 
in     which    he     has    given     that    con- 
sistent   support    which    he    has   always 
given    to    what    I    agree  with  him  in 
describing  is,  after  freedom,  the  highest 
of  all  Irish  interests.     And  there  are  two 
other  names  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
mentioned  by  way  of  thanks,  because  it 
is  a  rare  pleasure  to  an  Irish  Nationalist^ 
either  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  to  be 
able  to  thank  his    political   opponents. 
I   desire  to   express  my  own    personal 
deep     gratification,     and     that    of    my 
colleagues,    to    the    hon.    Member    for 
the  University  of  Cambridge,  who  has 
accepted  a  seat  upon  the  Senate  of  this  new 
University,  and  who  is  willing  to  offer  us 
in  the  great  task  before  us  his  valuable 
services  in  keeping  up  the  standard  of 
education.     And  I  think  it  would  be  un- 
gracious on  our  part  not  to  add  a  word 
of    thanks    to    the   Provost   of    Trinity 
College,  who  has  assisted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  he  has  set  a  high  example  of 
fair  play  and  courage  in  this  matter,  and 
has    promised     his    steady    support    to 
this  Bill.      The   right   hon.  Gentleman 
will  need"lilUthe    support    he  can  get,, 
and   yet    I    mlft^say    that    after    the 
proceedings   that   KSNI^  taken    place    I 
am  full  of  hope.     The  rtjk*^®'*-   Gentle- 
man required  courage  t^M^^^^  upon 
this  voyage.     The  Leader  oWtePPP^^* 
tion  spoke  of  the  history  of   InBMJIJ^ 
tion  as  not  a  very  successful  ono^^^^*^ 
he  might  have  used  stronger  ant 
emphatic    language,    and    said     tluiw 
had     been    disastrous.      The    whole 
that  path  has  been  strewn  with 
Sir    Robert    Peel    in  1843   star 
Queen's  Colleges ;  then  came  the 
of  •Lord    Derby   and   Disraeli    in 
and  1868  ;  then  Mr.  Gladstone  -  >^ 
with  his  great  measure  which  brou^' 
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Grovernment  to  destruction  ;  then  pledges 
of  Lord  St.  Aldwyn  in  1885;  then  the 

g ledge  of  the  present  Leader  of  the 
pposition  in  1889  and  his  famous  Man- 
chester letter  in  1897  ;  then  the  Robertson 
Commission  in  1900  and  its  Report  in 
1903  ;  and  then  the  Bryce  Commission  of 
1906.  Yet  throughout  the  whole  of  that 
period  of  sixty  years,  nothing  substantial 
bas  been  done  to  remedy  the  grievances 
of  Ireland  in  this  matter  of  University 
education.  I  have  made  a  careful  study 
of  these  things,  and  I  believe  the  failure 
was  mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
problem  has  always  been  approached 
upon  wrong  lines.  It  is  entirely  un- 
necessary for  any  man  to  argue  as  to  the 
desperate  necessity  for  some  remedy 
being  applied  and  applied  promptly. 
But  there  is  this  one  most  significant 
and  striking  fact  which  I  think  might 
impress  anyone  who  is  disposed  to 
throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  viz.,  that  throughout  these 
sixty  years  there  has  not  been  one  single 
Britisn  Member  who  has  taken  part 
in  the  government  of  Ireland,  but  has 
been  converted  at  an  early  stage  to  the 
conviction  of  the  crying  necessity  for  a 
remedy  being  applied  to  the  grievance  in 
the  matter  of  Catholic  education.  I  will 
only  make  one  quotation  from  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. In  1873,  when  introducing  his 
measure,  he  said — 

"There  are  those  who  maintain  that  upon 
the  whole,  considering  who  Roman  Catholics 
are,  considering  how  little  property  they 
possess,  how  little  it  ^is  possible  for  them  to 
enter  upon  the  higher  culture,  their  state  so  far 
as  University  education  is  concerned  is  not 
very  bad  at  the  pie  en t.  I  hold  on  the 
contrary  that  it  is  miserably  bad,  I 
go   further    and    I  would    almost    say   it   is 

1«4»»^«^«ioiia]y  bad.'* 
That  was  thirty-five  years  ago,  and  since 
Sbat  tJEie  nothing  has  been  done.     The 
€Hily  measure  passed  since  then  on  the 
iinefltion  of  Irish  University  education  has 
Ipeeo  that  which  resulted  in  the  foundation 
4pf  the  Royal  University,  and  the  founda- 
»n    of  the   Royal    University  was,   I 
**t     3ay,     a     double-edged     sword. 
^     ^^  -  "^'^  ^  ^^®  ^^*  ^  deny  that  the 
^^     University     did    something    for 
'^-''~  ^-    education  in  Ireland.     It  stimu- 
^tiie  ambition  of  some  scholars,  and 
1^  some  of  our  poor    people    an 
of  studying  abroad   which 
/^^i*Cl  not  otherwise  have  had,  and 
,      J  r  7      ay  it  did  great  good.     But  it 
r  —r^  z  niJ  ^uch  a  case  of  supplying  un- 


wholesome food  to  a  hungry  man,  for  th(r 
food  was  unwholesome.  The  Rol)ertson 
Commission,  commenting  on  the  action  of 
the  Royal  University,  used  these  remark- 
able words.  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission, although  it  produced  no  result,, 
was  one  of  the  greatest  collections  of 
opinion  on  this  subject  and  on  the  whole 
question,  and  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  whoever 
drafted  the  Report  was  certainly  a  master 
of  the  art  of  exposition.  What  did  it 
say  1 — 

'*But  while  those  who  have  administered- 
the  Royal  University  system  have  done  their 
utmost  to  make  it  work  well,  and  successfully,, 
and  smoothly,  the  system  itself  suffers  from 
incurable  defects.  A  false  conception  of  learn- 
ing was  held  up  before  the  eyes  of  the  studentsr 
of  Ireland,  and  apart  from  internal  defects  of 
organisation  the  Koyal  university  has  brought 
about  one  result  which  was  doubtless  unfore- 
seen by  its  founders.  It  has  seriously  impaired 
the  value  of  the  University  education  which 
was  in  existence  previous  to  this  foundation. 
On  this  side  its  influence  has  been  one  of 
positive  destruction." 

That    is    absolutely    true.      While    the 
Royal  University  has  in  some  respects 
opened  the  paths  of  learning  to  some  of 
our  poor  Catholic  countrymen,  it  has  alsa 
degraded  in  another  respect  the  whole 
standard  of  University  learning  in  Ire- 
land, and  has  done  as  much  harm  as — 
some  think  even  more  than — it  has  done 
good.     It  is  also  true  to  say  that  from 
the    day    the     Queen's     Colleges    were 
admitted   to  be   a   failure,  for   the  last 
half-century,  Ireland,  which  of  all  coun- 
tries in  Europe,  owing  to  the  peculiarities 
of  its  circumstances  and  its  great  lack  of 
what  I  might  call  the  raw  material,  requires 
more  than  any  country  to  cultivate  the 
intellect  of   its  people,   has  been  abso- 
lutely   neglected    by    the    Government 
in  the  matter  of  University  education. 
The  natural    question    that  must  arise 
is,    after    all    the    misrepresentation    to 
which    this    whole    question    has    been 
subjected   for  years, — Is   this  a  scheme 
which     the    Catholics    of    Ireland    will 
accept  ?       In     considering     this     great 
scheme,  I  wish  at  the  outset  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  principle  and  detail. 
It  is  an  all-important  distinction.  The  real 
question  for  us  to  consider  at  this  stage 
is, —  Has     the    right     hon.    Gentleman 
succeeded  in  drafting  a  scheme  which  will 
at  the  same  time  have  an  easy  passage 
so  far  as  the  vested  interests  in  Ireland 
are     concerned,     and    meet    the    needs 
and  satisfy  the  demands  of  the  Catholic* 
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of  Irolaiul  ?  Therefore  I  put  aside  all 
details  so  far  as  this  stage  of  the  Bill 
is  I'oncerned,  only  saying  one  sentence  as 
regards  finance.  That,  of  course,  is  a 
very  inipi>rtant  detail.  I  am  bound  to 
say  it  appears  to  me  that  the  provision 
for  the  Dublin  College  is  less  than 
modonito  in  view  of  the  great  com- 
|)etition  which  it  hjis  to  face  in  Trinity 


any  subject  upon  which  opinion  is  more 
unanimous  and  strong  in  Ireland  than  on 
the  question  of  "  hands  off "  this  matter  as 
far  as  the  Crown  is  concerned.  One  of 
the  main  causes  of  the  prosperity  of 
Trinity  College  has  been  the  fact  that 
the  Castle  and  the  Government  hare 
no  power  of  interference  whatever. 
What  are  the  characteristics  of  the  new 


College.     I  earnestly  press  cm  the  right '  University  which    the  Chief    Secretary 

proposes  to  set  up  in  the  City  of  Dublin ! 
It  is  to  be  free  and  self-governing.  I  do 
not  in  the  least  degree  quarrel  with  the 
provision  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman 
announced  in  regard  to  the  nomination 
by  the  Crown  for  a  limited  number  of 
years,  because  in  the  ultimate  form  tbe 
I'niversicy  is  to  be  absolutely  free  and 
self-governing.     There  is  to  be  absolute 

builvlings,  which  I  for  one  do  not  in  the    freedom  of  teaching.     We  have  been  con- 


hon.  Gentleman  that  the  grant  which 
ho  uuMitiontHl  is  entirely  insuthcient. 
The  pmviding  of  some  residential  college 
in  Publin  as  a  nucleus  for  academic 
lifo  in  that  city  is  a  matter  of  vital 
imiK^rtanco,  and  it  is  all  the  more  vitally 
important  because,  as  hon.  Members 
op;H»siie  know.  Trinity  College  has  a 
nuuniKcent     establishment     and     noble 


slisjhtosl  dognn^  grudine  so  long  as 
Trinity  College  will  help  us  to  get  fair 
play  and  equal  treatment.  The  Kobert- 
son  Commission  si^>eoifically  s;iys  — 

"It  you  lUvivle  to  do  this  the  now  oc»Uej:e  in 
PuMiu"sho'.iM  Ih»  vMi  the  m.m1o  reg-.irdod  by  a 
l'!ii\>^rsiiiy  ii>llo»:e  or  iho  tir»t  olas^s  ami  which 
is  iutoiuUHl  to  draw  students  irvnii  all  i^rcs  of 
Irt'Iaiid.  It  you  aro  not  4;^>in^  to  eiiilow  it 
hai'.d#i>mely  and  iu  i»rv*portiou  to  Triniiy 
i'ollejio  \  ou  had  K»itor  :u»:  do  this  ihiu^  at  all." 

1  !>ow  come  lo  the  principle  of  :his  Bill. 
I  s;*y.  rir^;  ot  ull.  :ha:  anvKxiy  who  studies 
:ho  doKuo  on  the  Hill  of  15 So  wi'I  n::d 
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tinually  subjected  to  cruel  calumny  in 
this  House  by  the  accusation  that  ire 
were  seeking  to  establish  in  Ireland  an 
institution  in  which  there  would  he  no 
freedom  of  teaching,  and  we  have  been 
told  over  and  over  again  in  this  How 
and  publicly  and  privately  in  the  lihu; 
and  the  smoking-rooms  of  this  Hoantbat 
the  difficulty  some  hon.  Members  experi- 
enced upon  this  question  was  that  dej 
•x^uld  not  give  one  penny  of  public  mooef 
:o  enoi'Unige  the  foundation  of  higlw 
learning  where  the  teaching  wonMli 
under  the  control  of  bishops  and  ^ntm. 
I  cLiim  that  the  teaching  in  the  piiip^ 
Tniversity  wiU  be  as  free  aa  in  any  W- 
ver>:ty  in  Europe.  Modem  hidtoiT  irf 
rvixierc  philosophy  will  not  be  exdilU 
sub;  ruts  as  under  Mr.  Gladstone  i  m^mi 

•:    l>So.    There  will  be   no 
,i;:i  I  ea::rely  agree  that  it  i^  a 
."-:ve:^::y     that      excludes 
^V-     >*-ilI    have     a     great     ftndt j  H 
:'2T<:'..i:r      ui     e*3aneciioQ     wiUi    •» 
V-:vrr^::y,  bat  we  shall  pay  for  iifl*< 
; ir  .-arn  p.vkecs.  and  we  winingjy iflift 
:!ie  .li-ise  which  prevents  our 
:-r   :ir:hir:^^  upM    refigioos 
TiT-rr    Till    r*    no    excluded 
■;i:?rf    is    :o    be    no    attenpi 
V~:"-:r^::T  s^^wme  to  imolere  «i**J 

?>:ei    i=:cr«sc*    of 

<::::::i:c3w  ukI,  while  it 
:./.:d:e   a   ArlK^ig  ^ 

.'•  ^i>.:7    ?«{  a 

'.v-,c'.t::«:c  i:^   u 


365 


Irish 


{31  March  1908} 


Universities. 


36G 


endowment.  The  first  question  which 
the  House  is  entitled  to  ask  and  which 
calls  for  an  answer  is,  will  a  University 
founded  on  the  principles  set  forth  in  the 
statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  be 
accepted  by  the  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land 1  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
"  Yes "  to  that  question.  It  will 
be  accepted  by  the  Catholics.  There 
has  in  the  past  been  a  great  deal  of 
misconception  and  misrepresentation  in 
discussing  this  question.  Two  things 
have  always  been  assumed  in  the 
debates,  public  and  private,  that  have 
taken  place  on  University  education 
for  Ireland.  First  of  all,  it  has  been 
held  that  the  demand  put  forward  on 
behalf  of  Irish  Catholics  for  Univer- 
sity education  in  Ireland  was  purely  a 
clerical  demand ;  and,  secondly,  that  in 
the  matter  of  University  education 
nothing  would  satisfy  the  Irish  Catholics 
except  a  University  strictly  confined  to 
Catholics  and  absolutely  controlled  by 
the  prelates  of  their  Church.  To  both 
these  assumptions  I  give  a  most  absolute 
and  unqualified  denial.  This  demand  is 
not  only  not  a  clerical  demand,  but  it  is 
a  demand  passionately  made  by  all 
I  dioughtful  men  in  Ireland  and  even  by 
many  who  do  not  share  our  faith.  I 
eliallenge  all  hon.  Members  in  this  House, 
and  particularly  Nonconformist  friends, 
to  examine  critically  the  scheme  now 
put  forward  and  point,  if  they  can,  to 
any  one  particular  in  which  it  is  more 
derical  or  less  free  than  either  Trinity 
College  or  the  late  Queen's  University. 
On  what  ground  can  opposition  be  raised  1 
Can  such  a  proposal  be  objected  to  in  a 
eoontry  where  three-fourths  of  the  popu- 
lation are  Catholic,  where  the  Protestants 
liaye  already  taken  possession  of  Trinity 
College,  and  where  there  is  a  great  flourish- 
faff  Presbyterian  institution  in  the  North  ? 
Tne  really  important  matter  is  that  the 
lldng  will  be  free  and  there  will  be  no 
JZ  tMtn  and  it  will  truthfully  represent  the 
^'iMlings  and  beliefs  of  the  students.  I 
'^'^Tite  all  who  take  an  interest  in  this 
er  to  scrutinise  this  Bill  and  view 
institution  from  this  point  of  view. 
have  been  so  continually  taunted 
misrepresented  in  this  matter  that  I 
be  pardoned  for  dwelling  upon  it. 
^lenge  anyone  to  point  to  one  par- 
in  which  this  proposed  University 
the  charter  are  more  clerical  or  less 
>  than  any  other  institution  for  higher 
Dn  in  this  country  or  in  Ireland. 


I  will  go  further.  Are  hon.  Members 
who  have  offered  us  over  and  over  again 
Trinity  College  in  full  settlement  of  our 
demand  aware  that  for  100  years  no 
Protestant  layman  was  allowed  to  be 
Provost  ]  Are  they  aware  that  since  the 
Queen's  College,  Belfast,  was  founded  no 
layman  has  been  Provost  ]  Yet  our 
college  is  to  be.  started  under  the  presi- 
dency of  a  layman.  When  I  talk  about 
freedom  I  am  one  of  those  who  have 
deeply  and  firmly  believed  that  true 
religion  has  no  fear  of  the  pursuit  of 
truth,  and  furthermore  I  have  believed 
that  that  religion  which  is  afraid  of  the 
untrammelled  and  free  pursuit  of  truth 
is  doomed.  This  University  is  to  be 
perfectly  free,  and  the  professors  are  not 
to  be  called  upon  to  sign  any  under- 
taking. There  is  really  a  lot  of  un- 
conscious hypocrisy  in  this  House  and  in 
the  country.  I  myself  was  a  teacher  in 
the   old   Catholic   University    which    is 

foing  to  be  incorporated  in  this,  and 
was  never  asked  to  sign  anything. 
But  there  is  a  discipline  set  up  and  main- 
tained by  this  House  in  the  Queen's 
University,  which  has  been  held  up  as  a 
free  institution  and  as  a  sample  of  tree 
teaching.  What  have  the  professors  of 
that  college  to  do  ?  The  moment  a  man 
is  appointed  a  professor  of  Queen's 
College  he  has  to  sign  this — 

**  I,  A.  B.,  do  hereby  promise  that  in  lectiir* 
ing  and  examining  and  in  the  performance  of 
all  other  duties  connected  with  my  Chair,  I  will 
carefully  abstain  from  teaching  or  advancing 
any  doctrine,  or  making  any  statement  de- 
rogatory to  the  truths  of  revealed  religion 
or  injui-ious  or  disrespectful  to  the  religious 
convictions  of  any  portion  of  my  class  or 
audience." 

Who  is  to  be  judge  ?  And  that  is  your 
Government  system  of  free  teaching  I 
The  professors  have  to  go  beyond  that^ 
because  they  have  to  say — 

"  I,  moreover,  promise  to  the  President 
and  Council  that  I  will  not  introduce  or  discuss 
in  my  place  or  capacity  as  professor  any  subject 
of  controversy,  political  or  i-eligious,  tending  to 
produce  contention  or  excitement." 

That  is  freedom.  We  will  not  degrade 
th<*  professors  in  our  Universities  by 
requiring  them  to  enter  into  any 
such  matter.  We  trust  the  truth  of 
our  religion.  Speaking  as  an  Irish 
Catholic  I  am  quite  content  to  go  even 
far  beyond  that  in  my  desire  to  pro- 
tect  the  freedom  of  our  professors,  and  ta 
give  to  those  who  may  be  dismissed  an 
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appeal  to  the  Crown.  It  is  manifest 
that  a  professor  must  be  subject  to  dis- 
missal. He  may  be  guilty  of  scandalous 
<5onduct,  and  therefore  there  must  be 
power  to  dismiss  a  professor.  That 
^ower  will  reside  in  the  Senate,  but  in 
order  to  remove  all  feeling  of  doubt  I 
will  be  quite  willing  to  agree  that,  as 
against  any  arbitrary  exercise  of  that 
power,  the  professor  should  have  an 
appeal  as  set  forth  in  the  Act  to  a  Board 
of  Visitors  appointed  by  the  Crown. 
It  will  satisfy  the  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
and  by  reasonable  endowment  and 
fair  and  generous  treatment  such  as  is 
recommended  by  the  Robertson  Com- 
mission, I  venture  to  think  that  the  right 
Tion.  Gentleman  may,  although  his  time 
in  Ireland  has  been  rather  a  stormy  one, 
feel  that  he  has  done  a  great  work.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  he  could 
succeed  it  would  be  an  ample  recompense 
to  him  for  having  crossed  the  Irish  Sea. 
I  understand  that  that  passage  is  not 
a  pleasant  operation,  but  I  ask  him  to  be 
of  good  courage.  If  he  succeeds  in  doing 
for  Ireland  in  this  matter  what  Mr. 
Gladstone  failed  to  do  thirty-five  years 
ago,  then  his  name  will  be  honourably 
associated  with  the  country,  I  listened 
^vith  sympathy  to  the  speech  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  because  in  this 
matter  we  share  one  view.  \VTiile  the 
greatest  interest  a  country  has  is  educa- 
tion, by  far  the  greatest  education  in- 
terest of  a  country  is  higher  education. 
Many  say  that  all  depends  on  primary 
•education.  That  is  a  false  idea.  The 
foundation  of  all  education  is  higher 
<3ducation ;  the  real  foundation  and 
beginning,  whether  it  be  in  histoiy  or 
philosophy,  is  the  higher  education  of 
the  people,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  all 
■education  in  Ireland  to-day  is  in  such  an 
unsatisfactory  state.  As  regards  the 
j^reat  mass  of  thej)eople,  they  have  been 
left  without  any  facility  for  securing 
higher  education.  They  are  passionately 
<levoted  to  it,  and  I  assure  the  House 
that  in  dealing  with  this  matter  you  are 
not  dealing  with  the  interests  of  the  rich 
but  with  the  interests  of  the  poor  If 
you  throw  open  to  them  the  door  to  the 
higher  culture,  they  will  avail  themselves 
of  it  to  the  infinite  and  incalculable  bene- 
£t  of  the  nation.  | 

Mr.mUm. 


Mr.  MOORE  (Armagh,  N.)  said 
that  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  introducing  the  Bill  could 
scarcely  have  been  better  conceived, 
and  certainly  the  measure  could  not 
have  been  brought  forward  with  less 
offence  to  those  who  differed  from  the 
principles  which  it  contained.  In  making 
the  remarks  which  he  should  feel  called 
upon  to  make  he  might  run  counter  to 
the  feelings  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
gangway,  and  while  he  would  not  shrink 
from  doing  so  he  would  try  to  give  as 
little  offence  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  had  given  to  Unionist  Mem- 
bers from  Ulster.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  said  that  the  scheme 
sketched  by  the  Chief  Secretary  was,  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  the  best  of  all  possible 
schemes  for  dealing  with  the  problem  of 
University  education  in  Ireland.  He 
concurred  in  that  once  it  was  admitted — 
and  it  appeared  to  be  admitted  from  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
and  from  the  other  speeches  to  which  they 
had  listened — that  they  were  going  to 
settle  the  question  of  higher  education  in 
Ireland  on  grounds  of  denominational 
endowment.  It  was  because  he  and  his 
colleagues  were  returned  from  a  part  of 
the  country  in  which  feeling  was  very 
strongly  against  denominational  endow* 
ment  of  any  religion  that  they  felt  it  their 
duty,  now  that  it  was  made  clear  that  the 
scheme  involved  the  endowment  of 
denominational  education  as  a  solution 
of  the  University  question,  to  say  that 
in  accordance  with  their  pledges  to  their 
constituents  they  would  oppose  it  at 
every  step.  Every  objection  he  took  to 
the  endowment  and  establishment  of  a 
denominational  University  from  which 
his  Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen 
would  derive  advantage  applied  with 
equal  force  to  the  proposed  endowment 
of  a  Presbyterian  University  in  Belfast, 
because  in  common  fair  play  and  justice 
they  could  not  assent  to  that  while  ob- 
jecting to  Roman  Catholics  receiving  an 
endowment.  He  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  somewhat 
extraordinary  history  of  the  last  twelve 
months  which  had  led  to  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  because  he  wished  to  prove  that 
in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  acquiesced  in  the  demand 


369 


Irish 


{SI  March  1908} 


Universities. 


370 


put  forward  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy.  He  did  not  question  their 
right  or  their  conscientiousness.  It  was 
the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  who  occa- 
sioned the  impdsse  and  killed  the  use- 
fuhiess  of  the  Queen's  Colleges.  The 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops  were  the 
guardians  of  the  faith  and  morals  of 
their  own  flocks,  and  it  was  their  action 
which  had  caused  the  difficulty  for  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  now  proposing 
a  solution.  If  the  proposals  were 
accepted  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  gangway  it  was  because  they  were 
satisfactory  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy.  The  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
archy had  put  forward  their  demand 
before  Commission  after  Commission, 
and  there  was  very  little  doubt  as  to 
where  the  real  kernel  of  the  matter  lay. 
They  were  going  to  have  set  up  in  Dublin 
denominational  education  which  pleased 
the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy.  The 
Protestant  leaders  in  Belfast  had  never 
made  any  request  for  a  denominational 
college  in  that  city,  and  the  gift  which 
had  been  thrown  at  their  heads  was 
absolutely  gratuitous.  It  was  to 
balance  the  University  in  Dublin  which 
was  granted  to  comply  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  demand.  The  question  of  the 
endowment  of  a  Presbyterian  University 
had  been  brought  up  in  the  Greneral 
Assembly  in  Belfast.  That  was  a  demo- 
cratic assembly  consisting  of  ministers 
and  laity,  and  he  defied  anyone  to  say 
that,  outside  of  the  professional  interest, 
the  Presbyterian  Church  had  ever  put 
foTward  a  claim  for  the  endowment  of  a 
University  in  Belfast,  and  yet  they  weie 
to  have  there  a  denominational  Univer- 
sity of  a  soit  to  which  it  was  appro- 
priate to  affiliate  Magee  College  in  the 
city  of  Londonderry.  It  was  trans- 
parent chat;  chat  was  a  mere  make- 
weight to  give  the  semblance  of  equality 
and  to  enable  the  Grovernment  to  satisfy 
the  demand  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
bishops.  He  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  circumstances  which  had  preceded 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  There 
was  the  scheme  of  Mr.  ftyce  intro- 
duced to  the  public  with  what  was  really 
an  ultimatum.  The  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — 

*'  I  can  hold  out  no  hope  that  any  other  will 
be  piopoBed  by  the  present  Government.  It 
repceienis  our  convictions." 


The  Chief  Secretary  entertained  those 
convictions,  for  in  April  last  he 
was  asked  if  Mr.  Bryce's  scheme  still 
held  the  field,  and  he  replied  that  there 
was  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the  state- 
ment that  the  Government  had  aban- 
doned the  proposed  legislation  on  the 
University  question.  In  July  he  said 
that  Mr.  Bryce's  scheme  had  achieved  the 
satisfactory  result  of  bringing  about 
greater  agreement  and  consensus  of 
opinion  in  Ireland  than  any  other  scheme 
that  had  yet  been  produced.  The  present 
Bill  was  denominational  from  start  to 
finish.  From  the  moment  of  its  inception 
the  scheme  had  been  brought  about  with 
the  acquiescence  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
bishops  in  Ireland.  Ireland,  in  spite  of 
the  pacific  rule  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
was  in  a  very  disturbed  state  last  autumn. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  minimised 
the  outrage  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
although  he  admitted  it  in  the  country. 
At  Southampton  he  spoke  of  the  legis- 
lative benefits  he  had  in  store  for  Ireland 
(he  alluded,  of  course,  to  University 
education),  and  he  said  publicly,  and 
practically  gave  notice,  that  if  that 
system  of  outrage  were  permitted  to 
continue  it  would  be  impossible  to  induce 
the  House  of  Commons  to  grant 
any  of  tho3e  legislative  benefits. 
Almost  immediately  afterwards  the 
Roman  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Tuam 
denounced  cattle-driving  as  immoral 
and  ordered  it  to  cease  ;  and  in  some 
dioceses  in  the  West  the  same  course 
was  taken.  This  University  Bill  was 
part  of  the  price,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  bringing  it  in  to  fulfil  the 
promise  of  legislative  benefits  to  various 
people  for  putting  down  cattle-driving. 
[An  Hon.  Member  on  the  Ministerial 
Benches  :  What  about  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  ?]  It  was  true  that  the 
Leider  of  the  Opposition  had  always 
supported  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
and  favoured  this  Bill,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  his  opinions  on  it 
were  personal,  and  that  other  Members 
could  vote  according  to  their  own  con- 
victions. That  was  what  be  was  going 
to  do.  The  arrangement  between  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  and  the  action 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  introducing 
the  Bill  were  very  significant  facts. 
The  probable  cause  was  that  Trinity 
College  had  been  left  out  of    the    BilL 
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In  the  Bill  and  the  Charter  it  would  be 
found  that  Trinity  College  was  not 
mentioned.  The  Provost  of  Trinity 
College  was  an  old  friend  of  his, 
for  he  was  his  tutor  at  college; 
and  no  doubt  he  considered  that  so  long 
as  Trinity  College  was  xintouched,  de- 
nominational education  might  be  set  up 
in  Dublin.  It  was  a  regrettable  thing 
that  the  force  and  weight  of  Trinity 
College  should  be  used  to  assist  what  he 
believed  to  be  a  retrograde  measure. 
He  believed  that  Trinity  College  wes 
short-sighted,  because  it  was  in  Ireland 
the  national  University  and  held  out 
inducements  to  men  of  all  religious 
creeds.  If  the  Bill  passed,  undoubtedly 
Presbyterian  students  in  Ireland  would 
go  to  the  Presbyterian  University  in 
Belfast,  and  Roman  Catholic  students 
in  the  same  way  would  go  to  the  new 
college  in  Dublin.  Thus  Trinity  College 
from  being  the  national  University  would 
be  degraded  to  a  meresectarianUniversity. 
Although  the  students  who  would 
attend  it  would  be  fellow-members  of 
his  own  Church,  he  maintained  that  it 
would  have  been  to  their  interest  to 
have  thrown  in  their  lot  with  those  who 
objected  to  sectarian  education  rather 
than  have  submitted  to  a  Bill  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  turn  Trinity  College 
into  a  mere  Church  of  Ireland  secular 
training  college.  He  regretted  it,  but 
the  Chaef  Secretary  was  able  to  boast 
of  the  help  of  some  of  the  senior  fellows 
of  Trinity  College  ;  and  he  had  paid  the 
price  for  it.  The  whole  inducement  of  Mr. 
Bryce's  Bill  was  that  Nationalists  and 
the  Radical  section  of  the  Presbyterians 
would  get  a  chance  of  destroying  Trinity 
College. 

Mr.  DILLON :  So  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned,  I  have  always  been 
in  favour  of  this  scheme  and  opposed 
to  the  other. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  had  a  very  keen 
recollection  of  a  speech  of  over  an  hour's 
length  delivered  in  the  House,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  in  which  he  used 
language  of  malevolence,  or,  if  that  was 
not  a  Parliamentary  phrase,  of  bitter 
and  extreme  denunciation  towards  Trinity 
College.  Trinity  College  was  denounced 
as  the  narrow,  bigoted,  political  fortress 
of  ascendency,  and  no  words  to  be  found 

Mr,  Moore. 


in  the  hon.  Member's  unlimited  vocabu- 
lary were  too  bad  to  describe  his  hatred 
of  Trijtiity  College.  Therefore,  that  la- 
ment over,  Mr.  Bryce's  Bill  could  not 
have  fallen  on  deaf  ears  in  the  Roman 
Catholic  party,  and  in  a  section  of  the 
Radical  Presbyterians  in  the  North 
of  Ireland.  That  was  the  genesis  of 
the  present  Bill.  The  Chief  Secretary 
had  an  interview  with  Cardinal  Logne, 
at  which  his  University  proposals  were 
discussed.  Far  be  it  from  him  to  suggest 
that  it  was  not  perfectly  right  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  see  Cardinal 
Logne,  but  it  was  perfectly  evident  from 
the  date  of  that  visit  that  his  proposals 
had  the  sanction  of  the  head  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland. 
What  had  happened  since  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  gangway  had  submitted 
to  having  their  national  aspirations 
deadened.  They  were  met  with  un- 
satisfactory speeches  from  the  Front 
Treasury  Bench.  The  Chief  Secretary 
uttered  his  nan  possumus  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  gangway,  knowing 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  were 
waiting  for  this  Bill,  said  nothing.  [An 
Hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition 
Benches :  Muzzled.]  -Yes ;  after  the 
debate  in  the  House  they  were  muzzled ; 
but  while  the  muzzle  did  not  prevent 
them  from  barking,  it  did  prevent  them 
from  biting.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the 
University  Bill  on  which  the  Roman 
Catholic  bishops  had  set  their  hearts,  there 
would  have  been  eighty-two  Ishmaelites 
out  that  day  on  a  tomahawking  expedi- 
tion. He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Ishmaelites  had  tomahawks  or  not; 
but  he  might  be  allowed  to  substitute  the 
mediaeval  equivalent.  It  was  undoubted 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  had 
n^ade  that  demand,  and  the  present  effort 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  meet 
it.  Although  that  had  been  studiously 
omitted  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  previous  day,  nor  had 
any  hint  of  this  proposal  been  given, 
yet  it  was  suggested  that  this  solu- 
tion of  the  University  problem  was 
satisfactory  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
bishops,  while  it  was  said  at  the  same 
time  that  it  was  not  a  denominational 
system.  The  two  things  were  an  im- 
possibility. He  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Liberal  Party 
that  they  had  boasted  again  and  again 
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in  this  Parliament  that  they  were  the 
laigettt  Nonconformist  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons  since  the  days  of 
OromwelL  They  boasted  that  they  were 
the  true  Protestant  party  ;  but  he  would 
like  to  furnish  them  with  a  quotation  from 
Mr.  Gladstone,  in  a  letter  to  the  late  Queen 
in  1873,  on  his  Irish  University  Bill — 

"  It  is  not  in  the  power  or  will  of  Her 
Majesty's  advisers  to  purchase  Irish  support 
by  subserviency  to  the  Irish  Bishops." 

That  was  the  Gladstonian  position  in 
1873 ;  it  was  entirely  different  from  the 
policy  of  the  Radical  front  bench  in 
ld08.  As  to  the  definite  proposals  in  the 
Bill,  the  House  would  recollect — it  had 
been  borne  in  upon  them  by  the  Esti- 
mates— that  there  was  this  year  an 
increase  on  the  Irish  expenditure  already, 
without  any  question  of  education, 
of  £85,000.  They  were  told  that  there 
was  no  money  forthcoming  for  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  They  were  told 
on  another  occasion  that  the  land 
question  was  the  biggest  in  Ireland. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  Treasury 
for  Irish  purposes  was  depleted,  that 
there  were  no  financial  means  to  stop 
the  mouths  of  the  Irish  Members.  But 
it  was  now  proposed  to  increase*  the 
financial  expenditure  on  Ireland  by 
£43,000  a  year.  Before  the  House 
^agreed  to  burden  the  already  over- 
burdened Estimates,  they  ought  to  see 
what  sort  of  body  it  was  going  to  pay  for, 
And  what  were  its  principles.  If  on 
examination  it  was  found  that  it  was 
denominationalism,  pure  and  simple, 
which  was  going  to  be  established,  they 
ought  to  reject  the  proposals  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  took  great 
satisfaction  in  looking  forward  to  the 
time  when  the  Universities  in  the  near 
future  would  be  free.  He  understood 
perfectly  what  the  hon.  Member  meant 
by  free.  He  meant  free  from  outside, 
free  from  the  control  of  the  Gk)vemment. 
At  present  the  professors  in  the  Queen's 
OoUege  were  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  hon.  Member  looked  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  those  colleges 
would  appoint  and  dismiss,  subject  to  th3 
right  of  appeal,  their  own  professorial 
staff  and  conduct  their  own  arrangements. 
The  moment  they  made  a  college  or  a 
Univorsity  free  from  outside  control, 
and  free  from  a  government  which  cared 
jHrtKjng  for  any  party,  they  would  enable 
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them  to  hang  round  the  neck  of  their 
students  the  fetters  of  denominational- 
ism.    Opposed  as  he  was  to  the  endow- 
ment   of    any    denominationalism,    he 
would  look  forward  with  regret  to  a 
college  in  Belfast  in  which  all  the  pro- 
fessors and  students  were  Presb3rterians, 
and  where   everything  was  to  be  done 
under   a   Presbyterian   colour,   and   he 
would    look    forward    with    regret   to 
the  time  when  there  would  be  no  power 
of  interference  with  them   to   prevent 
their  system  becoming  denominational. 
The  same  remark  applied  with  equal 
force  to  the  new  University  in  Dublin. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  safeguards 
would  be.     The  safeguards  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  looked  forward 
were    that  there  would  be  a  majority 
of  the  laity  on  the  governing  body  and 
no  tests,   and  the   Chief  Secretary  laid 
great     stress     on     the    terms    of    the 
Bill  which   provided  that  there  should 
be    no     tests,     but    everybody    knew 
that  they  might  have  a  University  as 
denominational  as  they  chose  to  make 
it  without  any  test  at  all.     If  he  had 
the  power  to  make  a  governing  body 
to-morrow  he  could  take  twenty-eight 
clergymen    of    the    hon.    Gentleman's 
Church,  his  own  Church,  or  the  Presby- 
terian Church,  and  the  result  would  be 
to   make   as   denominational   a   college 
or  University  as  any  man  could  wish 
for,  and  not  a  word  about  it  in    the 
charter.     But    the    security    was     sup- 
posed to  be  afforded  by  a  lay  majority. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  position 
was    ever    dealt    with    or    summed    up 
better  than  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Montrose  in  a  debate 
in    the    year    1898.    The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'*  The  Bishops  as  I  understand,  agree  that 
there  is  to  be  a  preponderance  of  laymen  on  the 
governing  body,  but  they  are  to  be  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  faith." 

That  would  be  the  gover  ling  body  under 
the  Chief  Secretary's  proposals.  It  was 
not  suggested  that  there  was  to  be 
allowed  a  Protestant  majority  in  the 
new  college  at  Dublin,  or  a  Presbyterian 
majority  in  the  new  University  at  Belfast. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  said  he  controlled  the 
body  for  the  first  five  years. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  that  during  the  first 
five  years  students  would  come  in  under 
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the  auspices  of  the  first  people,  and  it  was 
during  the  first  five  years  that  the  people 
come  in  who  were  to  elect  their  successors. 
Was  there  any  doubt  what  the  result 
would  be  in  a  University  established  on 
those  lines  ?  The  Secretary  of  India  went 
on  to  say — 

"  I  confess  I  am  not  satisfied  that  this  pre- 
ponderance of  laymen  over  ecclesiastics  would 
be  a  very  solid  guarantee,  because  in  more 
churches  than  the  Roman  Catholic  there  is  a 
species  of  persons  known  as  *  the  clerically- 
minded  layman/  so  I  am  not  satisfied  that  a 
provision  for  the  preponderance  of  laymen 
would  be  any  adequate  guarantee.** 

He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  perfectly  riglit,  and  from  start  to 
finish  he  had  never  heard  from  the  Cliief 
Secretary,  or  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  anjiihing  which  would  prevent  these 
colleges  becoming  denominational  in 
everv  sense  of  the  word. 


Mr.  DILLON  inquired  whether  it 
would  not  be  perfectly  fair  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  India  if  the  hoii.  Gentleman 
would  go  on  and  read  that  he  said  he 
would  accept  this  proposal  as  a  guarantee 
because  it  was  a  self-governing  body  ? 
I 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  had  not  seen  that, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  said  it  was  so  he 
would  accept  his  statement.  The  Chief 
Secretary  was  setting  up  a  college  or 
University  for  Roman  Catholics,  and  he 
had  taken  advantage  of  a  play  upon 
words  to  say  that  it  was  not  a 
Roman  Catholic  University.  If  it  was  a 
Roman  Catholic  University,  as  soon  as 
that  appeared  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
their  pledges  would  compel  them  to  vote 
af^iiinst  it.  Here  was  a  college,  of  which 
the  governing  body  and  the  students 
were  all  Roman  Catholics,  and  they  had 
power  to  elect.  Was  there  any  doubt 
that  it  would  become  a  Roman  Catholic 
University?  That  question  was  never 
dealt  with  better  than  by  a  distinguished 
jurist  who  had  been  quoted  with  approval 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  and  compli- 
mented by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
That  was  Lord  Robertson,  who  said — 

"  Our  Report  makes  it  clear  that  a  college 
for  Roman  Catholics  or  a  University  for  Roman 
Catholics  must  be  a  Roman  Catholic  institution, 
with  limitations  of  thought  corresponding  to 
the  requirements  of  the  authoritative  ex- 
ponents of  that  creed.** 

Mr.  Moore. 


In  this  House  the  very  fixist  time  flie 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
differed  from  hon.  Members  below  tkfr 
gangway  was  on  the  Univeiaity 
question,  and  he  tore  to  ahieds* 
the  pretence  that  a  Univiersity  for 
Roman  Catholics  was  not  a  Roman 
Catholic  University.  He  said  that  he 
thought  it  was  possible  to  overcome 
certain  difficulties  in  the  way  of  educa* 
tion  in  Ireland  without  setting  up^ 
a  Catholic  University.  There  ought, 
not  to  be  any  difficulty  at  all  in 
setting  up  a  University  into  which  the 
poor  boy  could  enter,  and  in  which  the- 
Roman  Catholic  creed  could  be  put  on> 
an  equality  with  every  other  creed,  but; 
the  right  hon  Grentleman  said  there  must  ■ 
be  something-  more  than  that  behind  the 
demands  of  Irish  Members,  and  that  the 
real  object  must  be  to  set  up  a  University, 
Catholic  in  tone,  Catholic  in  atmosphere,. 
in  a  word,  a  Catholic  University.  The- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
not  make  any  distinction  between  that 
and  a  Roman  Catholic  University,  and 
said  that  the  Nonconformists  would  oppose- 
the  constitution  of  such  an  institution,, 
no  matter  from  what  side  of  the  House  it 
came.  Those  were  the  opinions  of  the- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  1898;. 
an'd  it  would  be  a  matter  of  interest  to- 
the  House  before  the  Bill  reached  its 
final  stage  to  see  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  was  now  prepared,  as  the  Ghiei 
Secretary  was,  to  distinguish  ftetweett 
a  University  for  Roman  Catholics  and  a 
Roman  Catholic  University.  He  had' 
described  the  Bill  as  produced  in  leplj 
to  the  demands  of  the  Roman  ClEitholfe 
Bishops,  and  he  would  very  briefly 
summarise  to  the  House  what  those* 
demands  were.  In  1864  Pope  Pius  the 
Ninth  issued  to  the  World  his  "  SyUabus- 
of  Errors,"  and  he  started  in  the  first- 
place  with,  as  the  primary  error,  educa- 
ton  not  subject  to  clerical  control. 
Again  and  again,  moreover,  the  Romaic 
Catholic  Church  had  denounced  mixed 
education  grants.  In  1871  the  Bishops 
passed  a  series  of  Resolutions,  one  of 
which  ran — 

"  In  union  with  the  Holy  See  and  the  Bi8hop» 
of  the  Catholic  world,  we  again  renew  our  oft- 
repeated  ooiidemnation  of  mixed  eduoatiou  a» 
intrinsically  and  grievously  dangerous  to  faiib 
and  morals,  and  tending  to  perpetuate  dis- 
sensions, insubordination,  and  disafteotion  in 
this  country." 
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From  that  date  to  this  there  had  never 
been  any  question  on  the  part  of  the 
Roman   Catholic   bishops    about    mixed 
education.    In  another  document  under 
their  hand  they  repudiated  again  the  error 
condemned    by    Pope    Pius    IX.,    and 
said  that  education  must  to  some  extent  be 
under  clerical  supervision  or  control.  They 
bad  always  set  their  faces  against  mixed 
education  even  in  regard  to  the  technical 
instruction  given  under  the  Department 
of    Agriculture.    There    had    in    those 
cases  been  protests  against  young  people 
of  different  churches  being   allowed   to 
meet  at  certain  training  colleges.    He 
was  not  complaining  of  that,  they  had 
a  right  to  enforce  it  if  they  did  not  like 
it,  but  if  they  did,  let  it   not  be   said 
that  it  was  not  denominational  educa- 
tion.   It  seemed  to  him  that  that  was  the 
whole  subject  with  which  the  Bill  was 
dealing,  viz.,  the  setting  up  of  denomina- 
tional education  in  Ireland.     He  and  his 
friends  considered  that  such  a  proposal  was 
retrograde.     Trinity  College,  Dublin,  had 
been  struggling  to,  and  had  thrown  of!  its 
whole  tendency   to  be   denominational. 
On  the  Continent  they  could   see  the 
same  thing  taking  place  in  Spain,  and  in 
Bavaria.    The  whole  tendency  of  any 
University  now  was  to   shake   off   the 
shackles  of  any  Church.    As  would  be 
seen   from   the   correspondence    in   The 
Times,  the  struggle  was  going   on.     If 
one  of  the  professors  taught  Modernism 
where  there  was  a  representative  of  the  Pope 
in  the  country  to  which  the  University 
belonged,  his^smissal  was  called  for.    As 
soon  as  ever  a  man  raised  his  voice  against 
the   Papal  Encyclical  and    in  favour  of 
Modernism,    there    was    a    conflict    as 
to  the  right  of  free  teaching.    Thp  same 
consideration  did  not  arise   so  often  in 
the    Presbyterian     Church,    but     there 
would    be    at    any   rate    a    source    of 
friction.     It  was  a  retrograde  step;  the 
Government    were    going    to     set    up 
under  a  teaching  University  in  Dublin 
the  same  shackles  which,  in  this  country, 
we  were  endeavouring  to  get  rid  of  year 
after  year.    They  in  Ireland  objected  very 
much   to   this   process   of    segregation. 
They  thought  it  was  an  infinite  pity 
that  the  Roman  Catholic   Church  and 
the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  kept  their 
people   away   from   the   Protestants   as 
if  they   were   heretics   and    there   Wi's 
contagion   about   them.    It   was 


an  unfortunate  thing  and  did  not  make 
for  better  feeling  in  Ireland.     In  Belfast 
they  had  a  beautiful  hospit-al  to  which 
everybody    might   go,    but   the    Roman 
C  .tholics  insisted   upon  having  a   hos- 
pital for  themselves,  and  when  that  sort 
of  thing  WtiS  carried  to  the  length  of 
having   separate  graveyards    it  was  no 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment   to    endow    separate    universities 
for  separate  creeds.     He  and  his  friends 
were  accustomed  to  be  reproached  with 
bigotry,    and    they    were  treated  as   if 
they   were   discussing   the   penal   laws, 
which    were    not    now     in    force,    and 
objecting  to  their  repeal.    They  had  no 
objections  to  th^  Roman  Catholics  open- 
ing  a   U.iiversity   if  they  wanted   one, 
but  why   should   Protestants  be   taxetl 
♦•o  set  up  a  Catholic  University,  when 
this    country    said    that    all    religions 
should   be   equal   before   the  1  iw  ?     All 
the  temponl   possessions   of  the   Irish 
Church  had  been  taken  from  her,  and 
from  the  moment  they  were  taken,  it  was 
said  that   in  Ireland  there  was  to  be 
absolute  equality  between  all  the  religions. 
This  proposil  to  endow  the  Presbyterian 
Church  which    had    not    r.sked   for    it 
with  a  University  in  Belfast,   and  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  which  had  asked 
for  it  over  and  over  again  i^dth  its  own 
Uiiiversity  in  Dublin,  was  an  absolutely 
retrograde  policy.     He  would  give  one 
more  quotation  from  a  man  who  was  a 
strong  Presbytori  ».n  and  had  been  presi- 
dent of   tMs  Presbyieran  body  and  a 
strong   supporter   of    Mr.    Bryce's    Bill. 
That  gentle.nau  s  id — 

"  In  conclusion  he  hoped  they  would  treat 
the  new  scheme  of  throe  universities  that  were 
bound  to  be  sectarian  loss  or  more  with  the 
most  uncompromising  hostility.  They  should 
resist  to  the  uttermost  the  notion  of  dividing 
the  youth  of  the  country  in  their  best  and  most 
generous  days  of  life  into  three  hostile  campp, 
since  they  were  already  divided  enough.  There 
was  no  squarins:  of  the  Presbyterian  Church. 
There  was  no  *  deal.*  The  Presbyterian  forms 
of  procedure  did  not  admit  of  such  a  thing. 
They  were  a  free  and  open  court.  Their 
resolutions  were  in  favour  of  the  establishment 
of  one  University,  with  constituent  colleges  on 
an  imsectarian  basis.'* 

On  the  face  of  it,  it  became  more  and 
more  evident  that  the  real  object  of 
this  Bill  was  not  to  establish  equality 
between  religious  denominations  in  Ire- 
land but  to  meot  the  demand  of    the 
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Roman  Catholic  bishops.  Ulster  Mem- 
bers were  frequently  told  that  they  were 
narrow-minded  and  met  all  these  pro- 
posals with  a  direct  negative.  He  be- 
lieved there  had  been  a  great  change 
of  opinion  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  was 
not  in  the  direction  wished  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gingway.  The 
people  were  beginning  to  ask  them- 
selves why,  when  there  was  a  splendid 
University  in  Dublin,  to  whom  every- 
body might  go,  and  Queen's  Colleges 
at  Belfast  and  Cork,  the  privilege 
of  going  to  these  places  was  not 
permitted,  as  a  matter  of  Church 
policy,  by  the  Roman  Catholic   bishops 


ship  which  would  make  histomreof  oflfice 
memorable.  Few  persons  would  dispute 
that  the  equity  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
demand  had  been  proved.  No  less 
than  five  Chief  Secretaries  since  1886 
had  admitted  it.  Since  1901  two  Bojal 
Commissions^  on  which  sat  men  repre- 
sentatives of  all  our  Universities  and  all  the 
churches  in  the  Kingdom  bad  declared 
with  hardly  a  dissentient  voice  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  demand  was  a  just 
demand  and  ought  to  be  met.  Xor 
could  the  urgency  of  the  demand  be 
denied.  It  was  no  exaggeration  to  say 
that  University  education  was  worse  o£E 
in   Ireland   to^av   thin   it    was   thirtv 


It  was  a  hard  thing  to  sav,  and  he  spoke  years  ago.  At  thit  time  a  crimina  1 
in  all  sinceritv  when  he  said  that  he  did  ,  blunder  was  made  in  the  dissolution  of 
not  like  to  sav  hard  things,  but  he  ,  Ae  Queen's  University  and  the  substi- 
believed  that  if  the  House  put  its  foot  j  tution  for  it  of  the  Royal  University, 

'  which,  whatever  its  merits,  was  edu  - 
cationally  indefensible.  During  the  last 
I  five  years  opinion  in  Ireland  had  been 
gradually  maturing  towards  a  solution 
of  this  land,  and  he  believed  they  had 
'  now  arrived  well-nigh  at  unanimity 
regarding  the  main  lines  of  a  University 
scheme.  There  were  some  who  stiU  said, 
Why  should  not  Roman  Catholics  go  to 
Trinity  College  I  He  was  content  with 
the  answer  that  experience  proved  that 
they  would  not  go  there.  He  agreed  with 
what  Mr.  Gladstone  said  in  1873,  that 
it  was  not  our  business  to  inquire  whether 
the  Roman  Catholics  were  right  or  wrong  ; 
the  question  for  us  was — supposing  they 
werewroEg  in  their  view,  was  it  right  for 
us  to  exclude  them  from  University  train* 
ing  and  culture  I  Personally,  he  r.  jected 
the  idea  thit  any  min  should  be  ex- 
:  eluded  from  the  privileges  of  higher 
education  for  conscience  sake. 

There    were    two   cardinal   conditions 
without  which  no  scheme  of  University 


down  and  said  that  denominational  en 
dowment  in  Ireland  was  a  retrograde 
policy,  and  that  they  would  have  no  part 
or  share  in  it,  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
would  recognise  the  inevitable  and  no 
longer  withold  from  their  people  the  edu- 
cation which  was  waiting  for  them  theie, 
as  it  was  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 

♦]Ir.  BUTCHER  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said  that  the  speech  of  the  Chitf 
Secretary  in  intn^ducing  this  Bill  was  a 
moiel  of  lucid  exposition ;  but  to  his  mind 
it  was  much  more,  and  he  desired  to  join 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  congratulating  the 
Chief  Secretary  on  having,  as  he  believed, 
founl  a  solution  cf  this  question  which 
would  commend  itself  to  the  en- 
light  ene»  I  judgment  of  almi^t  every- 
b«jdy,  b<->th  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland.  No  one  would  suspect  him 
of  any  undue  friendliness  to  the  Chief 
Seiretan-on  the  side   of  Irish  adminis- 


tration  and   pi^licy.   but   his   feeling  on  '  education  for  Romjin  Catholics  couM  be 


this  question  was  above  all  political 
interests.  He  lelievinl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  found  a  way  out  of  a 
difficulty  which  had  ^vrplextnl  successive 
Chief  Secretaries.  He  himst*lf  jH*rha}>s 
knew  as  much  as  any  MemWr  of  the  House 
of  the  complexity  oi  the  prv»b!em.  He  had 
sat  on  two  Commissions  auvl  had  Ustenevl 
to  evidence  which  had  tHU\l  tour  or  tive 
volumes  of  Bluo-Uvks^  and  ho  ventun!^ 
to  say  that  the  i  hie(  S^'crvt.ry  had 
brought  to  bear  on  a  l^Mir^s  d  fiiculty  a 
candour  and  impartiality  and  ^ituUs'^mai^  . 

Mr.  Mo<n^ 


successful.  The  first  was  that  the  plan 
prv^posed  should  meet  with  the  approval 
of  thv^se  in  whose  interests  it  was  pro- 
jKxseti.  It  was  not  enough  to  say : 
"  Ask  and  ye  shall  receive,'* — the  diiect 
oppo^ate  of  th-t  which  was  asked  for. 
The  Uuig  list  ol  misunderstandingB  and 
failure*— as  in  1868,  1873,  1878— stood 
befvve  them  as  a  warning.  The  gift  was 
all  but  given  and  then  withdrawn  or 
given  iu  a  f^vm  which  nobody  desired. 
IV  tirst  c\>mlitioiu  therefore/  was  that 
tho     ;»iUutii^    prv^^Esed     must    satisfy 
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national  sentiment.  The  second  con- 
dition was  that  it  must  on  the  academic 
side  satisfy  instructed  academic  opinion. 
It  was  not  worth  the  time  and  labour  of 
the  House,  or  worthy  of  its  dignity,  to 
set  up  institutions  which  had  no  promise 
of  an  intellectual  future,  no  hope  of 
promoting  education  or  advancing  learn- 
ing. The  reason  he  was  able  to  support 
the  Bill  was  that  he  believed  the  institu- 
tions which  it  proposed  to  found  would 
foster  all  the  elements  of  intellectual 
life  in  Ireland,  that  they  might  in  time 
become  great  seats  of  learning,  and  even 
rival  that  one  noble  University  which 
Ireland  now  possessed. 

Coming  to  the  Bill  itself  and  the 
proposals  which  had  been  sketched  out, 
he  would  first  refer  to  Belfast.  He  had 
listened  with  astonishment  to  the  descrip- 
tion just  given  of  the  Belfast  University 
as  a  Presbyterian  University,  a  body  in 
its  essence  denominational.  It  might  as 
well  be  suggested  that  the  Universities  of 
Scotland  were  denominational  because 
the  majority  of  the  students  were  Presby- 
terians. As  to  Edinburgh  University  he 
had  lived  there  a  good  many  years,  but 
it  had  never  occurred  to  him  that  the 
place  was  denominational.  It  was  true 
there  was  a  sort  of  negative  test — he 
forgot  the  exact  words — ^whichcame  upon 
him  by  surprise  when  he  was  called  upon 
to  sign  it.  Its  effect  was  that  he  would 
not  in  his  teaching  do  anything  to  upse  t 
the  Westminster  Confession  of  Faith. 
As  Plato,  Arstotle,  and  Sophocles  did 
not  know  the  Westminster  Confession  of 
Faith,  he  felt  that  without  seriously 
embarrassing  his  conscience  he  might 
sign  that  test.  But  there  was  to  be  no  kind 
of  test  in  the  University  of  Belfast.  He 
welcomed  the  fact  that  the  College  was 
now  prepared  to  accept  Univcriity 
responsibilities.  It  had  prospered  unc'cr 
adverse  conditions  ;  it  had  survived  the 
crippling  blow  dcilt  it  in  the  destruction 
of  the  Queen's  University.  In  recent 
years  it  had  received  liberal  benefactions. 
He  felt  confident  that  civic  generosity 
would  be  still  further  elicited  when  it  had 
gained  University  status  ;  that  the  new 
institution  would  be  an  intellectual 
stimulus  to  the  whole  district  around  ; 
and  that,  as  in  Manchester,  Liverpool  ^  n  1 
Birmingham  the  citizens  were  proud  of 
their  City  University,  so  in  a  very  few 


years  to  come  Belfast  would  rejoice  over 
its  University  as  much  as  over  its  ship- 
building. Next  he  turned  to  the  federal 
University  with  its  seat  at  Dublin,  the 
other  constituent  colleges  being  Cork  and 
Galway.  Other  federal  Universities  had 
been  proposed  at  di:^.erent  times.  The 
federal  University  of  Mr.  Bryce  was  to 
include  five  colleges,  one  of  which  wjs  to 
be  Trinity  College.  Now  a  federal  Uni- 
versity was  a  delicate  bit  of  mechanism, 
and  the  fatal  objection  to  the  Bryce 
scheme  was  that  every  point  of  contact 
would  have  been  one  of  friction,  for  it 
brought  unwilling  yoke  -  fellows  into 
partnership  with  the  probability  of  early 
disruption.  Another  previous  scheme 
of  federal  University  was  that  con- 
templated by  the  Robertson  Com- 
mission. In  that  there  were  to  be 
four  constituent  colleges,  including 
Belfast.  The  scheme  now  before  thefti 
embracing  only  three  constituent  colleges 
had  this  advantage  over  all  the  others, 
that  it  was  more  homogeneous  ;  there 
was  in  it  no  distinct  cleavage  in 
academic  policy  or  religious  principles. 
Of  course,  it  would  have  a  Catholic 
atmosphere  ;  otherwise  it  would  not 
satisfy  those  for  whom  it  was  intended. 
But  let  the  broad  fact  be  noted,  that 
there  were  to  be  no  tests  either  for 
students  or  professors  ;  no  student  was 
to  be  debarred  from  competing  for  his 
religious  belief ;  and  there  was  to  be 
no  endowment  out  of  public  funds  of 
any  theological  chair.  That  met  many 
people's  objections  ;  but  there  was  a 
further  point.  Consider  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  governing  body.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  Bishops  insisted 
on  controlling  a  Catholic  University  by 
their  representatives  as  the  governing 
body.  In  1897  they  modified  that 
claim,  and  they  said  they  would  accept 
a  majority  of  laymen.  In  1902,  in 
evidence  before  the  Robertson  Com- 
mission they  demanded  two  ex  officio 
representatives  on  the  Catholic  College 
in  Dublin.  To-day,  if  he  understood 
aright,  they  had  entirely  withdrawn 
their  claim  for  ex  officio  representation, 
for  the  governing  body,  he  understood, 
was  to  be  as  free  from  tests  as  were  the 
students.  That  was  not  all.  The 
academic  freedom  of  the  governing 
body  rested  not  merely  or  chiefly  upon 
the  absence  of  tests,  but  upon  another 
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question — ^how  were  the  vacancies  in 
that  body  to  be  filled  up  ?  He  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
as  regards  its  permanent  constitution 
the  majority  would  consist  of  academi- 
cally elected  members.  Out  of  thirty -five 
members  seventeen  were  to  be  repre- 
sentatives of  the  constituent  colleges, 
and  five  were  to  represent  the  graduates. 
The  atmosphere,  therefore,  would  be 
determined  mainly  by  the  character  of 
the  teachers  and  the  graduates — the 
right  way  of  determining  the  atmosphere. 
They  would  give  the  colour  and  tone  to 
University  policy  ;  there  was  to  be  no 
external  power  exercising  controlling 
authority. 

He  had  said  that  a  fedoral  University 
was  a  delicate  mechanism  ;  and  there 
were  two  main  conditions  of  harmonious 
work  ;  which  he  desired  to  emphasise. 
One  was  that  the  representation  of  the 
constituent  colleges  on  the  governing 
body  should  be  a  fair  one,  in  particular 
that  a  just  balance  should  be  maintained 
between  the  claims  of  Dublin  and  Cork. 
The  college  in  Dublin  wouM,  of  course, 
be  the  metropolitan  colle^je  of  the  Uni- 
versity, and  it  ought  to  be  national  and 
not  provincial,  large,  well-endowed,  and 
on  a  scale  sufficient  to  strike  the  imagina- 
tion. In  the  words  of  the  Robertson 
Commission — 

"  I'nlftw  what  is  done  \<  tlor.o  nn  nn  juleciiuitc 
and  impressive  scale,  it  nvvd  not  \h}  done  at 
all.  It  is  ne 'essary  that  in  the  <lijrnity  of  the 
buildings,  the  emoluments  of  the  tea<'hers 
Hiurfhc  ei)tii{>nient  of  the  e>tabli><hment,  the 
institution  should  ommaml  re-^j'tn^t  and  ins]>ire 
enthusiasm." 

But  subject  to  this  coiulition,  he  would 
ur«ie  on  the  House  that  the  claim  of 
Cork  for  a  place  of  due  imi>ortance  in  the 
University  system  should  be  fully  con- 
sidered. The  other  condition  of  success 
was  this — the  Chief  Setivtary  had  alluded 
to  it  as  one  of  the  problems  of  the  case — 
that  there  mu^t  be  the  largest  measure  of 
college  autonomy  that  was  consistent 
with  the  mauitenaiiie  of  a  hi^h  academic 
st^ndani.  The  del  uIimI  siii;>;estions  for 
effecting  that  end,  ttuitained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Hubert st»ii  Coiuiuissiou 
were,  ho  thought,  compatible  with  what 
had  been  said  bv  tlio  Cliief  Secivtary 
that  afternoon,  lie  would  lueiition  two 
points.     One  coiiceriu'd  the  appointment 
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of  professors  in  the  MMi?«liturut  collegen.  , 
Each  coUego  nu^t  huvo,  ho  dul  ni»l  Hiiy 

Mr.  Butcher. 


a  final  voice,  but  an  effective 
the  selection  of  its  own 
Secondly,  the  coUeges  should  be  bee, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  University 
Senate,  to  lay  dovm  their  own  conzses 
of  study  and  to  carry  on  their  own 
examinations.  It  was  right  as  proposed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  there  should 
be  an  outside  examiner,  who  had  a  power 
of  veto.  But  one  of  the  weaknesses 
of  most  federal  Universities  was  that 
the  teaching  body  was  more  or  less 
dissociated  from  the  examining  body; 
and  the  corrective  now  suggested  was 
that  the  teachers  should  themselves 
be  ex  officio  examiners,  their  results 
being  revised  by  an  external  and  im- 
partial authority.  He  noted  in  passing 
with  great  satisfaction  the  proposal 
that  the  governing  bodies  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  at  Cork  and  Gralway  should  be 
so  remodelled  as  to  bring  into  closer 
contact  with  the  districts  from  which 
they  drew  their  students. 

He  now  passed  to  the  only  two  features 
of  the  scheme  which  caused  him  some 
misgiving.  Both  were  connected  with 
the  question  of  affiliation.  The  first  was 
that  the  Senate  of  the  University*  was 
empowered  to  affiliate  various  colleges 
or  other  institutions.  Now  there  were 
in  Irelaml  a  number  of  colleges,  second- 
ary sc^hools,  and  diocesin  seminaries 
which  imagined  themselves  to  be  up 
to  an  academic  standard,  partly  because 
they  had  sent  up  successful  students 
to  the  examinations  of  the  Royal  Uni- 
versity. Stead}'  pressure  would  be 
broi'gHt  to  bear  on  the  Senate  to  affiliate 
such  institutions.  If  the  Senate  acted 
laxly  and  A-ieldeil,  they  would  have  all 
the  evils  of  the  Roval  University  over 
ag.iH\  Yourg  men  crammmg  m  their 
schcH^ls  and  seminaries,  never  studying 
in  an  academic  centre,  never  coming 
under  the  liberalising  influence  of  meeting 
fellow -students  in  a  larger  atmosphere, 
would  merely  carr}'  on  the  present  edu- 
latiiMial  tiadi.ion.  That  would  be  the 
ruin  of  the  scheme.  The  only  answer 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stix)d  would  be  that 
there  was  no  danger  «.f  the  Senate  doing 
anything  Sv>  fvvdish.  But  one  knew  watit 
tH'  lesi..sticil  pressure  was  ia  Ireland  in 
eJ.Ui-ational  matters,  and  ho  regr  tted 
■h^t  suih  a  r\*spi)KsibiIity  ah  uU  be  laid 
»n  the  St>n.Hte.  Rather  let  tht  Bill 
itneU    s(H\'ify     the    uiSvitutions    to    be 
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affiliated.    The  affiliation  question,  how- 
ever, becams  much  more  serious  in  deal- 
Sag  with  the  two  theological  seminaries, 
Migee     and     M^ynooth     Colleges.      It 
ofiended  agiinst  all  academical  princi- 
jples  to  allow  r:)sidence  at  a  theological 
seminary   to   count   as   residence   at   a 
University  for  the  purposes  of  an  Arts 
•degree.    He  knew  of  no  instance  in  which 
that  was  permitted  in  any  other  country. 
Maynooth  was  a  great  and  organised 
institation,  one  of  the  most  powerful  in 
Ireland,  and  the  affiliated  college  would 
in  this  case  be  more  powerful  than  the 
<$ollege  to  which  it  was  affiliated.    In 
time    it    might     dominate    the    whole 
University  system.     Dr.  O'Dwyer,   the 
Bishop  of  Limerick,  gave  evidence  on 
this  question  before  the  Robertson  Com- 
mission.   He  laid  stress  on  the  necessity 
of  having  an  educated  clergy,  and  on 
i;he  gain  that  would  result  if  clergy  and 
laity   became    friends    at    college    and 
4tttended   the   same   lectures.    He   held 
out  the  hope  that  some  200  students, 
candidates    for    the    priesthood,    would 
oome    from    Maynooth    every    year    to 
;8tudy  at  the  Catholic  College  in  Dublin.  ; 
But  this  idea  was  disclaimed  by  other  | 
witnesses  who  spoke  for  the  hierarchy  j 
4&nd  in  the  end  the  prospect  held  out  was 
merely  that  a  handful  of  Honour  Students  ' 
;and  a  few  priests  after  passing  through 
Maynooth  might  come  up  to  Dublin  to 
Attend  advanced  courses  in  certain  sub- 
jects.   The  suggestion  might,  however, 
4till  be  made  with  all  deference  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  prelates  that  Maynooth 
would  withdraw  the  claim  of  being  affi- 
liated for  Arts  purposes  to  the  Dublin 
Oollege,    and    allow    the    ecclesiastical 
^students  to  take  their  Arts  course  in 
Dublin   in   a   residential   hostel,    under 
proper  supervision,  moral  and  religious. 
Having   thus   graduated   in   Arts   they 
would  pursue   their   theological  studies 
sat  Maynooth.    The  whole  affiliation  ques- 
tion was  one  of  grave  importance  and 
was  likely  to  prove  the  chief  flaw  in  the 
BiU. 

But  apart  from  this  objection  there 
was  in  gome  minds  a  fear  that  the  new 
University  would  augment  the  power 
of  the  priesthood.  For  himself,  he 
had  no  desire  to  increase  priestly 
power  either  in  this  coimtry  or  in  Ire- 
laud;     but   he   would   put   it   to    the 


I  House,    was   it   likely   that   the   giving 
of  higher  education  to  Roman  Catholics 
would    aggravate   the    evil    of    priestly 
I  influence,  if  evil  it  was  ?      He  had  so 
much  belief  in  the  value  of  learning, 
that  he  was  confident  that  the  more 
young  men  learned  the  less  likely  were 
they    to    come    imder    any    influence, 
priestly  or  otherwise,  which  would  shut 
their    minds    upon    intellectual    truth. 
The  safeguard  lay  not  only  in  the  read- 
ing of  books  and  in  attendance  on  lectures, 
but  still  more  in  such  discussion  and 
criticism  as  led  to  the  enlargement  and 
emancipation   of   the   mind.     The  Uni- 
versity question  was  not,  as  some  thought, 
a    bishop's    question,    but    a    layman's 
question.    Nor  was  it  the  layman  only 
of  the  upper  class  whom  it  concerned. 
Nothing   had   interested   him   more   in 
recent  years  than  to  find  that  wherever 
he  went,  even  in  remote  parts  of  Ireland, 
he  came  upon  farmers,  who  might  be 
supposed   never   to    have    heard   of    a 
University,  who  discussed  the  University 
question.    Farmers,  tradesmen,  members 
of  coimty  councils, — many  of  them  had 
power,  they  knew  it ;  they  had  not  know- 
ledge— ^they  were  beginning  to  know  that 
too  ;    but  they  desired  it  for  their  sons. 
They  had  heard,  moreover,  of  the  younger 
and    democratic    Universities  that  had 
sprung    up    in     England.     They    had 
discovered    that    there     was     a     new 
alliance    between    industrial    and    Uni- 
versity life,  and  that  science  was  being 
applied  to  every  department  of  social 
and    economic    activity.     Their    ambi- 
tions    were     stirred ;       they     desired 
to  share  in  that  intellectual  movement. 
Cork,    prosperous    and    thriving,    with 
a  population  remarkable  for  its  energy 
and  independence  of  mind  already  aspired 
to  be  a  University  city.     The  interest  the 
question  aroused  had  been  shown  by  a 
thing   unique   in    Ireland,    namely,    the 
magnificent  offer  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  to  give  his  whole  fortune  to 
that  College  if  it  were  put  on  a  new  basis 
either    as    a    well-endowed    University 
College  or  as  a  separate  University.    Cork 
desired  to  have  its  own  University,  but 
was  content  for  the  present  with  a  College 
united  to  the  University  by  a  federal  bond 
imder  conditions  which  ensured  the  need- 
ful freedom  and  elasticity.    He  appealed 
to  the  House  no  longer  to  allow  the 
greatest  of  Irish  treasures  to  go  to  waste 
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— the  intellectual  wealth  and  the  love  of 
learning  long  dormant  or  suppressed. 
Again  and  again  high  hopes  had  been 
formed,  only  to  be  dashed  to  the  ground. 
This  time,  he  thought,  those  hopes  were 
destined  to  be  fulfilled.  Hon.  Members 
would  remember  the  words  of  the  Great 
Charter  :  "  To  no  man  will  we  deny  or 
delay  justice."  In  this  matter  justice 
had  been  delayed,  but  justice  would  no 
longer  be  denied.  He  felt  specially 
grateful  to  his  political  opponents  for  the 
magnanimous  kindness  by  which  they 
had  thought  him  worthy  of  proposing  his 
name  for  the  first  Senate.  He  would  do 
all  in  his  power  to  help  to  make  the  scheme 
a  success.  He  thought  the  Bill  now 
before  them  gave  promise  of  a  just  settle- 
ment and  he  trusted  it  would  have  a 
speedy  and  prosperous  passage  through 
the  House. 

♦Mr.  MASSIE  (Wiltshire,  Cricklade) 
said  that  whatever  might  be  his  personal 
attitude  towards  this  Bill  in  regard  to 
its  details  and  probable  working  his 
attitude  would  never  be  the  same  as  that 
which  had  been  adopted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Armagh.  He  echoed 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that  this 
measure  was  a  sincere  attempt  to  solve 
a  very  complex  problem.  To  a  great 
extent  he  appreciated  the  difficulties 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  had  to  face  in  the  course  of  his  very 
necessary  and  important  task,  and  if 
anyone  could  conciliate  opposition  it 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  not  command 
success  in  this  matter  he  at  least  deserved 
it.  Complete  success  was  indeed  a  thing 
incredible.  He  fully  recognised  the 
success  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  able  to  cope  with  many 
difficulties,  and  he  was  very  glad  to  notice 
in  connection  with  the  Bill  how  the 
episcopate  had  modified  its  demands. 
The  University  was  to  be  a  real  one,  it 
was  to  be  an  abode  of  learning  from 
which  no  Irishman  or  any  other  man  was 
to  be  debarred  by  his  religious  views 
from  being  a  student  or  a  professor,  or 
in  due  time  a  member  of  the  governing 
body.  He  did  not  call  that  a  denomina- 
tional atmosphere,  on  paper  at  any  rate. 
When  the  crutches  which  at  first  would 
be  used  to  set  the  University  on  its  legs 
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were  removed,  he  understood  that  thi» 
University    was    to    be    seU-goveming,. 
democratically   governed    by   graduates 
without  any  serious  interference  by  & 
CO -optative     or     nominated     element, 
whether    spiritual    or   temporal.    What 
then  was  further  needed  to  bring  up  a 
University  in  the  way  it  should  go? 
Nothing,  except  one  thing,  and  that  was 
that     they    should    make     sure    that 
this    paper    constitution    would    be    a 
reality.     If  the   Irish   people  were  de- 
termined to  have  it  so  then  it  would  be 
so.     If  the  University  was  to  be  a  genuine 
on,    then   its   professors   must    be   free 
to    teach    that    which    was    in    them. 
There  must  be  no  dismissal  of  a  professor 
of  biology  because  he  believed  in  evolution 
and  told  his  class  so.     There  must  be  no 
dismissal  of  a  professor  of  philosophy 
because  he  did  not  bow  the  Imee  to  St. 
Thomas  Aquinas.    It  was    the  pride  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  of  Fans,  of  Jera, 
Tiibingen  and  Berlin,  of  Harvard  and  of 
Yale  that  their  professors  were  free  men^ 
and  every  University  founded  in  modem 
times  must  be  on  those  lines,  or  the  modem 
spirit  would  be  found  like  one  walking 
about  in  waste  places  seeking  rest  and 
finding  none.    If  this  University  was  de- 
veloped in  the  manner  described  in  the 
Bill  it  would  be  in  the  end  a  home  of 
academic   freedom    and   companionship 
of    men   of    different    faiths,   and  that 
University  would  be  the  pride  of  Ire- 
land.     He     regretted    that    the    hope 
of   those    patriots    of    the  Young   Ire- 
land Party  of  two  generations  ago  was 
now  fading  away.     They  looked  for  one 
great  National  University  in  which  aH 
the  sons  of  Ireland  could  associate  freely 
together,    and    in    their   impressionable 
years  leam  how  to  differ  wthout  hostility,. 
and   how   to    soften    the    asperities   of 
Catholic  and  Protestant,  of  Nationalist 
and    Orangeman.     The    l^islators  who 
foimded  the  Queen's  Colleges  desired  to 
loo'c  upon  a  home  of  harmony,  equality  and 
brotherhood,  but  they  had  hoped  in  vain. 
This  Bill  in  that  respect  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  signal  of  despair.     There  was  not 
going  to  be  one  great  national  University 
but  three  Universities,   one  practically 
Protestant,   another  practically  Presby- 
terian,  and  a  third  practically  Roman 
Catholic.    The   Roman   Catholics,   with 
their    bishops,   would  have  it  80>  th» 
Presbyterians,  or  rather  a  aectioiL  of  tho 
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Presbyterians — and  he  was  not  certain 
that  he  could  not  more  truly  say  an 
individual  section — were  content  that  it 
should  be  so— [Cries  of  "No"]— and 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  had  secured 
that  it  should  be  so.  Their  opposition 
had  been  transformed  to  agreement  and 
even  to  support.  That  was  the  pri^e 
they  paid  for  "  hands  off  Trinity."  If 
that  was  the  case  it  would  be  so  to  the  re- 
gret of  those  whom  he  ventured  to  call  true 
Unionists,  who  desired  a  University,  even 
as  Toung  Ireland  had  desired  one,  where 
men  of  all  faiths  freely  mingled  together. 
He  was  not  sure  that  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  would  not  live  to  repent  it, 
because  it  was  now  standing  aloof  from 
the  great  stream  of  national  life,  and  its 
lot  might  yet  be  that  of  the  pool  which 
was  proud  to  stand  still  while  the  great 
river  rushed  by.  Even  statesmen  might 
yet  repent  this  action  and  look  back  and 
wish  that  those  who  had  so  rashly  divided 
the  educational  life  of  Ireland  were  not 
met  with  more  firmness,  more  patience 
and  more  strict  justice,  instead  of  being 
allowed  rather  too  easily  to  get  their  way. 
He  still  had  one  hope  and  to  that  he 
dung.  His  hope  rested  in  the  people  of 
Ireland  themselves.  He  looked  forward 
to  the  time  when  the  Irish  people  would 
take  their  educational  salvation  into  their 
own  hands  and  brush  aside  all  injurious 
interference,  whether  spiritual  or  tem- 
poral, and  take  care  that  those  who  had 
to  shape  the  destinies  of  the  University 
which  this  Bill  proposed  ,should  make 
that  institution  a  University  worth  of 
the  name,  national,  broad,  compre- 
hensive and  free. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  said 
that  they  were  mindful  of  the  difficulties  of 
this  great  question.  He  desired  at  once 
to  join  his  coUeagues  in  wishing  god- 
speed to  the  Bill.  It  was  a  happy 
augury  to  find  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion and  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  concurring  with  a  Liberal 
Ifinister  in  putting  their  shoulders  to 
the  wheel  for  the  settlement  of  this 
seemingly  inextricable  problem.  With- 
out some  such  spirit  of  magnaminity 
and  of  mutal  compromise  between  Irish- 
men and  between  Englishmen  as  well, 
■oma  of  them  recognised  that  it  was  not 
poMible  to  solve  this  question  nor  indeed 
any  mother  great  Irish  question.    None  of 


them  on  those  benches  would  be  grudging, 
in  their   acknowledgment   of   the  spirit, 
of  generosity  which  the]  Leader  of  the- 
Opposition    and   the    hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  had  shown,  ani 
which  alone  made  it  possible  for  the  right> 
hon.  Gentleman  to  introduce  this  BiU^ 
and  not  only  introduce  it,  but  pass  it 
before  the  end  of  the  session.     The  Bill 
was  really  a  Bill  for  the  emancipation  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  from  intellectual 
penal  laws  almost  as  humiliating  and  as> 
destructive   of    any  higher  life   in  the 
country  as  the  more  brutal  penal  lawa 
in    other   matters.    As   to   the    speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Armagh,  h» 
had  not  left  them  in  any  doubt  that  they 
were    still   threatened   with    opposition 
of  a  somewhat  forlorn  character,  and 
opposition  on  which  he  was  afraid  any^ 
argument  of  generosity,  or  indeed  any^ 
other  argument  would  be  thrown  away- 
But  when  they  had  men  of  the  intellectual 
calibre  and  of  the  standing  in  public  lifft 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the: 
Member     for     Cambridge     University^ 
generously  acknowledging  that  under  the 
existing  state  of  the  law  Ireland  waa 
crippled  and  sterilised  in  the  matter  of 
higher  education,  and  throwing  them» 
selves  into  the  breach  to  enable  even  a. 
Liberal  Minister  to  provide  a  remedy,, 
he  did  not  think  the  Chief  Secretary 
need  be  greatly  daunted  by  an  opposition 
which  still,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  was  of 
the   kind  of  the    old  ascendancy,   but 
which  was  not  perhaps   nowadays  par* 
ticularly  distinguished   for  brilliancy  or 
daring.    He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Armagh  would  not  take  it  as  a 
personal  offence  if  he    suggested  that,, 
whatever    other    feeling     they      might 
inspire    among    a     dwindling    band^of 
their  fellow   countrymen     in     Ireland^ 
the  last  feeling  they  were  I  kely  to  inspire 
was  that  the  Nationalists  had  any  dread 
of    them.     They   and    their    ascendency  - 
were  things  of  the  past.     The  Govern- 
ment  had    obeyed    for   gi^od  or  ill    the 
warning    "hands  off    Trinity"    and,  he 
thought,   he  and  his   friends  had  some 
right    to    retort    upon  these    gentlemen,, 
"  hands      off      Ireland."       He      hoped 
that  hon.  Members  on  the  Liberal  side  of 
the  H  )use,  who  might  think  it  necessary 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  would  think  a  great, 
many    times    b^f)re    they    said    or    did 
anything  to  complicate  differences.     He 
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English  Bills  in  the  way,  he  should  take 
a  tinn  stand  to  secure  immediate 
facilities  for  the  p.ssage  of  the  Bill 
into  law  in  the  present  session. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover):  As  one 
who  has  long  wished  to  see  some  practical 
solution  of  this  question  of  University 
education  for  Ireland,  I  wish  to  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  bold  use  he  has  made  of  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity. I  am  persuaded  that  those  who 
free  the  difficulties  of  this  question,  and 


has  a  distinctly  denominational  cbar- 
acter.  There  is  the  College  of  Maynooth 
with  absolutely  denominational  teaching 
and  clerical  government.  Those  who 
fear  the  domination  of  the  priesthood 
should  be  glad  that  there  are  to  be  other 
institutions  in  Ireland  which  have  a 
denominational  atmosphere  and  not  a 
clerical  control  It  may  be  said  that 
Trinity  College  and  the  old  Queen's  Col- 
leges are  open.  So  they  are,  but  many 
Irishmen  either  will  not,  cannot,  or  at 
any  rate  do  not  send  their  sons  to  these 
they  are  great,  will  not  get  a  return  for  ;  institutions ;  and  it  is  clear  that  some 
the  money  justly  devoted  for  those  other  :  institutions  must  be  opened  to  which 
reforms  in  Ireland  unless  Ireland  has  a  !  thev    can    send    their    sons.     On    these 


proper  system  of  education.  All  the 
credit  and  cash  which  have  been  devoted 
to  land  purchase  and  the  establishment 
of  y.ew  department*,  to  the  many  other 
prt'jecTs  which  have  been  contemplated 
ir.  the  past  or  which  may  be  undertaken 
in  the  future,  will  fail  of  their  effect  unless 
Iwlai-.d  has  an  effect ivo  educational 
system,  ar.d  University  education  is  by 
far  the  most  iuuxtrtant  part  of  it.  It  is 
not  the  roof  to  complete  an  edifice, 
but  the  foundation  and  source  from 
which  all  fruotitioatiou  follows.  On 
these  grvvam^s  and  cliims  I  woUx^me 
this  Rill.  B;it  I  woloome  it  also 
as  A  Unioiiist.  bei^aus*^  that  will  enable 
er.Ab'iC  us  to  unic.  as  we  hs\"e  urged  over 
aiid  over  air.'iiu  in  the  past,  that  this* 
Parliament  is  \%-illing  to  undertake  any 
services  for  Ireland  which  any  Parlia- 
men:  sining  in  Dublin  would  be  willii:g 
to  do.  I  weliXMne  this  Rill  because  it 
will  pivvent  that  stronc  disivanty  between 
the  oxistir.c  opix^rtuiiities  lor  hi»rhcT  edu- 
ca::ov.  ir.  This  i-o-.v.itryAnd  :hi"^e  ir.  Ireland 
— h  liisivar.Ty  which  n.v.st  &l\r.^\-s  be  s 
*v*;;rvV  of  d-.vp  oov.ocTTi  to  Ur.ionist^. 
1  wf  "..-o-.r^r  this  Ri'.l  boi'^use  it  "is  a  con- 
soTvaT.vo  :v;CAsr.Tv.  ar.d  preserves  exist iiiji 
ir.stitv.Tior.s.  1  wr'ic\M"»ie  .T  l^o.va^.ise  it 
iS  fL.\  Tn'.ivr.a'is;  ncASVire  and  1  ^*ish  to 
see  l?ei*ir..i  a  v.  '.ntoiTs'.  i-vart  o:  the 
Vn.tod  K.y.iTLiivr.  av.»i  of  the  Kr.ip.ro 
ay;^  beca;:sf  ;:  -w -.'.".  cnab>  l:v'iand  to  TAko 
her  p'.ai^  s.,io  ':  y  s\io  -with  Ittca:  Rr.tA^n 
in  .'V'n-.pfl.lior.  T»-.th  othf-r  .•o:; v. Tries  in 
?i'?ev.i'*c.  art.  ;v.vov.i:ov..  ana  i-on-n.-rroc. 
Of  ^o-.;rsc  thf-rc  arf  r..f^cv/:T^es.  V-v.i  to 
those  who  ih.v.k  thcr.-i  fo7T.M»iahic\  1 
won! a  po;nt  o.::  That  at  Th-.s  r.-jon->fr.T  wr 
dfVt'Tc  a  crcAi  dcA**  of  TVi»V:oy  -.n  respe*-t 
to  pr.TTiAT^-  eduraTion   in    Ireland  which 
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historical  grounds  of  a  political  char- 
acter and  on  modem  grounds  of  a  prac- 
tical character  I  welcome  this  Bill.  We 
know  that  Irishmen  lost  much  of  their 
property  in  the  soil  of  Ireland  by  political 
views  and  that  by  fiscal  views  their  com- 
merce was  destroyed,  although  the  Party 
which  which  I  am  connected  hope  at 
some  time  to  remedy  the  latter  as  it  has 
done  the  first.  I  believe,  however,  that 
neither  land  purchase  nor  fiscal  reform 
will  avail  unless  an  opportonity  is 
afforded  for  the  restoration  of  a  Univer- 
sity education  to  the  youth  of  Ireland. 
l>n  all  these  grounds  I  congratulate  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  attempt 
that  he  has  made  to  secure  that. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  8.) 
said  that  before  the  vote  was  taken  he 
wished  to  put  before  the  House  the  views 
which  he  and  his  colleagues  from  Ulster 
held  on  this  question.    He  must  admits 
however,  that  that  might  seem  a  work 
of  superei>cvgation    because  those   views 
had  been  placed  before  the  House  by  his 
friends  in  a  manner  which  he  oonid  not 
for  a  moment  hope  to  attain.    He  was 
convinced  that  the  House  would  agrse 
th«t  the  view  they  had  alwmys  taken 
hsd     'iven    put    forwaid   in    the  most 
ftdmirsbie  and  moderate  wmy  by  those 
sit  tine    on    that    side   of    the    House. 
The    so^.ution    of   this    question    tested 
^^rlmari-y  with  the  followers  of  the  right 
hor..    i^T.tieman   and   chiefly   with  the 
NoTi conformists  opposite.    He  denied  to 
*sk  those  XoncoTiformists  whether  tkey 
coTisioered  that  if  this  Bill  passed,  the 
hither  educarion  proiposed  to  be  set  iq> 
hy  it  wonld  not  be  hicher  educataon  of  a 
jvctariar.     chaTSCter.     Hie    light    hosk. 
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Gentleman  had  carefully  avoided  that 
question,  but  it  was  the  crux  of  the  whole 
matter.  Was  the  higher  education  to  be 
a£Eorded  Dythe  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  be  denominational  or  not  ?  If  there 
could  have  been  any  doubts  while  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking  those 
doubts  were  set  aside  when  they  heard 
the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway,  because  they  made  no 
aecretofthe&tctthat  this  was  an  attempt 
to  satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  portion 
of  the  population  of  Ireland  on  the 
question  of  Irish  education.  They 
had  admitted  frankly  that  it  was  a 
University  for  Roman  Catholics.  If  that 
was  so,  and  he  did  not  think  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  deny  that  that  was  the 
whole  object  of  the  BiU,  he  would  like 
to  know  from  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  especially  from  the 
Nonconformists,  how,  in  the  face  of  their 
opposition  to  denominational  education 
in  this  country  in  the  past,  they  could 
bring  themselves  to  vote  for  tins  BiU. 
He  asked  hon.  Members  on  all  sides 
of  the  House  to  believe  that  they 
opposed  this  BiU  from  perfectly  pure 
motives  and  with  absolute  sincerity. 
They  believed  that  in  setting  up  a 
University  to  which  Roman  Catholics 
alone  could  go,  the  Government  were 
perpetuating  or  tending  to  perpetuate  a 
system  under  which  they  would  separate 
the  different  religious  bodies  in  Ireland 
into  separate  watertight  compartments, 
and  everybody  admitted  that  that  was 
not  a  policy  likely  to  conduce  to  the 
welfare  of  Ireland.  He  had  not  heard 
any  argument  put  forward  in  favour  of 
this  Billy  but  only  the  extenuation  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  made 
up  their  minds  that  they  could  not  use 
jmy  existing  University,  and  that  being 
«o  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State  to  provide 
them  with  a  University  of  which  they 
ootild  make  use.  If  the  mere  holding  out, 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  for 
a  University  of  their  own  was  to  be  a  good 
xeaaon  for  granting  it  he  asked  why  did 
not  they  grant  this  University  forty 
years  ago.  They  had  held  out  for  fifty 
years,  and  he  saw  no  change  in  the  facts 
to-day  as  compared  with  fifty  years  ago. 
If  it  was  wrong  to  give  this  education 
then  it  was  wrong  to  give  it  to-day.  In 
Hob  country  the  Roman  Catholic  was 
perfectly  free  to  go  to  any  University  he 


liked :  why  should  it  be  wrong  for  him 
to  do  so  in  Ireland  ?  He  could  not  see 
why  a  totally  different  and  a  reactionary 
principle  should  be  applied  to  Ireland 
than  was  applied  to  every  other  country 
in  the  world.  They  all  Imew  the  history 
of  Roman  Catholic  Universities  in  other 
countries.  Every  one  that  had  existed 
had  sooner  or  later  been  suppressed  and 
put  down  by  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves. But  now  they  were  asked  in 
the  twentieth  century  to  establish  in 
Ireland  a  state  of  affairs  which,  having 
been  founded  in  other  countries  two  cen- 
turies ago,  had  been  given  up  fifty  or  sixty 
years  ago.  Nobody,  he  thought,  could 
deny  that  this  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  retrograde  and  harmful 
step.  Some  reference  had  been  made 
to  the  action  of  the  Presbyterians  in 
Belfast  in  accepting  the  offer  or 
bribe  of  £60,000  or  £70,000  in  order  to 
convert  the  Queen's  College  of  that  city 
into  a  University,  but  he  would  like  the 
House  to  imderstand  that  the  general 
body  of  Presbyterians  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  were  not  in  favour  of  that  move- 
ment, not  because  Belfast  was  not  large 
enough  to  support  a  University  of  its 
own,  but  on  the  grounds  he  had  indicated. 
The  Queen's  College  there  was  already 
partly  stereotyped  as  a  Presbyterian 
institution,  but  imder  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it  would  become 
absolutely  stereotyped. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :    Why  ? 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  replied  that 
its  whole  staff  would  be  Presbyterian 
from  the  head  downwards.  It  would 
become  stereotyped  for  precisely  the 
same  reason  that  the  University  they 
proposed  to  set  up  in  Dublin  would  be  a 
Roman  Catholic  University.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  about  the  great 
enthusiasm  which  prevailed,  but  there 
was  none  except  in  the  immediate  en- 
tourage of  the  Queen's  College  itself. 
The  other  inhabitants  did  not  want  it, 
because  they  recognised  that  in  creating 
a  University  and  making  it  a  sectarian 
place  of  education  they  would  deprive 
themselves  to  a  large  extent  of  the  argu- 
ment they  had  always  used  against 
denominational  education  all  over  the 
country.  His  colleagues  and  he  in- 
tended, although  he  understood  it  was 
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a  somewhat  unusual  course,  to  divide 
against  the  introduction  of  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  entering  at  the 
very  earliest  opportunity  their  most 
emphatic  protest  against  setting  up  an 
institution  in  Ireland  which  they  fi--  J. 
believed  was  retrograde  and  could  n^ 
possibly  act  beneficially  towards  Ireland 
as  a  whole. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) : 
I  or.ly  desire  to  say  almost  a  single  word 
on  this  question,  but  as  I  spoke  in  favour 
of  a  somewhat  similar  proposal  fifteen 
years  ago  and  have  done  so  almost  every 
year  since,  I  do  not  desire  that  the 
present  occasion  should  pass  without 
saying  that  I  am  still  in  favour  of  the 
view  I  hive  s«5  often  expressed-  I  am 
indeed  glad  that  the  opportunity  has 
ceen  found  ly  the  Chief  S?cretary  to 
brlnz  forwar»i  these  proposals  which  I 
tliink  hive  hid  such  a  oxvi  send-o5  to- 
dav.  I  nav-?  alwavs  s"iT?T>?rTed  these 
Drcor-sals.  b^:,i*ise  I  believe  thev  are  the 
cn'v  T>?5»sicle  T?rcT>?sal5  for  Irelan«d.  It 
-^vfll  zo  talk  a  lout  an  ideal 
^.  iz*^^zs  mixing  m  one  f  diver- 
sity. Tnat  system  has  been  trle-i  at 
Q'-reT-'s  Co'-l-rze  and  Trinity  CoHeze, 
Dn*!!*".  fcmdrd  is  a  Treat  Pr'."»testdnt 
i:  ? : :  t .::  i:  n .     Tr  st  s  have   r«e  n  a  t<-  li  shed 


a.-  ver: 


in  Trinity  College  and  eveiydiing  ha» 
been  done  to  try  to  get  BomAn  GnAoficft 
to  come  into  the  college  and  shaze  its 
benefits.  That  system  has  been  pmsoed 
for  fifty  years,  and  my  hon.  friend  has 
-iskeil  v.hy  now  should  we  give  what  was 
re'.  ,s.  f\  fifty  years  ago.  Why  should 
we  not  go  on  for  another  fifty  years  f 
Meanwhile  are  the  youth  of  Ireland  for 
that  reason  to  be  deprived  of  a  Unrreisity 
education  ?  That  is  not  statesmanship. 
The  facts  as  they  exist  have  to  be  faced 
and  the  situation  relieved.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned.  I  have  no  fear  of  my 
Roman  Catholic  feUow-coantzymm,  but 
I  prefer  them  educated  and  highly 
educated  to  uneducated.  By  devoliition 
of  responsibility  within  the  last  few  yean, 
moreover,  we  have  created  responsilMlities 
and  offices  which  have  to  be  filled  by 
educated  Irishmen.  I  join  in  the 
thanks  expressed  by  my  ri^t  hon.  friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  the  CSiief 
Secretary  for  having  taken  advantage  of 
the  opportunity  and  for  having  bion|^t 
forward  this  BilL 
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Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Birrell,  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,  and 
Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland. 

IRISH  UNIVERSITIES  BILL. 
•*  To  make  further  provision  with 
respect  to  University  Education  in  Ire- 
land," presented  accordingly,  and  read 
the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
IBill  184.] 

THE  FISCAL  QUESTION. 
Mr.  MOND  (Chester),  in  moving 
**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
attempt  to  broaden  the  basis  of  taxation 
by  placing  small  import  duties  on  a 
large  number  of  articles  is  opposed  to 
all  principles  of  sound  finance,  wasteful 
and  uneconomical  as  regards  collection, 
disturbing  and  harmful  to  industry  and 
commerce,  would  tend  to  raise  the  price 
of  all  the  taxed  articles  to  consumers, 
and,  in  practice,  would  lead  to  the  im- 
position of  high  tariffs  of  the  same 
-character  as  those  in  force  in  pro- 
tected countries,"  expressed  his  thanks 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hereford 
who,  by  his  courtesy  in  withdrawing  the 
Resolution  which  stood  in  his  name  on 
the  Paper,  had  given  him  the  opportunity 
of  raising  what  he  thought  was  not  an 
unimportant  phase  of  the  fiscal  question. 
If  asked  why  he  put  the  Resolution  on  the 
Paper,  he  would  say  that  he  did  so  because 
of  his  sympathy  with  the  right  hon. 
<Jentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
who  some  time  ago  went  down  to  Bir- 
mingham and  issued  a  new  edition  of 
the  fiscal  programme.  Although  that 
•edition  was  accepted  as  evidence  that 
at  last  the  protectionists  had  been 
Buccessful  in  casting  the  noose  of  pro- 
tection   round    the     unprotected    neck 


of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  he  had 
observed  that  in  speeches  in  the  country 
at  bye-elections  and  to  constituents 
no  reference  was  ever  made  to  the 
programme  promulgated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  Birmingham.  As 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  been 
somewhat  shy  of  further  elucidating 
his  programme  on  public  plaftonns  this 
occasion  had  been  taken  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  which  it  was  hoped  he 
would  seize.  The  four  principles  laid 
down  at  Birmingham  covered  a  great 
deal  of  ground,  and  he  had  endeavoured 
in  his  Resolution  to  confine  himself  to 
the  first  two  propositions  and  then 
to  establish  what  was  the  true  basis 
of  taxation  for  revenue.  A  small  duty 
on  manufactured  imports  was  a  most 
foolish,  costly,  and  futile  expedient,  to 
which  no  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  ever  resort.  It  was  contrary 
to  the  great  work  of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  to  those 
great  Budgets  which  had  been  the  ad« 
miration  of  financiers  all  the  world  over, 
which  were  based,  not  on  abstract 
principles,  but  on  concrete  results  and 
facts.  Undoubtedly  there  was  a  oertftin 
number  of  difficulties  to  encounter  in 
attacking  this  question  in  a  theoretical 
manner.  Some  of  those  difficulties  were 
in  the  mere  vagueness  of  the  words 
used,  and  he  would  have  to  make 
a  certain  number  of  assumptions  in  deal* 
ing  with  the  subject  at  all.  Let  him 
deal  with  the  question  of  what  was  meant 
by  "  broadening  the  basis  of  taxation." 
There  was  an  impression  in  the  minds 
of  many  people,  and  certainly  he  would 
not  have  expected  to  have  found  it  in 
the  mind  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
that  taxation  was  paid  by  articles;  but 
every  economist  knew  that  taxes  were 
paid  by  the   people^  and  the    number 
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the  taxes  were  spread 
over  in  no  way  affected  the  question 
of  the  amount  of  taxes  which  an 
individual  finally  had  to  pay.  An  emi- 
nent economist,  Mr.  A.  C.  Pigou,  in  an 
article  some  time  ago,  said  that 
certain  politicians  appeared  to  suppose 
that  taxes  were  paid  by  articles 
and  that  taxing  a  new  article  would 
open  up  a  new  source  of  revenue.  Taxes 
were  not  paid  by  articles  but  by  the 
people,  and  whether  they  made  the  tax- 
payer pay  an  amount  in  income-tax,  or 
an  amoimt  on  twenty  articles,  he  still 
paid  the  same  amount  of  taxes.  By 
this  so-called  broadening  of  the  basis 
of  taxation  did  they  suppose  that  they 
in  the  least  relieved  the  individual  from 
taxation  ?  He  asserted  with  confidence 
that  the  principle  was  financially  un- 
sound. It  was  unsound  as  was  all 
indirect  taxation.  He  would  not  assert 
that  it  was  unpopular,  or  that  it  was 
not  convenient,  and  he  would  not  go  as  far 
as  Bismarck  did  in  1879,  when,  in  a  famous 
speech,  he  said  that  indirect  taxation 
was  a  good  form  of  taxation  because 
nobody  knew  what  they  had  to  pay, 
and,  therefore,  nobody  felt  the  taxes, 
whilst  direct  taxation  was  very  un- 
popular because  everybody  knew  what 
they  paid.  Indirect  taxation  was  not 
seen  clearly,  and,  therefore,  the  burden 
was  not  felt :  if  they  admitted  that, 
they  also  admitted  the  argument  in 
favour  of  direct  taxation.  To  say  that 
the  taxes  spread  over  a  number  of  articles 
became  more  and  more  difficult  to  trace 
was  to  argue,  not  from  the  point  of  view  of 
financiers,  but  from  the  point  of  view  of 
company  promoters.  The  fact  that  they 
could  not  trace  the  incidence  of  taxation 
did  not  make  the  taxation  any  less,  but 
merely  made  it  more  difiicult  for  the 
individual  taxpayer  to  see  how  much 
money  was  taken  out  of  his  pocket. 
Sound  finance  meant  that  the  taxpayer 
ought  to  know  how  much  his  taxes 
amounted  to,  and  then  he  would  begin 
to  feel  the  burden  of  taxation  and  take 
an  interest  in  economy  of  administration ; 
until  he  did  that  he  was  not  really 
taking  that  due  part  in  the  government 
of  the  country  and  in  sound  finance 
which  undoubtedly  every  taxpayer 
ought  to  take.  He  would  go  further 
and  say  that  not  only  was  the  finance 


of  our  taxation  unsound,  but  it  was 
entirely  illusory.  And  here  he  came 
to  some  of  the  difficulties  to  which  he 
hoped  that  they  would  have  answers 
that  night.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, in  a  speech  at  Birmingham,  spoke 
of  small  duties.  Perhaps  he  would 
inform  them  what  he  meant  by  small 
duties.  Was  2J  per  cent,  a  small  duty, 
or  5  per  cent.,  or  10  per  cent.  ?  How 
many  duties  were  to  be  levied,  were  they 
to  he  ad  valorem  or  specific  duties,  and 
were  the  duties  to  be  raised  equally  on 
every  article,  or  were  they  to  be  variable 
duties  ?  Until  they  had  answers  to  some 
of  those  points  it  was,  of  course,  difficult 
to  make  the  calculations  which  were  neces- 
sary in  order  to  get  the  financial  results 
from  them.  He  would  like  to  point  out 
in  this  connection  the  curious  fact  that 
in  the  countiies  where  there  was  a  pro- 
tective system  the  amount  of  revenue 
derived  as  a  result  was  extremely 
small.  In  the  United  States  of  America 
for  the  year  1904-5  it  was  only 
28  per  cent,  of  the  total  revenue  from  the 
customs  taxation  on  manufactured  goods  ; 
in  Germany  less  than  20  per  cent,  of  the 
total  customs  revenue  came  from  manu- 
factured goods.  From  raw  material  in 
Germany  came  5*8  per  cent.,  and  from 
the  tax  on  food  74*2  per  cent.  The  total 
amount  of  revenue  collected  in  1904-5 
from  manufactures  was  some  £6,000,000, 
and  if  they  took  from  that  the  £800,000 
in  rebates  and  drawbacks  to  the  German 
manufacturers,  the  net  yield  from 
customs  duties  on  manufactured  articles 
was  £5,200,000.  That  was  not  a  very 
large  revenue  to  be  derived  from  the 
enormous  machinery  which  was  put  in 
operation.  But  were  we  to  have  a  larger 
revenue  from  the  machinery  to  be  put  in 
operation  in  this  country  ?  He  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  had  gone  into  the  matter  arith- 
metically,  though  it  might  appear  rather 
a  prosaic  method  of  looking  at  the  sub- 
ject. Firstly,  they  wanted  to  know 
whether  or  not  the  manufactures  im- 
ported from  the  Colonies  were  to 
be  subject  to  this  duty  ?  He  could 
scarcely  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  going  to  bind  the  Colonies 
closer  to  our  hearts  by  putting  a  10  per 
cent,  duty  on  their  manufactured  pro- 
ducts.   In  1906  the  total  schedule — and 
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our  schedules  were  very  imperfect  in  this 
matter — of  manufactured  and  semi- 
ipanufactured  goods  imported  into  this 
country  was  £136,000,000.  Did  they 
propose  to  put  a  10  per  cent,  duty  on  all 
those  products?  Of  the  £136,000,000 
something  like  £20,000,000  was  on  lead, 
copper,  zinc,  etc.,  and  nobody  he  should 
think  would  call  these  manufactured 
products.  They  had  been  desiring  for 
a  long  time  a  definition  of  raw  material 
and  manufactured  products.  When  were 
they  going  to  have  that  definition  ? 
Were  broken  stones  and  iron  manufac- 
tured products  ?  The  distinction  be- 
tween raw  material  and  manufactured 
products  was  a  fictitious  one ;  it 
did  not  exist  in  fact.  It  was  one 
which  did  not  exist  in  any  tariff  in  the 
world.  The  American,  German,  and 
French  tariffs  taxed  raw  materii),  and 
Members  might  find  in  their  cons*:ituen- 
ci**s  some  who  would  want  to  treat  as  manu- 
factured products  goods  which  had  been 
Considered  raw  mateii  1,  and  they  would 
find  that  granite  for  tombstones 
would  have  to  be  shifted  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  some  of  their  cons  itu.^nta. 
If  he  took  the  Board  of  Trade  chssifica- 
tion,  imperfect  as  it  wr.s  and  including 
as  it  did  manufactured  goods  like  cotton 
seed  oil  and  cotton  seed  cake,  he  could 
not  arrive  at  more  than  £100,000,000, 
and  not  more  than  £50,000,000  fully 
manufactured  goods.  He  would  give 
them  the  benefit  of  the  larger  figures, 
and  with  a  5  per  cent,  duty,  which  he 
called  a  small  duty,  they  would  have  a 
revenue  of  £5,000,000.  But  what  was 
that  revenue  going  to  cost  to  collect  ? 
That  was  a  point  which  never  seemed 
to  have  been  gone  into  with  sufficient 
care  by  those  who  had  investigated  the 
matter  on  the  other  side.  Our  present 
cost  of  customs  collection  was  over 
£1,000,000,  and  we  hul  an  exceedingly 
simple  tarii!  and  exceedingly  few  ports 
of  entry.  The  cost  of  revenue  collection 
in  Germany  was  something  like 
£3,000,000,  and  there  it  was  obviously 
a  simple  thing.  The  number  of  their 
harbours  and  waterways  was  small.  We 
had  £1,000,000  paid  now  on  a  small 
number  of  articles.  He  had  been 
through  the  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
Bud  he  thought  it  was  no  exaggeration 
to  say  that  under  such  a  schedule  the 
additional    cost    would    be    something 

Mr.Mimd. 


between  £3,000,000  and  £4,000,000  a 
year,  or  even  £5,000,000.  Supposing 
he  took  the  least  figure,  the  amount  for 
which  they  were  going  to  harass  and 
wrong  every  importer,  cancel  the 
whole  of  our  commercial  treaties,  and 
cause  disturbances  and  dissatisfaction 
to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country,  was  only  £2,000,000.  Perhaps 
10  per  cent,  was  a  small  duty ;  they 
would  with  a  10  per  cent,  duty  hive  a 
total  revenue  of  £4,000,000.  Surely  no- 
body would  say  that  it  would  be  worth 
while,  not  for  any  protective  idee,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  more  em- 
ployment, not  to  exclude  the  petti- 
fogging foreigner,  and  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  binding  the  Colonies  together, 
but  for  a  revenue  only  of  £5,000,000,  to 
upset  our  whole  fiscal  structure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would 
upset  and  worry  every  importer  and 
merchant  in  the  City  of  London  in  order 
to  raise  £4,000,000. 

Mr.       AUSTEN       CHAMBERLAIN 

(^\'orce8tershire,  E.) :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Gentlem'in,  but  he 
appeals  directly  to  me.  £4,OiD0,000  is 
roughly  the  amount  raised  by  the  coal- 
duty.     What  was  the  cost  of  collection  ? 

Mr.  MOND  said  he  had  no  access  to 
official  figures,  but  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  was  proposing  to  put  a  duty  on 
about  1,000  articles.  Had  he  ever  read 
the  German  schedule  of  sixty  pages 
of  manufactured  articles  ?  The  difficulty 
was  that  all  the  articles  would  have  to 
be  inspected  infinitely  more  carefully 
than  now.  However  the  line  was  drawn 
between  manufactured  and  unmanu- 
factured articles,  the  former  would  have 
to  be  inspected  in  a  manner  in  which 
they  were  not  to-day.  The  export  of 
coal  took  place  in  a  concentrated  area 
and  the  duly  was  very  easy  to  collect. 
There  were  196  ports  registered,  at  each  of 
which  there  would  have  to  be  some  kind 
of  preventive  officer.  Were  they  going 
to  make  it  practically  impossible  to 
import  manufactured  goods  except  at 
the  few  ports  wh  :re  the  necessary  arrang3- 
meiits  no.v  existed,  or  were  they 
going  to  establish  Custom  House  officers 
at  those  196  ports  fully  equipped? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  told 
them  how  he  was  going  to  deal  with  the 
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'Enormous  transit  trade  passing  through 
England,   amounting  to   £94,000,000  a 
year.    That  was  a  business  question  to 
^hich  they  must  have  a  business  answer. 
Were  thcv  going  to  have  a  series  of  free 
^rts  about  the  coast,  and  if  so  which 
towns  and  ports  were  to  be  favoured  ? 
If  they  did  not  have  free  ports,  were 
they  going  to  throw  this  £94,000,000  of 
-transhipment  business  into  the  free  ports 
•of    Hfljnburg    and    Bremen  ?    Anyone 
who  knew  anything  about  this  business 
Imew  how  delicate  it  was,  how  small 
difficulties  in  loading,  port    dues,    and 
matters  of  that  kind  would  drive  traders 
■from   one   port   to   another — from   one 
centre    to    another.    How    were    they 
•going  to  deal  with  the  £94,000,000  of  tran- 
^•hipment   trade  ?     It   was   a   very   big 
figure  and  it  was  a  very  big  business, 
and   they   ought   to   have   the   scheme 
before  them  before  they  were  asked  to 
plunge  wildly  into  reversing  the  fiscal 
system  which  had  stood  them  in  good 
stead    for    two    generations.      Bonded 
warehouses  formed  a  large  part  of    the 
expenses  of  duties  in  foreign  countries. 
"Were  they  "going  to    establish    bonded 
iirarehouses,  and  if  so  had  the  cost  been 
^timated?  ♦Were ''they   going   to   pay 
tor  them  out  of  the   revenue?    If    so, 
i;rhat    was    collected    would    very  soon 
go    in  bricks  and  ^mortar.    Were  hon. 
•Gentlemen     'going      to      follow      their 
usual  practice  and  ^borrow  money  for  a 
free  trade  Government  to   pay  back  ? 
Even  then  it  would  cost  a  lot  of  money. 
Were  they  going  to  allow  drawbacks  as 
the  German  and  American  manufacturers 
^d  ?    If  so,  could  anybody  inform  them 
liow  much  further  the  revenue  would  be 
diminished  by  the  amount  of  duty  repaid? 
Did   the    right   hon.    Gentleman    think 
•even  £5,000,000  was  a  reasonable  revenue 
ior   which    to    upset    the    whole    fiscal 
structure  of  the  country  ?     There  was 
^ne  point  it  seemed  to  him  which  was 
misapprehended,  and  that  was  the  enor- 
mous worry  and  disturbance  to  trade 
and  commerce.    Whether  the  article  was 
dutiable  or  non-dutiable  they  would  give 
an  amount  of  trouble,  extra  clerical  labour 
and  work  and  anxiety  to  every  trader 
in    the    country.    He    could    give    an 
example    in    his    own    experience.    He 
was  interested  in  some  mines  in  Canada, 
and  they  were  importing  from  a  well- 
known  firm  in  America  a  large  amount 


of  mining  machinery  which  was  duty  free 
Some  of  the  machinery  for  nearly  a 
fortnight  remained  on  the  railway  siding 
to  wait  for  an  inspector  to  come  and 
pass  it  as  duty  free.  In  the  meantime 
the  hands,  the  erectors  and  contractors, 
were  all  standing  at  the  mine  incapable 
of  proceeding  with  their  work  while 
this  red  tape  was  being  gone  through. 
That  was  one  example  out  of  hundreds. 
A  friend  of  his  took  a  quilt  to  Germany. 
When  it  got  there,  the  Custom  House 
officer  said  it  was  dutiable  as  silk.  It 
was  not  silk,  and  his  friend  had  a  long 
argument.  Finally  he  got  it  through. 
He  did  not  say  that  if  they  could  turn  this 
country  into  an  earthly  paradise,  if  more 
men  could  be  employed  at  high  wages, 
and  if  there  could  be  no  longer  any 
distress  or  trouble,  it  was  not  worth 
while  to  go  to  a  great  deal  of  incon- 
venience to  bring  that  about.  But  if  they 
told  him  it  was  worth  while  for  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000  a  year  to  give  an  immense 
amount  of  trouble  to  traders  and  im- 
porters, if  every  lady  who  came  back 
from  Paris  had  her  luggage  turned  out 
and  all  her  things  examined  in  the  way 
they  were  at  New  York — if  they  thought 
that  was  going  to  be  a  popular  policy 
they  were  widely  mistaken.  It  was 
foolish.  It  was  imworthy  of  any  great 
mind.  He  was  interested  in  the  erection 
of  engineering  plant  in  (Germany  and 
Italy.  They  had  tariffs  in  thoss  countries 
and  the  wretched  people  who  were 
bujring  this  plant,  which  they  could 
get  made  in  England  much  better  than 
in  their  own  country,  had  to  have  a 
larger  capital  to  carry  on  their  in- 
dustry. The  amount  of  trouble  that 
the  calculations  gave  to  the  seller  and 
the  purchaser  was  simply  incredible. 
They  found  the  same  trouble  in  the 
United  States.  A  great  part  of  the  time 
of  the  merchants  in  New  York  was  taken 
up,  not  in  business,  but  in  disputes  with 
the  Custom  Houses  as  to  which  schedule 
their  products  should  come  imder.  If 
the  Customs  people  were  right,  the 
importer  sometimes  made  not  a  profit 
but  a  loss.  That  was  a  great  waste  of 
energy  and  time,  and  the  extra  clerical 
work  and  labour  entailed  represented 
increased  cost  to  the  consumer.  These 
people  were  not  going  to  keep  an  extra 
staff  and  increase  their  general 
charges    in    that   manner  out   of   their 
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own  pockets.  Was  it  worth  while 
for  four  or  five  millions  a  year  to  incur 
all  this  expense  and  trouble  and  create 
all  this  dissatisfaction  ?  There  was  one 
further  point  of  considerable  importance, 
and  that  was  the  question  of  the 
future.  The  last  part  of  his  pro- 
position was  that  they  might  establish 
a  tariff  for  revenue  purposes  only.  They 
might  be  as  innocent  as  new  bom  lambs, 
their  souls  might  be  as  white  as  the 
driven  snow,  but  if  they  once  introduced 
this  subtle  element  of  a  tax  on  the 
article  which  was  manufactured  un- 
taxed in  this  coimtry  they  had  begun  to 
walk  down  that  decline  on  which  nothing 
had  or  could  or  would  ever  arrest  a 
nation.  Germany,  America,  Canada,  and 
France  all  bore  eloquent  testimony  to 
the  truth  of  his  proposition.  (Jermany, 
after  a  period  of  happy  free  trade  from 
1870  to  1880,  called  for  a  revision  of  her 
tariff  and  requested  Bismarck  for  the 
purpose  of  financing  the  Empire  to  under- 
take a  revenue  tariff.  They  were  sup- 
posed to  be  small  duties.  Germany  had 
a  tariff  in  1879,  another  in  1885,  another 
in  1887,  another  in  1890,  another  shortly 
afterwards,  and  they  had  had  another 
since.  The  tariff  produced  for  revenue 
purposes  only  had  mounted  and  mounted 
and  mounted  till  it  had  become  a 
protective  tariff.  What  had  happened  ? 
The  last  tariff  the  German  Parliament 
passed  was  forced  by  the  agrarian 
party  under  the  threat  that  they 
would  refuse  to  vote  the  money  neces- 
sary for  the  Navy ;  they  were  as 
patriotic  as  protectionists  always  were; 
they  demanded  a  high  duty  on  corn  and 
the  starvation  of  the  people  or  there  would 
be  no  Navy.  With  the  sword  held  to 
their  breasts  the  German  Government 
were  compelled  to  pass  the  last  tariff. 
The  United  States  had  a  long  record  in 
the  matter.  They  began  \\nth  a  tariff 
in  1790,  which  was  a  revenue  tariff.  In 
1816  they  tried  a  little  protection. 
In  1824  they  started  a  little  more.  In 
1833  they  had  a  compromise  tariff. 
In  1842  they  raised  their  tariff  again.  In 
1846  they  put  the  tariff  down  again. 
In  1851  they  put  it  down  again.  In  1861 
they  put  it  up  again.  In  1862  they 
had  another  tariff.  In  1864  they  raised 
it  again.  In  1870,  1882,  1890,  1894,  and 
1897  they  had  Tariff  Acts.  What  an 
occupation  for  a  great  Parliament  and  a 
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great  country !  What  a  happy  prospeci 
to  hold  out  to  them  to  spend  their  time 
in  bolstering  up  decayed  and  mined  in- 
dustries. They  would  find  very  curions 
phenomena  if  they  went  into  the  thing 
a  little.  When  trade  was  bad  it  was 
always  the  fault  of  the  tariff.  It  was 
either  too  high  or  too  low.  When  the 
tariff  was  low  and  depression  came  along 
they  screwed  it  up.  When  there  was 
a  high  tariff  and  trade  depression  they 
put  it  down.  What  a  splendid  regulat- 
ing system !  The  result  was  alwa3rs 
uncertain,  producing  something  en- 
tirely different  from  what  was  expected. 
In  every  country  a  tariff  had  always 
been  the  starting  point,  but  protection 
had  been  the  end,  and  it  had  gained  and 
gained.  Interests  were  set  up  which  no 
statesman  had  ever  been  strong  enough 
to  resist,  as  had  been  shown  in  Canada, 
where  the  tariff  was  retarding  the  pro- 
gress of  the  country.  Naturally  they 
would  be  raising  up  interests  which  they 
could  not  throw  off.  If  they  induced 
people  in  this  coimtry  to  establish  in- 
dustries imder  a  revenue  tariff,  they 
would  be  establishing  another  lot  of 
vested  interests,  and,  as  in  the  United 
States,  they  would  perhaps  have  to 
find  sources  of  expenditure  in  order  to 
keep  up  the  tariff.  If  there  was  to  be  a 
tariff,  let  it  be  a  high  one  ;  then  it  would 
do  something.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  never  talked  about 
small  tariffs,  never  said  he  wanted  little 
innocent  revenue  tariffs  ;  he  wanted  to 
exclude  the  hated  foreign  product,  which 
was  taking  the  bread  out  of  the  mouths 
of  English  workmen.  A  revenue  tariff 
would  not  do  that ;  then  why  not  tell 
the  workmen  so  ?  It  was  because  the 
Party  opposite  wished  to  allay  the  fears 
of  their  more  timid  supporters.  Yet 
the  free  trade  Unionists,  the  sacrificial 
lamb  of  the  Party,  were  always  being  led 
to  the  slaughter  by  the  confederates, 
and  the  arch-priest  of  the  Party  told  them 
it  would  not  hurt  much.  Let  them  cut 
its  throat !  Let  them  know  what  the 
issue  was  which  every  tariff  reform 
speaker  and  lecturer  was  putting  before 
the  country.  It  had  taken  a  long  time 
to  drive  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  so 
far,  but  let  him  now  plunge  a  little 
further.  The  tariff  reformers  could  not 
persuade  this  country  that  the  great 
work  was  fruitless  which  Gladstone  and 
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Peel  did  in  striking  o&  thousands  of 
duties  that  were  found  to  produce  no 
revenue  and  which  it  did  not  pay  to  put 
on.  Let  them  forsake  the  flimsy  ground 
of  the  new  Birmingham  eirenicon  and 
take  their  stand  by  the  old  Birmingham 
policy ;  then  the  trade  of  the  country 
would  know  where  it  was.  He  sub- 
mitted his  Resolution  with  confidence  to 
the  House,  and  he  submitted  it  with 
«qual  confidence  to  any  body  of  expert 
traders  and  to  the  consumers  of  this 
country.    He  begged  to  move. 

*Mb.  RUSSELL  REA  (Gloucester)  said 
lie  rose  to  second  the  Resolution  which 
had  been  so  ably  moved  by  his  hon. 
friend.    He    would    not    occupy    very 
many  minutes,  because  he  felt  that  on  an 
occasion    like    that  the    time   at   their 
disposal    was    so    limited    that   it   was 
not    justifiable     for    him     to     occupy 
long.    Tariff   reformers    professed   that 
they  did  not  want  to  return  to  the  old 
full-blooded    protection    of    the    early 
years  of  the  19th  century.     But  they 
iorgot  that  in  the  middle  of  that  century 
there  was  a  great  tariff  experiment  on 
their   own    lines.    It    was    a    scientific 
tariff  of  the  modern  kind  and  contained 
oolonial  preference,  and  it  was  the  failure 
of  that  tariff   that  completed   the   full 
oonversion  of  Peel  and  Gladstone  to  free 
trade.    A  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  which  sat  in   1840  and   was 
presided  over  by  Joseph  Hume  recom- 
mended   a    scientific   tariff,    which   was 
adopted   by   Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1842. 
The  principles  of  that  tariff  were  the 
reduction    of   duties   on   raw.  material, 
which  in  no  case  were  to  exceed  5  per 
cent.,  of  duties  on  partially  manufactured 
articles  to  a  point  not  to  exceed  12  per 
oent.,  of  duties  on  manufactured  articles 
to  a  point  not  to  exceed  20  per  cent.,  and 
it  also  contained  the  principle  of  pre- 
ferential   reductions    of    the    duties    on 
•colonial  products.     That  was  the   tariff 
advocated   to-day    by   tariff    reformers. 
It     proved     a     failure,     and     it     was 
its    failure    that    converted     Peel    and 
Gladstone     to     free      trade.       In     the 
course   of   his   study   of    the   economic 
liistory  of  that  period  he  was  very  anxious 
to  purchase  a  copy  of  the  Report  of  the 
Hume  Commission,  but  failed  until  he 
came  across  a  second-hand  copy,  which 
he  found  had  been  in  the  possession  of 


the    late    Sir   Stafford   Northcote,   and 
hid  voluminous  notes  upon  it  in  that 
statesman's    own    handwriting.     Those 
notes  showed  that  the  late  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  had  no  belief  in  small  duties, 
and  one  cilculation  he  made  was  to  the 
effect  that  in  the  two  years  following  the 
tariff  of  1842  the  produce  of  the  tariff 
on    17  articles  was  £21,417,000,  whilst 
the  total  revenue  was   £22,710,000,    so 
that  95  per  cent,  of  the  whole  revenue 
of  the  country  was  collected  from  17 
articles    which    were    subject   to    tariff. 
That  illustrated  what  he  had  said  that 
there  were  only  46  articles  in  the  tariff 
which  yielded  revenue  worth  collecting 
while    822    articles    produced    nothing. 
They  knew  what  the  state  of  the  country 
was  in  what  were  known  as  the  "  hungry 
forties."    |The    whole    system    of  small 
taxes    had    been    changed    since    then. 
The    only   people    who    paid    taxes   on 
imported  goods  were  the  taxpayers  who 
lived  in  the   country  where   the   taxes 
were  imposed.     What  he  would  like  to 
know  was  whether  tariff  reformers  and 
the  Party  opposite  advocated  the  institu- 
tion of  a  gcfneral  tariff  or  not.     "  General 
tariff  "  was  a  term  which  had  a  very 
definite  meaning  in  diplomacy  and  fin- 
ance.   It  me  nt  a  tariff  in  whi^h  taxa- 
tion was  the   rule,  and  freedom  from 
taxation  by  the  construction  of  a  **  tree 
list "  the  exoep  don.    It  meant  a  tariff  that 
could  be  expanded  into  a  penal  tariff  or 
reduced   into   a  preferential  tariff.     He 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  ask  the  advo- 
cates of  tariff  reform  whether  they  desired 
a  general  tariff  in  this  country.      Hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    had    spoken    with 
two  voices,  and  it  was  very  hard  to 
reconcile  them.     Speaking  in  the  Albert 
Hall  on  8th  July,  1905,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, dealing  with  the  subject  of  small 
taxes  and  a  general  tariff,  said — 

"  Retaliation  is  an  excellent  text ;  so  is 
Mesopotamia  ....  It  is  no  use  for  a  man 
to  go  down  into  the  country  and  to  propose 
to  be  an  advocate  of  preference  for  the  colonies, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  boast  that  he  is 
unwilling  to  pay  the  price.  We  want  the  big 
revolver  when  wo  meet  the  men  who  are  armed 
it  all  points.  [Cheers,  and  "  Well-loaded, 
Sir."]  I  agree  with  the  interruption.  That 
is  the  whole  point  of  my  argument.  What  is 
the  use  of  a  revolver  which  is  not  loaded  T 
We  will  load  our  revolver  with  a  general  tariff 
....  The  revolver  is  not  given  to  us  aa  a 
toy — it  is  meant  for  use,  that  its  charge — this 
general  tariff  of  which  I  speak — may  be  turned 
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§ki  a  momei^t  into  «  penal  lurifl* 
g*m<l^  for  uit,  iu  out  iift«i»  At  ony  r«t- 
ftr#  not  politlriAm,  to  ton«««M  whAi  wr  n 

Tfws  right  hon.  GentktnAn  »l '' 
oi    th«    Opposition,    lApcftldii 
Herchimt  Tayloi^*  IIaJI  on  I2tb  r*  < 
1906,  iaid— 

"  Whvn  1  1km  told   by  »»t 
my  irii^fiilt)  lliHt  a  litnnll  tJi^i 

without  it*  I  niKj  why  Uy  tii^ 

Af0  you  i(tir«  thitt  s'  itwbiii^i  l» 

tka-liy  to  br- ciftiilt  \*iLu  -  ' 

mftfihlnory  f    hi  tUn  untr.. 

Utri0«  do  you  maita  that  i  i 

out  whAt  Iji  cAlltid  reinli 

tftri^  U  fMirt  ol  thtit  itrihi  i 

|mrt,  to  iTinkn  thai  Hniitut^ivii  »<-  1 

to  inikk«  th«  otbor  limiUilioiL'' 

III    VJflW    t}f    thcH<^    wUtl^liii 

ft  rigbt  to  &sk  what  wii 
the  Party  opponiitA*    It  f 
power,    did    thoy    moao    ti 
gftneml  tjirU1 1    Ke  did  iiur 
Mftdijr  ol  tho  Oppowif: 
if   tho   couatry   uais 
JuH    vote   to-nightt  it   hr 
the  iiosolutiotip  aa  a  vu^ 
tariff. 

Motion  madet  and  Qtt^ 
**  That,   in  the  opiniurt 
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of  all  Uixtid  art i dim  tf*  i 
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of  hi^h  t^fiff,^  of  thv 
thcwo  irt  force  in  ^i^tt^ot^U  iv«i 

♦Mr,  HrU-S  (DurK 
ot  thu  He^olutimi  \i .  ' 
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soar  tn  the  h^ighta  ^  !■: 
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Iiad  st^tiHl  thut  tlioitr    I 
the     House     lu*d     ^rm* 
thoir     opponiHit^      had 
Ha  w*aa  tmito  coaUint   • 
qm*«tion  fK»m  the  point 
natirmal  iutttm«t  imil  ti, 
ftftctt^ied  tht*  coiu\tTV  m\ 
t  imi>.     He  tignuad  t  hiil  p«» .  • 
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was  a  tax  on  prrduction.  If  pro- 
duction was  s'imidated  the  taxable  cap- 
acity of  the  country  was  stimulated,  and 
therefore  there  was  a  large  increase  in 
the  standard  or  staple  taxes.  When  the 
miver  of  the  Resolution  got  up  and  re  - 
duced  his  sum  to  four  or  five  millions, 
he  ought  to  look  further  afield  to  see 
whether  there  were  not  certain  things 
which  he  had  not  considered.  Ever 
at  the  Custom  House  the  returns  would  be 
much  greater  than  he  made  out,  and  if 
thete  were  fdled  the  increase  of  the 
taxable  capacity  of  the  country,  it  would 
be  found  a  very  great  deal.  Hi  was 
entirely  at  one  with  the  mover  of  the 
Resolution  as  to  the  difficulties  of  an} 
proposed  new  system.  In  his  owr 
opinion  the  present  system  of  tax- 
ation had  gone  mad  on  simplicity. 
[Ironical  Ministerial  laughter.]  Yes, 
gone  mad  on  simplicity,  and  foi 
this  reason ;  that  they  had  gone 
entirely  for  ease  of  collection.  All 
they  had  thought  of  was  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  get 
in  most  easily  in  the  way  of  taxation. 
They  had  gone  in  for  Mr.  Gladstone's 
principle  of  a  few  taxes  on  articles  of 
general  consumption.  He  maintained 
at  once  that  that  was  the  worst  standard 
that  could  be  had.  It  simply  meant 
that  the  poor  paid  an  excessive  amount 
of  that  taxation.  It  seemed  simple  to 
collect,  but  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  poor  taxpayer  it  was  demonstrably 
wrong.  Although  the  scheduled  manu- 
factured articles  in  the  Grerman  tarif? 
occupied  70  pages,  and  although  it 
looked  a  very  formidable  list  yet  it  presesd 
much  less  hardly  upon  the  Qerman  tax- 
payer than  the  sugar  duty  did  here. 
To  say  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  intro- 
duce a  new  system  was  a  pure  confession 
of  weakness.  If  the  thing  was  right,  it 
ought  to  be  their  duty  to  do  it.  For 
seven  years  a  Committee  of  experts  had 
sat  on  the  Oerman  tarifiE,  the  whole 
trade  of  Germany  for  the  last  twenty 
years  had  been  examined,  and  2,000 
witnesses  had  given  evidence.  The  result 
of  that  labour  might  or  might  not  be 
accepted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
but  it  was  absurd  to  say  that  it  was 
wasted  time.  All  the  free  trade  party 
seemed  to  think  that  it  was  not  the 
business  of  the  country  to  consider  what 
industries  were  carried  on  in  the  country. 


They  seemed  to  think  that  the  interest 
of  the  individual  was  always  the  same 
r  s  the  interest  of  the  State.  They  knew 
that  the  manufacturer  looked  quite 
rightly  to  get  his  profit,  and  yet 
they  seemed  to  think  that  by  doing 
so  he  must  conserve  the  interests  of  the 
State.  But  he  maintained  that  the  State 
had  a  great  interest  in  the  industries  of 
the  country  apart  from  the  interest  of 
the  individual  producer.  It  had  a  perfect 
right  to  say  that  certain  industries  were 
good  for,  or  were  necessary  for, 
the  community.  All  the  arguments 
about  the  selfish  nature  of  protection 
were  rather  small ;  it  wps  not  as  if  they 
argued  for  tariff  protection  only  for  the 
sake  of  the  producer  of  manufactured 
articles.  He  might  be  entirely  wrong, 
but  did  they  suppose  that  people  like 
those  who  had  gone  into  this  movement 
of  tariff  reform  were  mainly  concerned 
for  themselves  and  that  they  took  all 
this  time  and  trouble  for  the  mere  pro- 
tection of  their  own  interest  ?  Surely 
not.  The  State  was  directly  interested 
in  the  amount  of  produciion  turned 
out  by  the  manufacturing  industries ; 
but  according  to  free  trade  doctrine 
that  did  not  matter  to  the  State. 
He  contended  that  the  interest  of 
the  individual  was  at  nearly  all 
points  in  conflict  with  the  interests 
of  the  State,  and  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  State  to  interfere  and  regulate 
production,  and  it  could  only  do  that 
by  m.e?ns  of  taxes.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  tr  Iked  p  bout  giant 
industries  held  down  by  the  unseen  bonds 
of  thousands  of  trxes.  He  disagreed  with 
that  entirely.  The  only  way  in  which 
the  State  could  interfere  with  and  help 
industry  wrs  byme^ns  of  taxes.  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "Oh,  oh!"]  What  other 
ways  were  there  ?  If  thev  gave  up  that 
mc^ns  they  surrendered  all  control  over 
the  industries  of  the  country,  and  that  was 
a  counsel  of  despair.  It  meant  saying 
that  they  siirply  meant  to  let  people 
do  what  they  liked,  and  that  those  who 
represented  the  whole  community  were 
to  do  nothing  at  all.     He  took  his  stand 

'  on  quite  different  grounds.  He  held  that 
bv  tpxes  they  could  raise  revenue  and 
also  do  a  great  deal  for  the  productive 
power  of  the^ country.  The  mover  of  the 
Resolution  had  told  the  House  a  great 

I  deal   about   the   evils  which   existed   in 
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protective  countries,  about  the  people 
eating  horse-flesh  and  black  bread  and 
all  that  sort  of  thing.  He  suspected 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  quite 
serious  in  that  part  of  his  argument. 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
look  for  a  minute  and  see  how  the  pro- 
tective system  leaUy  worked  in  Germany. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  Germany 
in  the  happy  days  of  free  trade.  Happy 
days  of  free  trade — when  Germans  were 
leaving  the  country  at  the  rate  of 
200,000  a  year!  When  they  came  to 
look  at  any  industrial  system  they  must 
look  at  it  from  the  point  of  view  of  what 
it  had  done.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
defended  their  system,  but  any  system 
broke  down  which  did  not  employ  the 
people  of  the  country,  and  surely  they 
who  advocated  a  change  had  something 
to  say  for  themselves.  What  was  hap- 
-pening  now  in  Germany  ?  She  was 
-Absorbing  into  her  industrial  life  double 
the  number  of  people  we  were.  They 
ought  not  to  speak  of  unemployed  and  of 
the  percentages  of  people  who  were  out 
of  work.  They  ought  to  look  at  those 
who  were  employed  rather  than  at  those 
who  were  not.  They  never  said  how 
many  people  this  country  absorbed  into 
its  system  year  by  year ;  and  on  that 
ground  all  the  figures  quoted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  beside  the 
question.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  told  them  a  few  days  ago 
about  the  amount  of  unemployment  in 
the  United  States.  The  answer  to  that 
was,  that  in  the  last  ten  years  the  United 
States  had  absorbed  15,000,000  people, 
ior  whom  they  had,  more  or  less,  found 
work.  Of  course,  it  might  be  said  that 
the  United  States  was  a  new  and  un- 
developed country,  and  not  a  fair  test 
to  take;  but  ht  them  look  at 
Germany,  where  they  had  absorbed 
4,000,000  people,  and  their  system  had 
suited  their  country  so  much  better 
than  our  system  that  they  had  added 
double  the  number  to  their  popula- 
tion that  we  did.  It  might  be  said 
that  emigration  was  a  remedy  for  un- 
employment. It  was  not  a  remedy  ;  it 
might  have  been  so  in  the  old  days  when 
we  sent  men  across  the  seas  as  consumers 
who  bought  our  goods.  But  now  we  sent 
producers  who  competed  with  us.  The 
more  people  we  could  absorb  into  our 
system  the  better  for  us.     We  were  only 

Mr.  Hills. 


on  the  threshold  of  a  new  day,  when  the 
number  of  people  would  be  increased  to 
an  incredibly  greater  extent  than  now, 
and  when  they  would  find  employment 
through  the  enormous  extension  of 
machinery  and  of  our  productive  power. 
If  an  industry  was  started,  popula- 
tion and  capital  flowed  in,  and  if 
we  started  industries  here,  people 
would  not  leave  us,  and  this  drain 
which  we  had  every  year  would  not 
take  place.  The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Resolution  talked  about 
protectionist  interests.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  all  fiscal  systems  must  help 
somebody — certain  interests  were  suited 
by  certain  systems.  Free  trade  suited 
certain  interests.  But  what  they  had 
to  look  at  was  not  the  interests  of  this 
body  of  men  or  of  that  industry,  but  the 
interests  of  the  country  as  a  whole. 
Did  the  Party  opposite  mean  to  defend 
their  system  as  perfect  ?  Did  they  mean 
to  go  on  year  after  year,  with  all  these 
people  out  of  employment,  and  suggest 
no  remedy  at  all  ?  Everything  they 
suggested  was  merely  a  palliative,  and 
when  they  on  that  side  tried  to  find  a 
remedy,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said 
they  were  selfish,  simple-minded,  and 
stupid  protectionists.  But  they  did  not 
answer  the  question  that  was  before 
them  now.  Their  speeches  might  be 
made  anywhere ;  they  were  perfectly 
out  of  place  there.  It  was  the  existing 
condition  of  things  they  had  to  meet, 
and  the  Party  opposite  made  no  sort  of 
attempt  to  meet  them.  If  they  did  not, 
he  could  assure  them  that  they  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  get  their  chance. 

♦Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston)  said  he 
had  listened  with  so  much  pleasure  to  the 
speech  which  they  had  just  heard  that 
he  would  try  and  answer  vle^  ql  the 
points  which  the  hon.  Member  made. 
He  began  by  using  what  appeared  to  be  a. 
very  fair  argument,  that  there  was 
theoretically  a  case  for  a  multitude  of 
duties,  because  by  that  means  they 
would  spread  the  burden  of  taxation 
over  a  multitude  of  people,  and  would 
make  people  pay  according  to  their 
means.  He  thought,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  overlooked  the  fact  that  they 
were  by  no  means  more  sure  where  the 
burden  was  going  to  fall  than  they  were  at 
present.  He  had  also  overlooked  the  much 
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more  serious  consideration,  that  if  they 
were  going  to  get  a  large  revenue  that  way 
they  must  tax  the  things  that  the  mass 
of  the  people  used.  They  could  not 
get  a  large  revenue  by  taxing  the  things 
which  the  wealthy  people  used,  though 
hy  doing  so  they  might  get  a  little  but  not 
much.  He  quite  agreed  with  what  the 
hon.  Member  said  about  the  sugar  and 
tea  taxes.  He  was  opposed  to  those 
taxes,  but  he  would  point  out  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  wanted  scientifically  to 
make  taxes  r^st  on  those  people  who 
could  best  bear  the  burden,  then  the  only 
scientific  tax  was  the  income-tax.  He, 
personally,  was  in  favour  of  extending 
the  income-tax  downwards  so  that  every 
man  should  pay  an  income-tax,  however 
small  it  might  be,  and  make  some  direct 
contribution  to  the  great  club  to  which 
they  all  belonged,  and  so  that  he  might 
know  the  amount  of  the  contribution  he 
was  making.  The  reason  they  did  not 
extend  the  income-tax  downwards  was  the 
trouble  of  collection,  but  he  believed  the 
tremendous  moral  and  political  value  they 
would  gain  would  fully  justify  the  extra 
cost  involved  in  the  extra  trouble  of 
collecting.  The  hon.  Gentleman  hod  also 
told  them  that  the  German  scientific 
tariff  was  based  on  the  theory  of  putting 
extra  duties  on  those  things  that  con- 
tained a  larger  amount  of  labour.  On 
that  theory  he  presumed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  put  a  larger  duty  on 
cloth  than  he  would  on  yarn.  Would 
that  be  an  ad  valorem  duty  ? 

*Mb.  hills  said  not  necessarily.  It 
was  not  always  the  same  thing.  The 
labour  value  of  each  product  would  have 
to  be  found  and  the  labour  value  taken 
into  consideration  in  the  tax. 

♦Mr.  HA.ROLD  COX:  But  how? 
By  weight  or  by  value  ?  With  staple 
articles  of  manufacture,  ultimately  the 
question  came  down  to  one  of  money 
value. 

♦Mr.  HILLS :  Not  money  value,  labour 
Talue. 

♦Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  the  point  he 
wished  to  make  was  that  the  amount  of 
labour  on  £100  of  yarn  was  the  same  as 
on  £100  of  cloth.    If  the  hon.  Member 


doubted  that  he  would  ask  him  the  old 
question  of  their  childhx)d — Which  was 
the  heavier,  a  pound  of  feathers  or  a 
pound  of  lead. 

Mr.  CARLILE  (Hertfordshire,  St- 
Albans)  said  in  transferring  yarn  into 
woollen  cloth  they  added  to  the  amount 
of  labour. 

♦Mr.  HAROLD  COX  thought  with  all 
respect  he  had  already  got  as  far  as  that. 
His  point  was  that  £100  of  yarn  con- 
tained a  greater  weight  of  yarn  than 
would  be  made  up  into  £100  of  cloth. 
If  they  took  £100  worth  of  each  they 
would  find  the  same  labour  in  the  lump. 
It  must  be  so. 

♦Mr.  hills  :  In  £100  worth  of  yarn 
there  is  a  certain  amoimt  of  wool  and  a 
certain  amount  of  labour.  In  £100  worth 
of  cloth  there  was  a  smaller  amount  of 
wool  and  a  larger  amount  of  labour. 

♦Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  the  wool 
represented  labour.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  was  suffering  from  a  difficulty 
which  all  tarifi  reformers  had  felt — the 
difficulty  of  discriminating  between  raw 
material  and  manufactured  articles.  He 
challenged  anyone  to  sav  whether  leather 
was  a  raw  material  or  a  manufactured 
article.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  oil, 
which  was  raw  material  in  the  manu- 
facture of  linoleum,  but  oil  was  fUo  a 
manufactured  article.  A  Scottish  manu- 
facturer of  lineolum  had  told  him  that  he 
was  so  troubled  by  the  French  tarifi  that 
he  thought  of  transferring  his  factory  to 
France.  He  had  gone  so  far  as  to  select 
a  site,  when  it  occurred  to  him  to  ask  at 
what  price  he  could  get  his  raw  materials 

\  in  France.  He  then  discovered  that  the 
French  duties  were  so  heavy  that  it  paid 
better  to  continue  the  manufacture  in 
Scotland,  The  hon.  Member  said  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  regula- 
ting the  industries  of  the  country  for  the 
good  of  the  country.  But  it  was  im- 
possible to  give  an  advantage  to  particular 
industries  by  means  of  a  tariflF,  unless  that 
tariff  enabled  the  manufacturer  to  obtain 
higher  prices  than  he  could  without  a 
tariff.     By  encoui  aging  some  industries  we 

i  must  consequently  depress  others. 
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*Mr.  HILLS:  The  thing  that  interests 
the  producer  is  not  the  price,  but  the 
profit.  A  larger  sale  means  a  larger 
profit ;  and,  therefore,  an  extended 
market  mav  give  a  larger  profit  without 
raising  the  price. 

i  ♦Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  any 
producer  could  get  a  larger  sale  by 
selling  mi  re  cheaply.  What  the  producer 
wanted  was  a  price  above  what  he  would 
get  if  there  were  no  duty,  and  that  must 
be  paid  by  the  rest  of  the  community, 
and  thus  fall  on  other  industries.  It 
should  be  asked  what  industries  hon. 
Members  proposed  to  benefit  and  what 
they  proposed  to  injure.  No  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  had  said  what  industries 
they  proposed  to  benefit,  although  when 
they  went  into  particular  districts  of  the 
country  they  advocated  a  protective  tax 
for  the  benefit  of  the  industries  of  those 
districts,  as,  for  example,  cement  and 
hops.  But  as  a  national  policy  they  had 
not  declared  that  for  the  national  interest 
such  and  such  industries  should  be  ex- 
tended. It  was  impossible  for  them  to 
do  this,  because,  while  the  agricultural 
industries  would  l>e  benefited  by  taxiiij: 
agricultural  imports,  the  manufacturing 
industries  would  be  injured  by  the  same 
dutie:*.  Hon.  Members  could  not  benefit 
all  the  industries  of  the  count r}'  at  the 
same  rime,  and  they  had  never  said  what 
was  the  industry  horn  the  national  point 
of  view  they  wished  to  benefit.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  growth  of 
daffoilils  in  the  Scilly  Isles.  But  why  was 
it  an  objectionable  industry  to  grow 
daffodils  {  They  gave  a  jirear  deal  of 
pleasure*  to  humaiiity.  and  it  wo  could 
produce  datTovlils  here  at  a  crtMrer  ad- 
V a  T  •  r  a::e  t  ha  r.  \v o  c o  u Ul  p rvnl  uce  *.- o rn .  w hy 
should  wo  i;ot  prvvhuo  thoui  ?  What 
nario!ial  advaiir^ice  was  thor\*  in  prvnluc- 
iuj:  corr,  whoii  wo  oould  prvnluco  d»*t!vHliIs 
mow  pr\»titaMy  i  It  tho  object  ol  hot*. 
Momlvni  was  ro  ir.cr^^aso  tho  amou'i:  of 
labour  on  tho  laud  it  wns  Ivttor  lv»  »:!vw 
thiusis  like  truit  aivd  d.itTvKlils  tluri  k'oiu, 
bei*a  use  oo  n\  s;  r o . .  r  v  ^'.  w  :i s  ,i  ^ »  m v- !  j  i  v. o  1 1 i 
dust ry ,  uioa vm t i;  {\\M  w \\ o i  j»»\» t» lo  w v» u Ul 
be  emplo\od  on  tho  land  Put  il'.o  hon. 
Member  realise*  that  tho  ortovi  v«!  In^i-.^ti 
was  rot  to  on  courage  jvoplo  u»  iMtPu»\v 
their  metlunl*  ot  pivdiutton.  bus  iv»vi\H 
courage  theiuiti  taking  p.unn  *  Uo  \\v«uUl 
give  a  practical  lUusC ration  ot    itu^i        \ 


maker  of  damask  table  cloths  for  the 
market  in  the  United  States  had  an  offer  of 
particularly  fine  linen  yam  from  Belghnn. 
He  wrote  to  the  Irish  spinners  by  whom 
he  w  s  usually  supplied  stating  that  he 
had  this  Belgium  (^er  at  a  lower  price. 
The  Irishmen  protested  against  the  con- 
duct of  the  foreigner,  but  some  of  them 
went  to  Belgium  and  discovered  that  the 
success  of  the  Belgians  was  due  to  a  new 
m '  chine  made  in  Engla  nd.  They  erected 
this  machine  in  their  own  works,  and  now 
they  supplied  the  yam  at  a  lower  price 
thin  thit  ft  which  the  Belgians  oonld 
supply  it.  The  hon.  Member  in  his  test 
of  employment  omitted  the  case  of 
Lancashire,  which  lived  on  an  export 
industry.  The  whole  of  Lmcashire  was 
dependent  upon  an  industry  which  im- 
ported its  raw  material  from  the  ends  of 
the  earth,  and  sent  out  manufactured 
good s  to  the  ends  of  the  earth.  Wht t  duty 
]  could  hon.  Members  put  on  which  would 
:  benefit  the  industry  of  Lancashire  ? 
'  There  w;-s  not  a  single  duty  which  cobld 
-  p;>ssibly  bring  any  advantage  to  the 
i  Lar.cr  shire  industry,  representing,  as 
I  V.  did,  one-fourth  of  our  total  exports. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  wes  scarcely  a 
duty  which  could  be  put  on  which  would 
not  injure  thit  industry.  The  effect 
of  i\\  these  schemes  of  fiscal  reform  was 
to  subsidise  particular  industries  at 
the  expei  s?  of  the  whole  community. 
Free  trade.  pIs(\  might  be  looked  upon 
from  a  selfish  point  of  view,  but  there 
w;:S  this  great  diSerence,  th-it  the  free- 
trader wcs  the  man  who  sought  to  get 
his  materials  cheup.  and  in  making  that 
reqiest  he  w:  s  putting  himself  at  one  with 
the  whi>!e  of  his  felk)w*beings.  The 
pn>toctionist  wis  always  wanting  to 
sell  soiuethinss  dear,  and  in  doing  so  he 
w.  s  M'ttiug  himself  against  the  whole 
of  the  rest  of  the  community.  In  the 
one  c:se  the  selfishness  was  socifl ; 
in  the  other.  u»iti-s«x'i.»l.  The  difference 
lvt\\oo!T  the  v^^t^^*^ionist  and  free-trader 
\\;js  tK  .r  the  free-trader  sought  something 
whuh.  \\ould  benefit  himself  and  all  his 
u!!o\\  iv.o*\the  prx'tectionist  sought  some- 
thi -b:  wK'A'h  woi:!d  benefit  himself  against 
»»iN  ^''\'\\  -10-.  He  ventured  to  saggest 
i\\a  \\\.'sv  v.»o!.:Vtv.en  below  theg  ngway 
viK.»  .iv'.\vvit<\l  s(.vialism,  and  those 
.4tv\e  i^e  gi-SW-'V  who  advocated 
'..iM.>  »vtoi^»»i.  ^er\'  advocating  the  same 
j»M'»v»vV.     IVrlx  were  appealing  to  tbfr 
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Btate  to  a-ibsiiise  somebody;  both  were 
trusting  to  wh  t  they  coald  wheedle 
out  of  Parliimont  instead  of  trusting 
to  their  own  energies  and  efforts.  Those 
above  the  gaigway  wished  to  tax 
the  food  of  those  who  sr;t  below,  and 
those  below  the  gangway  wished  to  tax 
the  dividends  end  rents  of  those  above. 
This  dif(erence  of  opinion  naturally 
gave  rise  to  some  little  ill-feeling.  Bit 
give  th  m  lime.  Th3  irresistible  lavs 
of  logic  ad  tho  exigencies  of  political 
campaignirg  would  bring  both  groups 
into  one  camp,  whence  they  would 
m-?rch  f)rt\  shoulder  to  shoal Icr  to 
plunder  honest  men. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is,  I  suppose, 
an  inevitable  law  of  these  debates,  in 
whatever  narrow  limits  they  appear  to 
be  fixed,  to  wander  at  large  over  the 
whole  vast  area  of  the  fiscal  controversy. 
I  am  not  going  to  intervene  in  that  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  dialogue  which 
he  had  with  my  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Durham.  It  was  highly  instructive 
and  entertaining.  It  had  more  resem- 
blance to  the  modes  of  discussion  of  the 
sixteenth  century  than  it  had  to  the 
ordinary  debates  of  this  House,  but  I 
am  not  sure  that  it  has  any  relevancy 
to  the  Motion  we  are  now  discussing. 
The  Motion  is  strictly  defined.  It  relates 
strictly  to  the  question  of  whether  we 
should  or  should  not  broaden  the  basis 
of  taxation  and  increase  the  number  of 
articles  from  the  taxation  of  which  the 
revenue  of  this  country  is  obtained. 
Amusing  as  was  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  especially  in  its  latter  portion, 
in  which  he  drew  a  parallel  between  the 
Party  sitting  below  the  gangway  and 
those  sitting  on  these  benches,  and  spoke 
of  us  both  as  assaulting  the  citadel  of 
which  the  hon.  Grentleman  himself  has 
become  almost  the  only  defender,  I  do  not 
see  that  there  is  any  sign  of  any  co- 
operation with  him  either  in  this  or  any 
other  question.  But  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  profess  to  touch  the  subject  of 
the  Resolution,  and  if  I  turn  from  his 
speech  and  go  back  to  the  speeches  of 
the  mover  and  seconder,  which  did  more 
or  less  touch  on  the  issue  before  us,  I 
suppose  I  have  to  regard  the  Motion 
tiiey  were  defending  as  the  lineal  but 
rather  degenerate  successor  of  those 
private  Members'   Motions  with  which 


we  were  so  familiar  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, and  from  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  derived  so  much  gratification^ 
That  gratification,  I  suppose,  is  diminish- 
ing. I  do  not  fancy  they  look  forward  to- 
those  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  evenings- 
devoted  to  fiscal  reform  with  the  same^ 
exhilarating  sentiments  of  hope  and. 
expectation  which  formerly  animated 
them.  A  good  many  causes  may  be- 
suggested  for  that  change  of  view,  some* 
of  them  purely  electoral,  to  which  I 
will  not  further  refer — some  of  theni 
purely  electoral,  others  relating  to  the 
real  economic  basis  of  this  controversy" 
on  which  I  think  they  are  beginning  to- 
discover  there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
which  their  economic  philosophy  bas- 
so far  not  dreamed  of.  There  are  a 
certain  number  of  them,  no  doubt,  who 
still  with  perfect  self-contentment  con- 
tinue to  repeat  the  old  fallacies  long 
ago  given  up  by  every  competent  econo- 
mist. [Ministerial  Cries  of  "  Name."} 
There  is  the  hon.  Grentleman  who 
seconded  the  Motion,  the  Member  for 
Gloucester.  He  announced  as  an 
axiom  that  the  whole  duty  on  all  im- 
ported goods  was  necessarily  and  inevit- 
ably  and  always  paid  by  the  importing: 
country. 

♦Mr.  RUSSELL  REA :  My  opinioni^ 
on  that  point  have  been  published,  and 
I  did  not  express  my  view  in  that  abso- 
lute  manner. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  people  of  the  country 
which  put  on  the  indirect  taxation  wer& 
the  people  who  paid  it. 

*Mr.  RUSSELL  REA:  There  are  other 
cases  in  which,  of  course,  the  incidence^ 
of  the  tax  is  divided. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  if  the- 
hon.  Gentleman  looks  at  the  report  of 
his  speech  to-morrow  he  will  see  that  her 
made  the  proposition  in  a  far  more 
unqualified  form.  Of  course,  I  accept 
his  statement.  He  does  not  go  the 
length  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
who  lays  it  down  as  an  economic  pro- 
position that  not  only  do  the  taxpayers, 
of  the  country  which  puts  on  the  tax: 
pay  all,  but  they  probably  pay  more* 
If  either  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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or  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded 
the  Motion  were  to  give  any  such  answer 
at  an  examination  in  political  economy 
in  any  of  our  Universities,  he  would 
undoubtedly  be  plucked.  I  was  rather 
^astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  who  has  given  a 
great  deal  of  study  to  these  questions 
and  is  as  competent  as  any  man  in  the 
House  to  deal  with  them,  say  that 
because  Gennany  was  twice  as  large 
in  area  as  this  country  it  was  twice  as 
easy  to  employ  ita  population. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX:  I  only  said 
there  was  obviously  room  for  more 
expansion  of  the  population. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:     I  think,  if 
the    hon.    Gentleman    reflects    on    the 
proposition,  he  will  see  that  the  power 
of  any  country  to  support  a  population 
depends    hardly    to    any    extent    upon 
ithe  area ;     it  depends  on  the  resources 
of  the  country.     I  mean  on  its  capital 
and  its  power  of  organising  industrially. 
These    ar«^    elements    which    enable    a 
country  to   support  population,  and   to 
bring  in  a  mere  question  of  square  miles 
as  a  solution  of  that  problem  is  a  method 
of  dealing  with  economic  problems  which 
is   not,    I    think,    quite    worthy   of   the 
knowledge    and    dexterity    of   the    hon. 
Member  for  Preston.     All  the  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  have,  I  think, 
80  far  followed  their  previous  examples 
on  similar  occasions  as  to  occupy  most 
of  their  speeches  in  earnestly    pressing 
us  for  derails  of  any  plan  for  carrying 
out  fiscal  refonn.     There  was  a  period 
when  that  kind  of  appeal  had  a  certain 
plausibility.     I   always  thought  it  very 
irrational.     I  always  took  the  view  that 
it  was  only  the  Government  that  actually 
had  to  prepare  the  Budget  and  conduct 
the  policy  of  the  comitry  which  could 
be    expected   to    deal    with   the    details 
of  the   measures   they  put    forward.     I 
am  aware  that  when  they  were  in  Opposi- 
tion hon.  Gentlemen  took  another  view. 
They  have  become  far  tamer  now  that 
they  are   in   office.     If  they  will  allow 
me   to   say   so,   they   take   a   far   more 
rational    view    of    the    situation.     We 
-wanted  very  much  to  know  last  night 
-what  they  were  going  to  lay  before  the 
<:ountry      upim     another     question  —  a 
question  not  less  important  than  fiscal 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfawr. 


reform.    Two  Ministers  spoke.     They  in- 
volved themselves  in  a  cloud  of  words. 
Friends  and  foes  left  the  House  absolutely 
ignorant  as  to    what  the  view   of  His 
Majesty's  Government  is  in   legard  to 
Home  Rule.    I  am  not  going  to  dwell 
upon    that    theme.    At    all    events,   it 
saves    us    in    the    future     from     that 
preposterous  method  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men    have     indulged     in       for     four 
years,  and  which  even  after  last  night 
they  have  not  yet  got  out  of  the  habit 
of    employing,    of    insisting    that    one 
Parliament  should  pronounce  upon  what 
the  next  Parliament  is  going  to  do.    Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  choose  to  keep  their 
own  counsel  as  to  what  they  are  going  to 
do  when  the  next  Parliament  returns  them, 
but  it  is  very  inconsistent  with  their  own 
appeals  and  requests  on  previous  occasions. 
The  mover  of  the  Motion,  both  in  his 
speech  and  in  the  words  of  the  proposi- 
tion which  he  has  laid  before  the  House, 
says  that  any  small  duty  upon  imported 
goods,  whatever  it  maybe  in  the  beginning, 
will  lead  inevitably  to  a  policy  of  protec- 
tion.   All    throu^    my    Parliamentary 
life  I  have  belonged  to  a  Party  which  has 
watched    with    anxiety    the    beginning 
of  things  which,  though  very  good,  naay 
develop  into  something  which  we  think 
would  be  bad.     I  suppose  that  is  the 
Conservative  attitude  of  mind,   and  it 
m.av  be  pardonable  in  a  Conservative 
politician.     We   have   always   been  de- 
nounced   by   hon.    Gentlemen   opposite 
for  that   attitude.    They  have   always 
said  :     "  Treat  the  thing  on  its  merits. 
Do  not  consider  what  is  going  to  become 
of  it  when  it  is  passed  into  law.     Leave 
that  to  future  Parliament*  and  to  public 
opinion.    Do  what  is  right  and  best  at 
the    moment,    and    leave    posterity   to 
prevent  any  irrational,  harmful  develop- 
ments of  the  good  system  which  you 
establish."     Let    the    hon.     Gentlemen 
\Tho  moved  and  seconded    the  Motion 
follow   that    principle.    Let    them    not 
disturb  their  dreams  by  the  idea  of  a 
strange    and    extraordinary    system    of 
taxation  in  this  country,  which  nobody, 
so  far  as  I  know,  has  ever  recommended, 
and  certainly  does  not  follow  rationally 
or  logically  from  the  broadening  of  the 
basis   of   taxation   which   I   have  con- 
sistently recommended  both  before  and 
after  the  fiscal  controversy  arose.     It  is 
quite  true  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
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the  Motion  conjured  up  all  sorts  of 
terrors  as  to  what  would  happen  to  ouj 
commerce  if  a  small  general  duty  were  im- 
posed upon  foreign  m.anufactuied  goods. 
He  s  id  trade  would  leave  your  ports — 
[Ministerial  cries  of  "  So  it  would  "] — 


\  result  of  our  putting  on  the  sugar 
duty,  we  have  to  examine  and  differ- 
entiate between  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  separately  imported  articles. 
From  one  of  these  articles  I  observe  that 

J         1 J       ^    XI     *-  X     i-r»  ^^®  ^^^  amount  collected  in  the  year  waa 

and  would  go  to  the  free  ports  of  Bremen    «.  r  ^.i        _x-  i    o^r.  r  ^i-  V 

j„,°         Txi.       i.xT»  j'  **>from  another  article  £79,  from  a  third 

end  Hamburg.    I  thought  Bremen  and    «o-i  t  xi.      nos   *.  .t 


Hamburg.  I  thought 
Hamburg  were  situate  in  Germany,  and 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
Germany  was  the  ideal  of  a  country 
which  had  adopted  protection. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) :  Hamburg  is  a  free  port, 

Mr.  BALFOUR  :  Then  a  free  port 
can  exist  in  a  country  which  is  protected. 

Mr.  MOND  :  I  was  asking  which  ports 
were  you  going  to  make  free  ports. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  is  not 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  in  his 
speech.  He  s^id  in  his  speech  that  the 
result  of  adopting  a  small  duty  would 
be  that  our  commerce  would  go  to  the 
ports  of  a  country  that  had  a  big  duty. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  spent  the  greater 
part  of  his  speech  in  dealing  with  the 
enormous  cost  of  collection  inevitable, 
as  he  supposed,  to  the  imposition  of  small 
duties  on  manufactured  goods.  I  am 
amazed  at  that  view.  In  the  first  place, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  wrong  in  supposing 
that  a  duty  vrhich  is  in  itself  simple 
necessarily  carri:s  with  it  simplicity  of 
treatment  in  the  Customs  House  of  the 
country.  I  suppose  no  duty  could  be 
more  simple  to  impose  than  the  sugar 
duty.  Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
sulted the  Blue-book  issued  by  the 
Comirisaioners  of  Customs  upon  the 
sugar  duty  ?  He  repeated  from  a  very 
old  Blue-bDok  of  1840  the  arguments 
against  a  complex  terifi  based  upon  the 
assumption  that  if  you  have  a  complex 
tariff  very  small  duties  are  raised.  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  look  at  page  68  of 
the   Blue-book     he    will    find    that,  as 


£24,  from  another  £35,  from  another  £90^ 
and  from  another  £1.  Therefore  it  iscle:.r 
that  the  simpler  system  of  duties  whick 
now  prevails  in  this  country  may  be 
simple  so  far  as  the  legislation  in  this 
House  is  concerned,  but  it  is  not  simple 
so  far  as  the  tables  show  us  in  its  working 
at  the  Customs  House.  But  I  believe 
that  the  apparent  complication  is  im 
reality  a  very  smxll  argamant  against 
the  sugar  duty.  The  sugar  duty  ma^ 
be  good  or  bad,  but  the  enormous  number 
of  articles  which  have  to  be  enumerated 
as  taxable  under  the  sugar  duty  are  taxed 
without  any  difficulty,  and  I  believe  that 
the  drawbacks  claimed  by  manufacturers 
when  they  export  are  repaid  without 
any  difficulty  and  friction  and  without 
that  enormous  cost  which  the  -  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  think  was  the 
inevitable  result  of  such  fiscal  arrange- 
ments. I  am  told  for  example  that 
Huntley  and  Palmer's,  whose  biscuits, 
require  a  small  amount  of  sugar  for 
their  manufacture,  can  therefore  claim 
a  drawback  when  they  export  their 
biscuits.  At  first  sight  we  might  ex- 
pect there  would  be  no  transaction  more 
complicated  than  giving  back  to  the 
exporter  the  exact  amount  of  drawback  on 
the  fractional  amount  of  sugar  contained 
on  each  biscuit  in  one  of  their  boxes^ 
But  it  oan  be  done,  and  is  done,  without 
the  smallest  difficult}.  It  involves  ncr 
expense  and  no  trouble,  and  carries  with 
it  no  fraud.  I  heard  some  gentleman 
express  dissent.  I  do  not  believe  what 
I  have  stated  will  be  contradicted  by 
anyone  who  has  access  to  the  officials  of 
the  Board  of  Customs,  and  it  is  a  great 
illusion  to  suppose  that  a  system  which 
looked  complicated  on  paper  was  neces- 
sarily    under     modern    organisation    a 


4:^1                  Ti^Fi^jal                 {OOMMOXS)  Q^^imL                  4£ 

'^jifj'.'uh  €y(rt^jj3  v^  currv  out  Ll  pr^^icr.  acj    rate    ikobodr    trnmOMmSusm    jul,  I 

1*L<;    /jsov^r   <.{   xh'vt    l>v.']utiM?.    talked  tarn    to    oikr     iniaAnii      Ote    vodd 

cUjit    tLf;    <rj.on;jvui^    'ost    i.<?<:e^:nlT  re&Dr    nqipoBe    fmn    l2ie    lywifhffjt  of 

iijvojvfr'j  i.'j  tL<:  r;>ifcirjif  <'i  t^zitioji  undfrr  tlie  OKrrer  mzkd  nwniwidpir  «f  lb  KMaoi, 

a   ji«w   sytst^rxu     Hbb  Le  comp.Rd  xh^i  and  tber  aie  lb  cmh-  GmrdfimHt  vko 

<'Ci*,t  of  n  i>:fiiij?  taz^tioij  irj  tLis  r^nsiXTy.  hATe  Bpokefi  to  tibe  qaemaBL  on  tins  ade 

with  xhn  co<»t  ixi  for*rigij  roun tries  ?     l^  of  tlie  Hoobb,  tlittt  k  is  a 

it  8^/  cl^ar  th^t  tL«  tiiji.pl^r  feviftem  of  antiquated,  asd  absnd  seskod  of  ] 

thu  coufitry  Cirrke  with  it  ii.eoe&s::nly  natitHial  lereaBe  to  pot  a  amaH  tax  on  i 

and  Jn4;vitably  that  di<r«j>r.<rw»  of  coUec-  large  number  of  aiticleL     WelLibieaie 

tion  b\   M'hi';h  the  horj.  Mejxib<.'r  set   &o  two  large  oommniutieB  orer  vliose  poficr 

great  a  «>u>re  i?     From  hi?  p'>i:.t  of  view  this  countrr  has  absolute  ooctnl,  Indii 

there  can  lie  no  worhe  fey-t^m  of  tax^tioij  and  Egypt,  and  boHi  India  askd  EgH'^ 

tlian   th'it    which   now    prevail   in   the  as  far  as  I  know,  suae  tlieir  rereave  by 

l.'nit^^J  Statei».     I  am  told  if  yoi  t::;ke  small   daties   np<m  impoita.     Ik  hon. 

the    whole    taxation    'MA*irnh\    ixiA    ex-  Gentleman  talked  as  if  it  was  an  acccpied 

tern^l  of  th^t  country,  they  raise  their  axiom  of  evezr  aoond  eooaomist  tbat 

€;normoufi  revenue  with  a   hm:ller  fier-  jou  ought  to  pile  jonr  taTation  on  one 

<;entaj;e   of  ooht   to   the   taxpayer  thm  or    two    articles,    neglectfol   of   all   tbe 

we  do  here  in   this  cou'.try   under  our  collateral  effects  which  that  piooess  nuy 

HyHt4;m.     I   do   not    knov.-    whether   the  have,  and  that  it  is  obviously  and  plainly 

hon.    <;entiem:n    Ls   aware   of   thit.     If  on  the  face  of  it  sound  finanra     It  is 

the    hoij.    y/uihcr   wuk   :iw  re   of   thit  not  sound  finance,  it  is  not  tlie  finance 

f;}ct  he  in'mhi  h  ive  t  iken  the  IfouK^;  int-j  we  adopt  in  dealing  with  other  oonntziefl, 

his  confidence.  it  is  not  the  system  which  any  other 

country    has    adopted.    It   is    not   the 

Mr.  MOND  :  I  did  state  that  the  total  system  of  finance  which  theorists  accept 

cost  of  the  Ca%t<^ims  collection  in  the  and  it  is  not  the  system  which  practical 

United  States  was  1  per  cent,  on  the  total  men  accept.    When  the  hon.  Gentlenian 

imports,  and  if  I  took  that  basis  the  cost  talks  as  if  it  were  axiomatic,  then  is  a 

of  collection  on  our  imports  would  be  kind  of  insular  arrogance   about  that, 

£5,500,000.     In    America    there    is    no  which  is  the  more  extraordinary  when 

incf>mc-tttx  and  the  internal  revenue  is  you  reflect  that  the  insular  Govemment 

ab.solutcly  irrelevant.  whose   domestic  policy  he  recommends, 

;  when  they  have  to  deal  with  Egypt  and 

Mil.  A.  J.  HALFOUU :    The  thing  is  India,    do    not   recommend   the   policy 

which  he  regards  as  clearly  the  only  one 


not  irrelevant  at  all.  I  believe  it  is  true 
that  t  he  cost  of  collecting  the  Customs  in 
America  is  slightly  in  excess  of  the  cost  of 
colleiriin^  the  Customs  in  England — not 
a  groat  deal,  but  fractionally  in  excess. 
But  the  total  (u)st  of  collecting  is  losstha*! 
in  Great  Britain,  they  <lo  collect  their 
enormous  revenue  for  less  cost  than  we 
do.  I  believe  that  is  the  fact,  and  at 
Mr.  A.  J.  Mfaur. 


which  any  reasonable  man  would  for  a 
moment  think  of  adopting.  Therefore,  I 
think  we  may  dismiss  from  our  minds  the 
pessimistic  arguments  which  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  employed  when 
they  are  looking  forward  to  the  time,  I 
daresay  not  very  distant,  when  there 
will  bo  a  great  extension  of  the  basis  of 
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taxation  in  this  country.  But  there  was 
one  aspect  of  the  question,  in  my  opinion 
a  more  important  aspect,  on  which  no- 
"body  so  far  has  touched  at  all,  and  that 
is  the  source  from  which  you  are  going 
to  get  your  revenue  in  the  future  if  the 
needs  of  this  country  increase.  I  am 
astounded  when  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
talk  of  Mr.  Gladstone  and  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  their  predecessors  as  supporters 
of  their  view.  What  is  their  view  ?  It 
is  that  the  only  scientific  system  of 
taxation  which  any  rational  man  would 
adopt  is  the  system  of  direct  taxation — 
they  woidd  like  to  substitute  the  income- 
tax  for  indirect  taxes.  And  the  men  who 
Tecommend  that  policy  appeal  to  Mr. 
<31adstone  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  their 
masters  in  finance.  They  must  know 
«ven  those  who  have  taken  the  least 
trouble  to  acquaint  themselves  with  the 
liistory  of  this  topic,  that  the  income- 
tax  was  adopted  both  by  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  by  Mr.  Gladstone  as  a  temporary  expe- 
dient for  reconstituting  and  remodelling 
the  system  of  import  duties  in  the  coun- 
try. They  would  have  regarded  with 
horror  and  indignation  the  hon.  Members 
lor  Cheshirei,  Preston,  and  Gloucester.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  gave  us  a 
most  amazing  version  of  Peel's  great 
Budget  of  1842.  I  have  always  under- 
:8tood  that  that  Budget  was  regarded  as 
one  of  the  greatest  triumphs  of  a  great 
financier.  That  is  not  the  view  of  the 
!faon.  Member  for  Gloucester.  The  hon. 
Member  says  it  was  the  failure  of  that 
Budget  which  converted  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  Mr.  Gladstone  to  free  trade. 

Mb.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northum- 
l>erland,  Tyneside) :  It  was  the  failure 
sA  the  tariff  of  1842. 

Ur,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  point  is  that 
it^has  always  been  claimed  by  those  who, 


from  the  point  of  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  have  surveyed  with  approving 
eyes  the  fiscal  policy  of  this  country  for 
the  past  hundred  years  that  the  Budgets 
of  1842  and  1843  were  great  Budgets. 
Now  we  are  told  it  was  the  failure  of  the 
Budgets  that  made  Peel  and  Gladstone 
free  traders.  But  that  is  by  way  of 
parenthesis.  The  argument  with  which 
I  am  concerned  is  that  the  great  masters 
of  finance  in  this  country  have  never  held 
the  view  which  has  been  put  forward 
to-night  in  all  its  nakedness  by  the  mover 
of  the  Amendment  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  and,  I  think,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester.  They  would  like  to 
substitute  direct  taxation  for  indirect 
taxation  over  the  whole  area  of  national 
finance.  Who  contradicts  that  ?  The 
mover  of  the  R^s  lutio"i  a  ad  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  would  like  to  see 
direct  instead  of  indirect  taxation.  That 
they  say,  is  the  only  sound  and  scientific 
system  of  taxation.  I  say  that  that 
doctrine  would  have  horrified  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  it  is  a  matter 
of  common  notoriety  that  not  only  did 
Mr.  Gladstone  object  to  the  income-tax 
being  made  a  permanent  part  of  the  fiscal 
system  of  the  country  but  he  appealed 
to  the  electorate  in  1875 — unsuccessfully 
iadeed — to  return  him  to  power  because 
the  one  positive  plank  of  constructive 
policy  in  his  programme  was  the  abolition 
of  the  income-tax.  Now,  I  understand, 
the  Party  who  profess  to  have  inherited 
Mr.  Gladstone's  system  of  finance  regard 
the  income-tax,  not  as  an  expedient  for 
putting  indirect  taxation  on  a  sound 
basis,  but  as  a  permanent  and  necessary 
part  of  the  finances  of  the  country  ;  which, 
indeed,  I  am  afraid  we  must  regard  it  in 
view  of  the  present  state  of  national 
expenditure,  as  the  only  proper  means  by 
which  revenue  is  to  be  raised.       They 
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support  that  view  by  saying  that  it  is  the  J  prospect  is  before  you  which  might  make 
bounden  duty  of  every  Chancellor  of  the  ;  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  un- 
Exchequer  to  make  the  taxpayer  feel  the  ;  comfortable.     You  have  beyond  all  tliat 


full  weight  of  the  burden  he  is  imposing 
upon  him.  That  is  not  a  theory  which 
has  been  invented  to-night  for  the  first 
time.  I  have  always  thought  it  the 
most  absurd  financial  theory  ever  ad- 
vanced by  responsible  persons.     At  all 


pledged  yourselves  to  some  beginning 
of  old-age  pensions  which  is  admittedly 
only  a  beginning,  and  which,  therefore, 
is  going  to  carry  with  it  new  commitments 
of  great  extent  falling  not  on  this  Budget 
but  on  future  Budgets.     It  is  impossible 


events,  if  I  were  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  !  to   meet   these   claims  out   of  existing 
chequer,  I  should  like  to  impose  taxation  !  sources  of  taxation  unless  you  raise  the 


in  such  a  way  that  nobody  would  ever 
know  they  were  paving  any  at  all. 
If  I  were  fortunate  enough  to  attain  that 
consummation  I  believe  I  should  be  the 
most  popular  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  this  country  has  ever  produced. 
[An  Hex.  Member  :  What  would  you 
tax  ?]    When  you  talk  of  the  burden  of 


taxes  either  upon  your  imports,  your 
income,  or  your  death  duties.  It  would 
be  perfect  madness  to  raise  the  taxes  on 
any  of  those  things.  You  would  be 
seriously  crippling  industry  ;  you  would 
be  inflicting  a  great  injury  on  every 
class  of  the  community,  and  I  believe 
you  will  be  driven  whether  vou  lite  it  or 


taxation  on  individuals  you  ought  to  not  to  widen  the  basis  of  your  taxation. 
mean  what  the  individuals  suffer  in  What  is  the  use  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
paying    taxation.     If    I    could    prevent    coming  down  to  the  House  and  getting 

his  friends  to  vote  in  a  great  majority 
that  they  will  not  increase  the  bnrden 
of  taxation  when  it  is  perfectly  manifiest 
to  everybody  that  you  wiO  either  increase 
your  income-tax  to  a  point  which  destiojB 
it  as  an  instrument  to  meet  a  case  of 
public  emergency,  which'^oomotes  eva- 
sion, which  wiU  leave  a  feeling  of  hardship 
in  the  class  specially  affected,  and  will 
have  all  the  ill  effects  of  which  every 
,  financier  to  whom  you  appeal  laid  the 
greatest  stress  in  their  Budgets,  or 
increase  the  sugar  duty.  <a  the  tea  duty, 
or  the  death  duties,  which  is  a  way  of 
diminishing  the  cajMtal  assets  of  the 
country  ?  It  is  madness  to  look  to  these 
sources  for  any  considerable  increase 
in  your  revenue,  and  if  you  do  not  look 
to  those  sources,  the  only  sources  yon 
can  look  to  are  that  increase  of  Customs 
duties  which  I  advocate  on  financial 
£Touiids«  and  financial  gioimds  alone, 
•  but   which   I   fraiikhr  admit   I  skoakt 


indi\iduals  feeling  it  at  all  I  should  feel 
that  I  had  taken  away  the  whole  of  the 
burden,  because  it  is  what  we  feel  in  this 
matter,  and  any  other  doctrine  to  me 
seems  purely  speculative  and  devised 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  unwilling 
colleagues  to  give  up  expenditure  which 
they  may  think  necessary  in  their  several 
departments.  Let  the  House  consider 
what  the  financial  position  of  the  country 
is,  so  far  as  we  cau  gue^  it  before  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  state- 
ment. We  have  got  Is.  on  the  income- 
tax,  a  very  heavy  duty  on  sugar,  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  pledged 
to  reduce^  enormous  taxation  on  tobacco 
and  on  tea,  and  you  have  got  expenditure 
which  is  obviously  going  to  rise  and  rise 
enormously  in  the  next  few  years.  If 
you  count  up  your  commitments  in 
regard  to  the  Army,  Navy,  and  \-arious 
branches  of  the  civil  service^  quite  ir- 
respective of  old-4^  pensions,  a  financial 
Mr.  A.  J.  Rajmir. 
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welcome,  and  doubly  welcome,  if  they 
offered  me,  or  any  Gkivernment  with 
which  I  am  connected,  a  chance  of 
making  those  arrangements  with  our 
Colonies  to  which  T  personally  look 
forward  as  a  great  source  of  strength  to 
the  Empire.  Putting  that  consideration 
altogether  aside,  as  perhaps  we  ought 
to  put  it  aside  on  a  night  when  finance, 
and  finance  alone,  is  occupying  our 
attention — quite  apart  from  that,  such 
arrangements  will  most  unquestionably 
and  on  free  trade  grounds  increase  the 
manufacturing  powers  of  this  country, 
its  market  beyond  the  seas  outside  these 
narrow  shores  to  a  degree  great  now, 
jearly  increasing,  and  of  which  no  man 
can  see  the  end.  Sir,  it  is  in  the  power 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  they 
retain  the  confidence  of  the  country,  to 
prevent  any  of  these  collateral  conse- 
quences of  broadening  the  basis  of  taxa- 
tion ;  but  I  believe  it  is  neither  in  their 
power  nor  in  the  power  of  any  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  in  view  of  the 
enormous  financial  responsibilities  we 
have  already  begun,  which  are  daily 
growing,  whatever  their  view  may  be  of 
our  relations  with  the  Colonies,  to  adhere 
to  that  system,  fitted,  indeed,  and  well 
fitted  to  our  needs  two  or  three  genera- 
tions ago,  at  a  time  when  we  considered 
the  income-tax  as  a  temporary  incident 
of  our  fiscal  system,  but  utterly  unfitted 
to  a  period  when  more  and  more  is  daily 
being  claimed  by  the  community  of  the 
Government  at  its  head,  and  when  more 
and  more  is  daily  asked  from  this  House 
to  carry  on  those  great  social  reforms 
to  which  every  party  is  committed, 
which  every  party  desires  to  carry 
through,  but  which  nobody  with  the 
smallest  knowledge  of  the  practicabilities 
open  to  us  can  imagine  can  be  carried 
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through  on  the  financial  basis  on  which 
we  are  now  working. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury  ) :  I  do  not  complain  for  one  moment 
of  the  fact  that  I  have  only  six  minutes 
in  which  to  address  the  House  on  so  large 
a  subject,  for  it  is  seldom  that  we  have 
the  pleasure  of  hearing  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman  make  a  speech  so  momentous, 
so  full  of  commitments,  as  we  have 
heard  to-night.  I  gather  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  committed  himself 
to  a  general  tariff. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  certainly 
have  committed  myself  to  a  very  wide 
increase  in  the  basis  of  taxation,  but 
that  is  all.    [Ministerial  cries  of  "  Oh ."] 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  has  committed  himself 
to  a  very  wide  increase  in  the  basis  of 
taxation.  That,  however,  is  another 
way  of  transposing  or  paraphrasing 
the  phrase  *'  a  general  tariff."  He  has 
committed  himself  also  to  the  principle 
of  taxation  which  is  based  upon  colonial 
preference.  I  think  I  might  add  that 
not  one  single  Member  of  the  Party 
opposite,  so  far  as  I  can  gather,  views 
this  plunge  with  any  disapproval,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
contradict  what  I  say.  ["  Oh,  oh."] 
I  am  sure  no  one  knows  better  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  to 
what  he  has  committed  himself.  He 
has  committed  himself,  through  Colonial 
preference,  to  food  taxes  ;  and  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  commits  himself 
to  Colonial  preference,  which  involves 
food  taxes,  and  when  he  says  he  wishes 
to  widen  the  basis  of  taxation,  he  means 
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he  wishes  to  hive  taxes  on  more  frrticles 
of  fiKxl,  and  not  on  less.  I  notice  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  made  some  reference  to 
the  fact  that  he  had  in  times  past  watched 
with  anxiety  the  introduction  of  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge.  Well,  on  this 
t|uestion  he  watched  with  similar  anxiety 
the  intnxluction  of  the  thin  end  of  the 
«•  wedge,  but  he  has  himself  now  gone  as 
far  as  any  front  bencher  whom  I  see 
opposite,  and  I  need  hardly  say  that 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  view  that 
tinal  step  of  his  ^nth  the  utmost  satis- 
faction.    We    know  now  exactlv  where 


years  or  ten  years  }*oa  would  find  that 
the  whole  machinery  of  a  great  industry 
was  used  in  every  election  all  over  the 
country — in  every  constituency,  in  every 
town,  and  in  every  village — in  order  to 
bobter  up  that  particular  trade  or  in- 
dustry. I  will  ask  the  House  to  com- 
pare what  has  happened  in  England 
with  what  has  happened  in  Germany. 
During  the  last  two  years,  while  we  have 
been  in  power,  we  have  adhered  strictly 
to  free  trade.  ["Oh,  oh."]  Our  free- 
trade  finance  has  proved  sufficient  for 
all  the  needs  of  our  time,  and  when  the 
right  hon.  (Sentleman  asks  how  are  we 


we  aw.  [Cries  of  "  Peckham."]  Well, ;  going  to  deal  with  the  future,  I  can 
I  mm  in  the  tew  moments  left  to  me  I  assure  him  that  so  far  as  our  projects 
to  one  or  two  considerations  dealing  for  the  future  are  concerned,  we  will 
with  the  Exchequer,  for  let  the  House  finance  them  without  any  departure 
nrmember  that  this  Motion  i^allv  is  from  free  trade.  In  Germany  during 
an  Exchequer  Motion.  It  de^ls  with  ^^*  ^'^^^  period  they  have  seen  ♦heir 
the  principles  of  s^iund  finance.  In  the  re^^'enue  from  indirect  taxation  go  down, 
very  fon^front  of  the  Res^'^lutivMi  is  the  ^^^  ^^^7  have  ended  in  the  last  year 
st^ntement  that  any  departure  fn>m :  ^^^  *  deficit  of  £6,000,000,  they  have 
iMir  fne-trade  finance  wouM  be  un-  »^»^utely  suspended  the  redemption  of 
fHwnd.  I  ventun^  to  say  that  if  '^^^^^  *nd  they  have  had  to  follow  the 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever  intrv>-  example  of  our  pRdeeessofs  in  office, 
dttoe*  a  tarifi,  if  he  ever  extends  the  ^^<J  ^<*  P*.^  »  P^^^ty  good  deal  <if  cumnt 
ba^is  of  taxatior..  which  he  is  now  pledcetl  expenditure  out  of  loan  monej.  If  we 
Todo.he  will  tod.firi^t  of  allth^:  hisTciriff  <^^nipare  that  with  the  experience  of  the 
K^v^mes  ur.piwiaiTivc.  seoondlv.  tha:  I'nited  Kingdom  during  the  last  two 
it  Wfw^m^^  iwsT.y  :o  the  Kxihex^uer, 
:irio.  :himS\  :Ha:  i:  be^N-iiiTeji  ir.;r.:er.5^1v 
o>^:'y  TO  :he  txxr.juiricr :     arsi— xkh*:  i< 


:h*:  he  ha* 


r.^^^w'  thar.  that— he  wi'.:  f.r 
:W:  his  hitr.^ifs  Ar.vi  :h*:  ir.  v*::ure  he  ^C 
:^x-T  be  frfrc  to  frfc~e  a::y  rirlJ  ih*:  hf 
Th;r.ks  f.T,  1:  mie  x%r:':r  hao.  a  :a\  :ot  K>r.e 
>Toar    it    w^>;:M    iTrjnr^iiaTy^V    creATe    a 


year^  I  think  we  haiv  reaaon  to  say 
that  fr^e-tzade  finance  has  stood  the 
5TTain  which  has  bem  placed  upon  it, 
arni  that  we  have  no  reaaon  whatever 
f^M-  xiej^iartir^  from  cor  principles. 

^;2e$iioin  pel* 

The      Ho.Ts»e     ^?^rid<d :— ^Ayea.  280; 
X.v^  ^1,      i>:vjsK>*r  lirt  XcL  «2.) 
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Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 

Keswick,  William 

Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Duli^iach) 

Lee,Arthur  H.(Hants,Fareham 

Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 

M' Arthur,  Charles 

M'Calmont.  Colonel  James 


Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey -Thompson,  E.  C. 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(PiDtersfield> 
Nield,  Herbert 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert  PikefDarlingtoo 
Percy,  Earl 

Randies,  Sir  John  Scurtali 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  FarqahanKm 
Roberts,  8.  (Sheffield,Ecele8aU> 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albcfrt 
Sheffield,Sir  BerkelejGeorge  D. 
Starkey,  John  B. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chicliester) 
Thomson,  W.MitohelU  (Laaafk) 
Walker,  Col.  W.H.(Laiioa9liire> 
Warde,  Col.C.  E.(Kent»lfid) 
Willoughby  de  I^by,  Lord  f 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  Qeoigo 

Tbllebs  for  thm  Nobs— ftr 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 

Mr.  Forster. 


Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  any  attempt  to  broaden  the 
basis  of  taxation  by  placing  small  import 
duties  on  a  large  number  of  articles  is 
opposed  to  all  principles  of  sound  finance, 
wasteful  and  uneconomical  as  regards 
collection,  disturbing  and  harmful  to 
industry  and  commerce,  would  *^'*"'^  ^o 


raise  the  price  of  all  the  taxed  articles 
to  consumers,  and,  in  practice,  would 
lead  to  the  imposition  of  high  tarib  oi 
the  same  character  as  those  in  f<»ce  ia 
protected  countries. 


Adjourned    at    a    Quarter 
Eleven  o'clock. 
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Wednesday,  1st  April,  1908. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Honourable      Artillery      Company. — 

Petition  of  the  Honourable  Artillery  Coni- 

.  pany,  under  their  Common  Seal,  praying 

^  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  appoint 

g  special  trustees  in  regard  to  certain  land 

^  and  premises  of  the  Honourable  Artillery 

S  Company,  and  for  other  purposes,  to- 

^  gether  with  a  copy  of  the  proposed  Bill 

-^  annexed  thereto  ;    read,  and  referred  to 

g  the  Examiners. 

•g 

S  Cardiff  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Argentine 
5  North  Eastern  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  St. 
g  Marylebone  Borough  Council  (Super- 
's annuation)  Bill  [h.l.]. — Reported,  with 
■**  Amendments. 

1 

c§<     Conway  and  Colwyn  Bay  Joint  Water 

55  Board  Bill. — Read  2*,  and  committed  : 
s^  The  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the 
^  Committee  of  Selection. 

5 

^  Derby  Gas  Bill. — Read  2»,  and  com- 
1  mitted. 

§ 

^  Stockport  Corporation  Bill. — Read  2*, 
:;^  and  committed  :  The  Committee  to  be 
^  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 


^      Pontypridd    Water  Bill  [h.l.].— Read 
r^  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


Aire  and  Calder  Navigation  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Great  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and  Bromp- 
ton  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Metropolitan 
District  Railway  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Rochester 
Bridge  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Stratford-upon-Avon, 
Towcester,  and  Midland  Junction  Rail- 
way, Evesham,  Redditch,  and  Stratford- 
upon-Avon  Junction  Railway,  and  East 
and  West  Junction  Railway  (Amalgama- 
tion) Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Barry  Railway  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Monmouthshire  County  Council 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Stockport  Corporation  Bill. 
— Report  from  the  Committea  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  following  Lords  be  pro- 
po6ed  to  the  House  to  form  the  Select 
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Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
said  Bills  ;   (viz.) : — 

M.  Anglesey, 

E.  Hardwicke, 

L.  Dunboyne, 

L.  Seaton, 

L.  Newton  {Chairman)  \ 

agreed  to  ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly :  The  Committee  to  meet 
on  Tuesday,  12th  May  next,  at  Eleven 
o'clock  ;  and  all  petitions  referred  to  the 
Committee,  with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as  also 
counsel  for  the  Bills. 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Bristol 
Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  KeigUey  Cor- 
poration Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Wath-upon-Deame 
Urban  District  Council  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Ravensthorpe  Urban  District  Council 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Rh3nnney  and  Aber  Valleys 
Gas  and  Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Leith  Burgh 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Ammanford  tlrban  District 
Council  Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Llanelly  and 
Burry  Port  Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Conway  and  Colwyn  Bay  Joint  Water 
Board  Bill — Report  from  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  That  the  following  Lords  bo 
proposed  to  the  House  to  form  the 
Select  Committee  for  the  consideration 
of  the  said  Bills,  viz.  : — 

E.  Carnwath, 

E.  Verulam, 

E.  Liverpool, 

V.  Hill, 

L.  Ludlow  {Chairman) ; 

agreed  to  ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly.  The  Committee  to  meet  on 
Tuesday,  the  12th  of  May  next,  at  Eleven 
o'clock  ;  and  all  petitions  referred  to  the 
Committee,  with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as  also 
counsel  for  the  Bills. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


TRADE  REPORTS :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  3965.  Venezuela  (Ciudad  Bolivar), 
No.  3966.  Russia. 
R 
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POUCE  (SCOTLAND). 
Fiftieth  Annual  Report  of  His  Majesty's 
Inspector  of  Constabulary  for  Scotland, 
for  the  year  ended  31st  December,  1907. 

CROFTERS  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS, 
1886-1887. 

Report  by  the  Crofters  Commission, 
for  the  year  ended  31st  December,  1907. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

_ ,  ^  JOURNAL  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  that  the  One  hundred 
and  thirty-nintlx  Volume  of  the  Journals 
(7th  and  8th  Edward  VII.,  1907-1908), 
with  an  Index,  was  ready  for  delivery ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table ; 
and  the  said  Volume  ordered  to  be 
delivered  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
preceding  Volumes  of  the  Journal  have 
been  delivered. 


NEW  BILL. 


COMPANIES  CONSOLIDATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 
.  A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  Companies 
Act,  1862,  and  the  Acts  amending  it — 
Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Granard 
[E.  Granard) ;  read  1*,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  44.) 


MOVABLE  DWELLINGS  BILL  [h.l.]. 

[Second  Reading], 
Order    of    the    Day    for    the    Second 
Reading  read. 

Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH  : 
My  Lords,  this  Bill  deals  with  a  sub- 
ject to  deal  with  w^hich  several 
attempts  have  been  made.  The  lead- 
ing principles  of  the  Bill  are  few,  and, 
at  first  sight,  I  think,  almost  incontro- 
vertible. The  first  of  those  principles  is 
that  it  is  inequitable  that  movable 
dwellings  should  be  entirely  outside  the 
sanitary,  social,  and  educational  laws 
which  govern  stationary  buildings  ;  and 
the  second  is  that,  as  far  as  possible,  each 
movable  dwelling  should  have  some  one 
authority  which  should  be  responsible  for 
its  compliance  with  the  regulations. 
The  Bill  has  been  carefully  restricted  to 
dwellings     which    are    in    theii    nature 


movable,  or  which  are,  in  point  of  fact, 
generally  in  the  habit  of  being  moved 
about.  A  building  which,  for  any 
lengthened  time,  is  in  one  particular 
spot  might  very  safely  be  left  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  sanitary  and  educational 
machinery  which  at  present  exists. 

I  will  touch  briefly  on  the  history  of 
this  legislation.  In  1877  an  Act  was 
passed  for  regulating  boats  that  ply  up 
and  down  the  canals,  and  it  is  upon  that 
measure  that  the  present  Bill  is  modelled. 
In  1885  there  was  a  Royal  Ck>mmi88ion 
on  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes, 
and  that  Commission  dealt  with  the 
subject  as  it  is  dealt  with  in  this  Bill. 
The  Commission  recommended  that — 

*'The  local  aathorities  should  be  giY«n 
jurisdiction  over  dwellingiB  of  this  olaas  by 
means  of  the  extension  of  their  power  ^ 
statute  to  all  habitations,  and  the  powers  given 
in  Section  23  of  the  Pnblic  Health  Act  (drainage) 
should  be  extended  to  any  hut  or  tent  and  to 
any  cart  used  for  sleeping  which  remains  for  more 
than  two  nights  within  200  yards  of  the  same 
spot.  The  recommendations  of  your  Majestj's 
Commissioners  are  made  for  the  benefit  of  ue 
neighbourhood  in  which  van  towns  are  situated 
as  well  as  in  the  interests  of  the  settlers  thcoi- 


An  Act  for  theHousirg  of  the  Working 
Classes  was  passed  in  1885,  and,  among 
other  provisions,  there  is  one  very  ex- 
cellent provision  from  the  sanitary  point 
of  view  from  which  great  good  was  ex- 
pected, but  which  we  have  every  reason 
to  suppose  has,  in  a  great  many  instances, 
been  singularly  inoperative,  for  reasons 
which  I  will  shortly  point  out.  Section  9 
of  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
Act,  1885,  provides  that — 

"9.  (1)  A  tent,  van,  shed,  or  similar  struc- 
ture used  for  human  habitation,  which  is  in 
such  a  state  as  to  be  a  nuisance  or  injurious 
to  health ;  (a)  or  which  is  so  overcrowiled  as 
to  be  injurious  to  the  health  of  the  inmates 
whether  or  not  members  of  the  same  family^ 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  nuisance  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  ninety-one  of  the  PuUic- 
Health  Act,  1875 ;  and  the  provisions  of  that 
Act  shall  apply  accordingly  ;  (6)  (2)  A  sanitary 
authority  may  make  bye-laws  (c)  for  promoting 
cleanliness  in,  and  the  habitable  condition  di 
tents,  Tans,  sheds,  and  similar  structures  used 
for  human  habitation,  and  for  preventing  the 
spread  of  infectious  disease  by  the  persons 
inhabiting  the  same,  and  generally,  lor  the 
prevention  of  nuisances  in  connection  with 
the  same  (d)," 

The  difficulty  that  arises  is  this,  that  when 
these  wanderers  infringe  the  bye-laws  of 
a  local  authority  and  their  attention  is 
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called  to  the  fact,  they  adopt  the  simple 
eicpedient  of  moving  into  the  area  of 
another  local  authority  where  they  wait 
until  again  detected  in  their  malpractices. 
It  would,  therefore,  seem  to  be  necessary 
that  there  should  be  some  one  authority 
to  which  these  dwellings  should  belong, 
an  authority  which  could  make  regula- 
tions for  them  and  enforce  those  regula- 
tions, by  taking  away,  if  necessary,  the 
certificate  in  right  of  which  they  move 
about  the  country.  I 

A  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
sat  upon  a  Bill  introduced  in  another 
place  in  1887,  and  Sir  Hugh  Owen,  who 
was  appearing  for  the  Local  (rovernment 
Board,  said — 

*'  I  think  it  is  very  likely  that  before  the 
suminonfl  was  Mrved  the  van  would  be  outside 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  justices." 

That  is  practically  what,  in  practice, 
is  found  generally  to  happen.  Another 
difficulty  which  has  arisen  is  that  it 
is  impossible  to  expect  a  van  dweller 
to  be  acquainted  with  the  multiplicity 
of  bye-laws.  Giving  evidence  before  the 
same  Committee,  Sir  Hugh  Owen  said— 

**  It  would  be  unbearable  that  a  man  who  can 
pass  within  ten  minutes  out  of  one  district  into 
another  should  be  subject  to  varying  provisionn 
of  bye-laws." 

The  Bill  of  1887  was  not  proceeded  with. 
With  regard  to  bye-laws,  the  Local 
(Jovemment  Board  have  rightly  objected 
to  sanction  varying  bye-laws  for  various 
districts.  Sir  Hugh  Owen  told  the 
Committee  in  1887  that  up  to  that  time 
the  only  bye-laws  to  which  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  had  given  their 
assent  were  those  of  Battersea,  and  1 
do  not  think  many  have  been  sanctioned 
since.  Middlesex,  however,  a  couple 
of  years  ago  obtained  a  provision  in  a 
private  Act  which  enabled  them  tci 
deal  with  movable  dwellings.  The  effect 
of  that  Clause  is  that  where  a  movable 
dwelling  is  occupying  land  within  fifty 
yards  of  a  public  highway  or  dwelling, 
so  as  to  cause  injury  to  the  resident?^ 
or  to  be  a  nuisance,  or  dangerous,  o; 
injurious  to  health,  the  local  authority 
may  complain,  and  the  council  may 
make  an  Order ;  but  an  exception  was; 
made  in  favour  of  vans  frequenting  fairs. 

I  now  come  to  the  Bill  before  your 
Lordships.  Clause  1  has  for  its  object, 
first,   the  registration    of   all    movable 
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dwellings,  and  this  registration  is  com- 
mitted to  counties  and  county  boroughs. 
The  object  of  restricting  the  registration 
authorities  to  these  two  bodies  is  that 
they   are,    as    a    rule,    the    educational 
authorities    of    the   district.    They   are 
not   too    numerous,    and   therefore,,  we 
avoid  the  difficulty  which  I  mentioned 
a  moment  ago  of  a  great  multiplicity 
of  regulations.    They  also  cover  fairly 
large  areas.    Clause  2  provides  for  the 
making  of  regulations  for  the  registration 
of  movable  dwellings,  for  the  lettering, 
Qiarking,  and  numbering  of  such  dwellings, 
and  for  registering  the  number,  age,  and 
sex  of  the  persons  who  may  be  allowed 
to  use  a   movable   dwelling   as  a  place 
of  abode,  having  regard  to  cubic  space, 
ventilation,  provision  for  the  separation 
of   the   sexes,    and    general   healthiness 
and  convenience  of  accommodation.    I 
might  remark  here  that  I  admit  there  is 
Qo  necessity  for  those  regulations  being 
30  stringent  in  their  nature  as  in  the 
case  of  permanent  dwellings  in  towns  ; 
for  instance,  regulations  with  regard  to 
cubic  space  which  are  eminently  suited 
to  lodging  houses  may  be  somewhat  too 
stringent  when  applied  to  a  van  in  the 
open  air.    The  clause  also  enables  regu- 
lations to  be  made  for  promoting  cleanli- 
ness in  and  providing  for  the  habitable 
condition    of    movable    dwellings,    and 
for  preventing  nuisances,  fire,  and  the 
spread  of  infectious  disease.     Clause  3 
defines   the  registration  authority,   and 
Clause   4  deals  with   the  certificate   of 
registry.    Clause  5  is  somewhat  on  the 
lines  of  that  in  the  Middlesex  Act.    It 
provides  that — 

''  Where  it  appears  to  the  registration  author- 
ity that  the  encampment  of  occupiers  of  mov- 
able dwellings  on  any  specified  place  or  places 
within  their  area  would  be  dangerous  to  the 
publio  health,  or  constitute  a  nuisance  to  the 
neighbourhood,  the  registration  authority  may 
by  bye«law  prohibit  such  encampment  on  such 
specified  place  or  places  ;  and  any  person  acting 
in  contravention  of  any  bye-law  made  under 
this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  an  offence  under 
this  Act." 

This  clause  goes,  perhaps,  a  little  further 
than  the  principles  I  have  enunciated, 
because  it  deals  not  only  with  vans 
halting  on  common  land  but  with  mov- 
able dwellings  on  private  land  or  on 
land  leased  or  hired ;  and  it  seems  to 
I  me  that  this  is  reasonable  on  the  analogy 
of  the  building  bye-laws  and  other  sanitary 
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provisions,  which  are  equally  applicable  far  short  of  what  we  are  aiming  at — 
to  the  owners  of  private  and  public  namely,  that  there  shall  be  one  autho- 
^^^^^'  ntj  responsible  for  the  proper  education 

I  Clause  6  provides  for  the  making  of  ?.*  ^^''^  ?*S^wV  J^  ^°^«^«V  *^t 
regulations  ^th  a  view  to  enforcing  the  Government  thmk  that  these  educational 
law  relating  to  school  attendance  i!  the  pauses  had  better  be  left  until  we  come 
case  of  children  resident  in  movable  ^  consider  the  Children  Bill,  I  should  not 
dwellings.  This  is  a  clause  on  which.  °^J^*-  The  definitioa  clause  leaves  out 
I  think,  great  stress  ought  to  be  laid  I  temporary  dweUii^s  such  as  dweUmgs 
for  I  am  informed  that  in  many  instances  '  ^°'  top-pickers  and  others,  because  they 
these  children  almost  entirely  evade  the  ■  ''^  ''*"  '"^  *^«  ^\:}\°^  ^"^  T""^^  ^ 

Education  Acts.    It  is  not  so  much  that '  """l,  T^,  8^*i  u^^T^l  *?^  T-  ^ 

easily  dealt  with  by  the  local  authonty 

in  whose  area  they  are  placed.  In  con- 
clusion, I  have  only  to  say  that  I  am  far 
from  not  having  sympathy  with  those 


the  machinery  which  at  present  exists 
is  insufficient  to  deal  with  these  abuses, 
as  that  the  inhabitants  of  these  dwellings 


are  able  to  evade  supervision  altogether   ^^«^,.^«^  ^^^g  symparny  wi^n  Dnose 
owinff  to  the  control   of  movs^hlp  HwpIK    5^^  ^^^e  an  open-air  hfe  ;    but  I  confess 


owing  to  the  control   of  movable  dwell- 


I  can  see  no  reason  why,  in  matters  of 


mgs  being  assigned  to  no  one  authority.  |  ^/»^^?««  ^«  reason  wny,  lu  mai^^rs  oi 
Another  difficulty,  of  course,  is  that  the    «^f  ^tion   and  sanitation,  they  should 


education    bye-laws    differ    in    various  i 
districts,  and  there  is  also  a  very  strong  ' 
objection   to   these   children   being   ad-  j 
mitted  casually.     If,  however,  they  were  |  oa 
under  some  one  authority  that  authority       ' 
would  be  able  to  insist  on  these  people 
making  provision  for  the  education  of 


not  be  subject  to  the  same  social  regula- 
tion as  others. 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
r^(Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh.) 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I  think 


their  children,  and  if  they  failed  they  *^®  ^OM?.e  ought  to  be  greatly  indebted 
would  be  able  to  enforce  their  authority  to  my  noble  friend  for  bringing  forward 
by  withdrawing  the  certificate  upon  ^^^  ^^^^- .  ^  ^*^  *  8^®**  ^®*^  *^  ^^  ^^*^ 
which  depended  the  movability  of  the  ^^®  provisions  dealing  with  children  in 
dwelling.  In  subsection  (2)  of  Clause  6 ,  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  *^®  ^^^^  ^^'^'^'  *^^  ^  ^*^ 
there  is  a  provision  that  it  shall  not  be  ^^®  honour  of  serving  on  the  Royal  Corn- 
deemed  to  be  a  reasonable  excuse  that  n^^ss^on  in  1885  to  which  the  noble  lord 
there  is  not  within  three  miles  of  the  alluded.  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
movable  dwelling  a  public  elementary  ^^^*  *^®^®  ^  *  ^®*^  grievance  which 
school.  The  reason  for  that,  of  course  requires  a  remedy.  When  these  people 
is  that  it  would  be  very  easy  for  the  "^^ringe  thebye-kws  of  ajocal  authority 
owner  of  a  movable  dwelling  to  halt  on  "^  "~"  '''''  ""  ""^  '  "^  ^  ^ 
some  distant  moor  far  from  any  school, 
and  so  entirely  evade  the  Act.     Clause  7 


and  are  attempted  to  be  dealt  with, 
they  move  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  that 
authority    and    are    consequently    very 


appUes  statutory  provisions  relating  to  ^^^cult  to  get  at.  Without  committing 
legal  proceedings  and  the  forgery  of  "^>'^®^*  *^  *^®  *^*^*^  wording  of  the 
certificates.     Clause  8  provides  that—        clauses,    some   of   which,   I   think,    will 


provides  that — 

*'  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  sanitary  authority 
having  jurisdiction  in  the  piace  where  a  mov 


require  considerable  amendment,  I  hope 

that,  on  the  whole,  the  Bill  will  commend 

able  Qweiiing  is  for  the  time  being  situate  to  !  itself  to  the  favourable  consideration 
assist  the  registration  authority  in  tarrying  out  of  His  Majesty's  Government.  The 
InVothe^^l''^  "^'"^  ^^  ^'''''^  information  ,  point  as  to  whether  the  education  clauses 

,  should  be  maintained  in  this  Bill  or 
There  is  a  clause  in  the  Government's  ;  inserted  in  the  Children  Bill  is  one  on 
Children  Bill  which  appears  rather  to  :  which  I  care  nothing,  so  long  as  theB3 
touch  upon  this  point— Clause  107 ;  provisions  are  enacted.  I  know  tha 
but  it  seems  to  me  to  be  directed  to  the  '  there  is  a  real  evil  to  be  dealt  with, 
sending  of  truant  children  to  industrial ,  and  I  trust  that  the  Bill  wiU  be  read 
schools  and  rather  supposes  them  to  be  a  second  time, 
tramping    about    with   people    with   no  ' 

regular     occupation     and    no     regular       Lord  FARRER  :     My  Lords,    1   rise 
dwelling.    I  submit  that  this  falls  very   to  support  the   Bill.     I  happen  to  live 
Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh.  ^ 
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in  the  County  of  Surrey,  where  this 
grievance  is  assuming  proportions  of 
enormous  magnitude.  I  can  remember 
the  commons  of  Surrey  being  entirely  fi'ee 
from  vans  and  gipsies.  One-tenth  of 
that  county  is  common  land,  and  it  is  of 
enormous  importance  to  keep  the  lungs 
ot  London  free.  Whereas  it  was  formerly 
possible  to  enjoy  those  commons,  they 
are  now  infested  with  tramps  and 
gipsies  of  very  description.  The  Census 
of  1901  showed  that  there  were  634 
persons  sleeping  in  these  vans  on  the 
night  of  the  Census,  and  there  were  a 
very  large  number  of  tramps  and  no- 
mads. These  people  pay  no  rates,  no 
education  is  provided  for  their  children, 
and  the  honest  cottager  who  lives  on  the 
land  detests  these  people  in  a  way  that 
would  probably  surprise  your  Lordships. 

We  all  have  some  sympathy  for  the 
picker-up  of  unconsidered  trifles,  but  the 
old-fashioned  gipsies  are  rapidly  dying 
out,  and  the  commons  of  Surrey  are  now 
infested  with  tramps  and  nomads  to  such 
an  extent  that  a  real  and  serious  evil 
exists.  One  day  last  summer  I  found, 
on  a  marsh  close  to  where  I  live,  sixteen 
vans,  with  thirty-two  children  of  school 
age  who  were  attending  no  school  at  all 
and  were  being  brought  up  in  a  most 
miserable  condition.  Two  Sundays  ago 
I  was  walking  on  the  downs  between 
Dorking  and  Guildford,  and  found  twelve 
families  camping  there  with  about  seven- 
teen barefooted  children  in  an  almost 
savage  condition.  Last  year  alone  there 
were  three  confinements  in  vans  on 
Leith  Hill  Common,  and  at  a  recent 
meeting  of  the  Dorking  Board  of  Guar- 
dians attention  was  called  to  the  terrible 
conditions  under  which  medical  men  had 
to  attend  these  cases.  No  satisfactory 
or  decent  preparation  was  made,  and  it 
was  declared  that  the  only  satisfactory 
solntion  of  the  question  lay  in  fresh 
legislation.  Under  the  law  as  it  stands 
sanitary  authorities  are  quite  powerless 
to  deal  with  the  evil.  I 

The  education  authorities  are  also  ; 
powerless  to  deal  with  these  children.  I 
was  informed  by  a  county  councillor  that 
the  reason  for  a  great  number  of  gipsies 
infesting  a  particular  common  was  that 
the  schools  in  the  neighbourhood  were 
quite  full,  and  they  knew  they  could  not 
in  those  circumstances  be  compelled  to 
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send  their  children.  An  attempt  was 
made  in  another  case  at  Reigate  to  get 
the  police  to  interfere,  but  the  chief  con- 
stable replied — 

*'  I  beg  to  acknowledge  your  letter  relative 
to  the  existence  of  contagious  skin  disease 
which  you  consider  was  probably  introduced 
by  the  gipsies  in  the  neighbourhood.  This 
appears  to  be  a  matter  to  which  the  sanitary 
authorities  should  give  attention.  Only  the 
Lord  of  the  Manor  can  remove  gipsies  from 
waste  land.  I  cannot  instruct  the  police 
to  remove  them.     I  am  sorry  I  cannot  help  you. 

We  are,  therefore,  powerless  to  deal 
with  this  matter  under  the  present  law, 
and  I  sincerely  hope  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordships  will  be  accepted.  I 
might  add  that  we  have  managed  to  get 
rid  of  some  of  these  people  through  the 
great  powers  which  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy possess.  They  have  power, 
under  their  Act,  to  deal  with  all  the 
watersheds  of  the  Thames  and  it  is 
extremely  important  that  the  water 
supply  of  London  should  be  kept  pure 
and  clean.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
give  the  Bill  a  Second  Reading.  ^ 

Earl  RUSSELL :  My  Lords,  I  have 
been  rather  surprised  at  the  approval 
with  which  this  Bill  has  been  received. 
There  is  a  tendency  to  too  much  registra- 
tion and  too  much  lettering  and  number- 
ing in  the  Bill,  and  I  think  the  reasons 
which  have  just  been  given  apply  not  so 
much  to  this  particular  Bill  as  to  some 
method  for  abolishing  these  vans  and 
gipsies  altogether,  because  there  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  which  would  prevent  the 
greater  part  of  the  evils  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down. 
A3  long  as  vans  and  tents  are  registered, 
they  will  be  still  permitted.  Of  course, 
I  recognise  that  there  is  a  good  deal  to 
be  said  for  the  children  obtaining  the 
necessary  education,  although,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  any 
great  harm  would  be  done  to  them  if  a 
considerable  portion  of  their  youth  were 
spent  on  open  commons  instead  of  in 
public  elementary  schools.  If  your  Lord- 
ships will  look  at  Clause  14  you  will  see 
that  the  definition  of  the  expression 
"  movable  dwelling "  includes  more 
than  insanitary  and  overcrowded  gipsy 
vans.     It  includes— 

"  Tents  and  other  structures  capable  of^being 
moved  from  place  to  place," 
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So  that  boating  parties  on  the  Thames 
who  took  with  them  tents  which  they 
could  erect  on  places  where  camping 
was  allowed  would  be  required  to  have 
their  tents  registered  and  numbered, 
and  would  have  to  receive  a  certificate 
as  to  the  number,  age,  and  sex  of  the 
persons  who  could  use  them.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  carrying  interference 
with  people  camping  out  in  the  summer 
farther  than  is  necessary.  It  was,  and, 
so  far  as  I  know,  still  is  a  habit  for  people 
sometimes  to  spend  a  portion  of  the 
summer  in  caravans  and  dwellings  which 
are  pulled  about  by  horses — people  who 
keep  the  interior  of  those  dwellings  in  a 
very  habitable  condition.  It  is  true  that 
it  will  not  be  any  very  great  nuisance 
to  them  to  observe  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  but  it  seems  to  me  an  imnecessary 
interference  with  persons  who  are  doing 
no  harm.  Indeed,  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
will  be  to  create  a  large  number  of  offences 
out  of  acts  which  are  at  present  perfectly 
innocent.  Persons  who  combined  to- 
gether to  enjoy  a  trip  through  the  country 
in  a  caravan  or  went  up  the  river  in  order 
to  camp  out  on  the  banks  would  appar- 
ently come  within  the  scope  of  the  pro- 
visions, and  in  my  view  this  would  be 
carrying  registration  further  than  is 
necessary.  The  Bill  will  need  amend- 
ment in  Committee  so  as  not  to  cause 
imnecessary  inconvenience.  It  would, 
I  think,  be  very  simple  to  give  some 
control  over  both  the  education  of  the 
children  and  the  sanitary  provisions  of 
the  dwellings  without  requiring  all  these 
elaborate  precautions  as  to  registration 
and  cetificates.  I  do  not  know  how  the 
certificate  is  intended  to  work  as  to  the 
number,  age,  and  sex  of  the  persons 
using  the  dwelling.  Suppose  four  under- 
graduates go  for  a  trip  in  a  caravan. 
Would  the  licence  in  that  case  be  for  four 
men  ?  If  a  man  took  his  wife  for  a  trip 
would  he  have  to  get  a  different  licence, 
and  another  later  on  if  he  took  his  sister 
with  him  ?  I  submit  that  the  Bill 
interferes  far  more  than  is  necessary  to 
secure  the  purpose  of  the  promoters.  But 
the  root  objection  appears  to  be  to  the 
class  of  nomads  as  nomads.  That  is  a 
natural  objection  on  the  part  of  those 
who  are  not  nomads.  But  this  Bill  does 
nothing  to  do  away  with  them  ;  it  will 
only  harass  them,  and  it  will  harass 
them  to  a  greater  extent  than  is  needed 

Earl  Russell, 
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for  attaining  the  objects  which  axe  stated 
to  be  those  for  which  the  Bill  ia  promoted. 


•♦Lord  ALLENDALE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  general  objects 
aimed  at  in  the  Bill  evoke  the  sympathy 
of  your  Lordships,  but  I  am  doubtful 
whether  the  provisions  are  altogether 
workable  and  will  secure  the  desired 
object.  The  Local  Government  Board, 
however,  have  no  wish  to  oppose  the  Bill 
at  this  stage.  A  Bill  with  a  similar 
object  was  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1889,  but  a  greal  deal  of 
opposition  was  aroused  on  the  part  of 
showmen  and  others  of  the  van-dwelling 
fraternity,  and  the  Bill  did  not  make 
progress.  Movable  dwellings  have  also 
been  the  subject  of  legislation.  Section 
9  of  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
Act,  1885,  applies  the  provisions  of  the 
Public  Health  Act,  with  respect  to 
nuisances  to  tents,  vans,  and  similar 
structures  used  for  human  habitation, 
that  are  in  such  a  state  as  to  be  dangerous 
or  injurious  to  health.  Urban  and  rural 
district  councils  have  already  powers 
to  make  bye-laws  for  promoting  cleanli- 
ness in,  and  the  habitable  condition  of, 
such  structures,  and  for  preventing 
nuisances  and  the  spread  of  infectious 
disease  in  connection  with  them ;  and 
the  Local  Grovernment  Board  have  from 
time  to  time  framed  a  series  of  model 
clauses  for  the  use  of  councils  who  wish 
to  make  such  bye-laws.  Then  there  is 
the  Infectious  Diseases  (Notification) 
Act  of  1889,  which  applies  to  van  and 
tent  dwellers  in  the  cases  of  infectious 
disease. 

This  Bill  seems  to  be  the  result  of 
views  held  in  some  quarters,  and 
notably,  I  believe,  by  the  County  Goimcils 
Association,  who  passed  a  Resolu- 
tion last  year  in  favour  of  legislation 
on  the  subject,  existing  provisions 
being  insufficient.  In  regard  to  regula- 
tions, this  Bill  appears  to  follow  the 
lines  of  the  Canal  Boat  Act.  Canal 
boats  are  a  special  type  of  dwelling,  and, 
from  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  are 
restricted  to  the  waterways  of  the 
country.  It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that 
they  can  be  much  more  easily  registered 
and  controlled  than  movable  dwellings 
such  as  have  been  described  to  your 
Lordships   to-day.     It   does   not   follow 


«7 


Movable 


{1  April  1908} 


Dwellings  Bill, 


458 


that  a  system  of  registration  applicable 
to  canal  boats  is  necessarily  applicable 
to  vans,  and  much  less  so  to  tents.  If 
we  only  had  vans  to  deal  with,  they 
might,  perhaps,  be  made  capable  of 
registration  and  supervision  ;  gipsies 
not  only  use  vans  but  cleverly-con- 
structed tents,  which  are  suitable  for 
their  purpose,  but  which  it  would  be 
almost  iippossible  to  register ;  and  if  it 
were  made  illegal  to  occupy  these,  large 
numbers  of  gipsies  and  other  persons 
oonnected  with  travelling  shows,  would 
have  to  cease  their  present  form  of 
existence.  Perhaps  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships— and  I  think  we  had  an  indication 
of  that  in  the  speech  of  Lord  Farrer — 
would  not  regret  that,  but  it  has  not  been 
part  of  the  general  public  policy  of  the 
ooontry  hitherto,  and  if  this  policy  were 
to  be  adopted,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
that  it  should  be  done  by  a  more  direct 
enactment. 

As  I  have  said,  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  registration  are  not 
quite  appropriate  to  structures  such 
as  have  been  referred  to,  and  when  the 
Bill  goes  into  Committee  it  will  need 
a  good  deal  of  amendment  in  that  respect. 
The  definition  clause,  to  which  reference 
has  been  made,  will  also  require  amend- 
ment. The  Local  (Government  Board 
consider  that  the  scope  of  the  regulations 
which  the  Board  would  be  called  upon 
to  make  under  Clause  2  is  much  wider 
than  is  desirable.  As  drafted,  the  Bill 
woald  appear  to  include  tents  used 
by  people  who  prefer  to  camp  out 
in  the  summer  by  the  river  and 
elsewhere,  whom  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  register.  As  to  general 
sanitary  control.  Section  9  of  the  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes  Act,  1885, 
authorises  urban  and  rural  district  councils 
to  make  bye-laws  as  to  cleanliness,  the 
halntable  condition  of  the  dwellings, 
and  the  prevention  of  nuisances  gener- 
ally ;  and  bye-laws  made  by  179  authori- 
ties have  been  sanctioned  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.  The  Board  consider 
that  some  of  the  matters  comprised  in 
Clause  2  would  be  very  difficult  to  deal 
with — such,  for  instance,  as  the  separation 
of  the  sexes  and  the  prevention  of  fire. 
The  Local  Grovemment  Board  are  disposed 
t^.  think  that  Section  9  of  the  Act  of  1885 
goes  as  far  as  is  reasonably  practicable 


in  controlling  movable  dwellings,  and 
that  if  general  regulations  as  distinguished 
from  local  bye-laws  are  needed,  it  would 
be  better  to  make  general  regulations 
under  that  section  than  to  proceed  as 
proposed  by  Clause  4  of  this  Bill. 

Clauses  6  and  7  have  reference  to  the 
question  of  education,  which  would 
be  more  properly  dealt  with  by  my 
noble  friend  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council ;  but  I  may,  perhaps,  observe 
that  this  matter  will  no  doubt  receive 
consideration  in  connection  with  the 
Children  Bill  which  is  being  discussed 
in  another  place  to-day.  As  to  Clause  8, 
which  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  sanitary 
authority  to  assist  in  carrying  out  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  there  does  not  seem 
to  be  any  objection ;  but  Clause  9, 
authorising  county  and  borough  councils 
to  make  bye-laws  to  prohibit  encamp- 
ments in  specified  places,  will  certainly 
require  amendment.  So  also  will  Clauses 
10  and  11,  especially  if  the  earlier  clauses 
to  which  I  have  alluded  are  amended. 
While  in  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  the  Bill  goes  rather  further 
than  seems  desirable,  the  (Government 
nevertheless  are  not  prepared  to  ofier 
any  objections  to  the  Second  Reading, 
but  hope  a  reasonable  time  will  be 
allowed  to  elapse  before  the  Committee 
stage,  when  the  (Jovemment  will  them- 
selves propose  Amendments. 

Lord  BELPER  :  My  Lords,  I  am  very 
glad  to  hear  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
represents  the  Local  Government  Board, 
although  somewhat  critical  in  his  speech 
as  regards  the  details  of  the  Bill,  will 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  Second  Read- 
ing. I  should  not  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  make  any  remarks  after  the  full 
account  which  was  given  of  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  by  my  noble  friend 
Lord  Clifiord  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading ;  but  I  should  like  to  mention 
that  the  Bill  h^s  been  promoted  by  the 
County  Councils  Association  in  conse- 
quence of  the  very  serious  representa- 
tions which  have  been  made,  not  only 
by  the  county  to  which  my  noble  friend 
Lord  Farrer  referred,  the  county  of 
Surrey,  in  which  there  are  a  very  large 
number  of  these  movable  dwellings,  but 
by  a  large  number  of  other  counties  in 
England.     The   noble   Lord^who  spoke 
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on  behalf  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
referred  us  to  a  great  many  clauses  which 
are  supposed  to  be  of  some  value  in 
regulating  movable  dwellings.  But  as 
a  matter  of  fact  the  difficulty  is  that  the 
moment  a  sanitary  authority  or  any 
authority  steps  in  and  tries  to  exercise 
jurisdiction,  the  people  immediately  move 
their  vans  or  tents  to  a  neighbourhood 
where  the  authorities  are  not  so  active. 
We  want  to  prevent  these  scandals  in 
some  way.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Local  Government  Board  intend  to 
propose ;  but  unless  there  is,  I  will  not 
say  some  form  of  registration  as  that 
seems  to  be  objected  to,  but,  at  all  events, 
some  means  whereby  you  can  lay  your 
hand  on  these  people  and  prevent  them 
evading  the  law,  no  legislation  will  be 
effective.  Without  that  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  if  it  passes  into  law,  will  be 
just  as  useless  as  the  provisions  referred 
to  by  Lord  Allendale.  In  the  county  of 
Surrey  alone  there  is  a  very  large  popula- 
tion living  in  movable  dwellings — I 
think  between  1,500  and  2,000;  and 
of  the  340  children  only  forty  are  attend- 
ing school.  That  is  a  serious  state  of 
things,  and  one  to  which  I  think  we  have 
a  right  to  ask  the  Grovernment  to  assist 
us  in  putting  a  stop.  I  have  not  the 
leist  objection  to  the  criticisms  which 
have  been  made,  because  they  were  all 
criticisms  of  the  drafting.  As  long  as 
the  principle  is  admitted  we  shall  be 
only  too  glad  to  meet  the  Government 
in  regard  to  the  details.  As  to  the 
penalties  in  the  Bill,  let  me  say  that  if  you 
are  going  to  enforce  the  law  you  must 
have  penalties.  It  is  necessary  on  moral, 
educational,  and  sanitary  grounds  to 
get  control  over  these  people  in  some 
way,  and  I  hope  that  when  we  get  into 
Committee  a  serious  attempt  will  be 
made  to  enable  those  councils  who  wish 
to  deal  with  these  people  to  enforce 
education  on  the  children  and  to  regulate 
the  sanitary  arrangements. 

^  ♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  My  Lonls,  I  am  glad  that 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  j\Lst  spoken  on 
behalf  of  the  county  councils  should 
have  given  a  little  further  stimulus  to 
attention  being  devoted  to  this  matter 
than  would  have  botMi  affonlod  by  the 
rather  luke-wanu  support  oxtondod  to 
the    Bill    on    behalf    of    His    Majosty^s 

Lord  Belper. 


Government.     I    am    perfectly    certain 
that  this  is  a  matter  which  requires  very 
urgent  attention,  not  merely  on  sanitary, 
but  on  moral  and  educational  grounds. 
It  was  my  duty,  all  the  time    I   was 
Bishop  of  Winchester,  to  deal  with  this 
subject  in  connection  with  the  migratory 
fclk  living  in  the  New  Forest  and  the 
similar  nomads  who  frequent  the  commons 
in  the  county  of  Surrey.     The.  problem 
is  an  exceedingly  baffling  and  difficult 
one,     and     for     that     reason      it     is 
apt  to  be  left  to  solve  itself.     The  evil 
is  increasing;    there  are  more  dwellers 
of  a  vagrant  type  living  as  permanent 
campers-out  than  was  the  case  some  years 
ago.     That  is  the  case,  not  mainly  in  the 
sparsely    populated    parts,    but    in    the 
regions  where  the  ordinary  population  is 
increasing.     The   explanation  I   suggest 
is  that  some  of  these  movable  dwellers 
are    not     entirely    free    from    a     pre- 
datory inclination,  and  they  are  happier 
where  there  are  houses  and  people  than 
where  they  are  far  removed  from  human 
habitation.     I    am    particularly    appre- 
hensive lest  the  question  of  the  children 
should   be   foimd   to   suffer   by    falling 
between  two  stools.    This  question  lies 
on  the  margin  both  of  the  Children  Bill 
cow  before  the  other  House  and  of  the 
Bill  now  brought  before  your  Lordships; 
and  those  charged   with   the   one  Bill 
may  be  apt  in  each  case  to  throw  off  the 
responsibility  on  those  charged  with  the 
other.    I  hope  the  question  is  not  going 
to  be  treated  as  of  comparatively  small 
importance.   It  is  one  which  eminently  de- 
serves the  kind  of  consideration  which  this 
Bill  endeavours  to  give  to  it.     Some  of 
the  clauses  appear  to  me  to  be  better  calcu- 
lated to  do  their  work  than  the  critics 
suppose,   and   I   hope   the   matter   will 
continue    to    receive    the    attention    of 
your  Lordships. 

*The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Crewe)  :  My 
Lords,  the  most  rev.  Primate  and  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  both  seemed  to 
think  that  my  noble  friend  who  answered 
for  the  Grovernment  had  thrown  a  certain 
degree  of  cold  water  on  the  Bill;  but 
so  far  as  he  did,  they,  I  think,  supplied 
good  reasons,  for  they  both  admitted 
the  really  exceptional  difficulty  of  the 
subject ;  and  when  a  subject  of  this  kind 
is  a  very  difficult  one,  it  is  necessary 
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for  those  in  charge  of  the  Government 
Department  which  w  ill  have  to  administer 
any  measure  which  may  be  passed  to 
point  out  the  difficulties  which  beset 
its  administration  if  it  becomes  law. 
The  real  difficulty  of  the  subject  is — I 
think  it  has  appeared  from  the  speeches 
made  in  the  course  of  the  debate — 
that-  there  is  a  considerable  number 
of  people  who  would  like  practically  to 
prohibit  the  existence  of  this  nomadic 
population  altogether.  We  often  pass 
these  people  on  the  roads,  and  we  look 
at  them  with  interest,  not  always,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  without  a  certain  degree  of 
envy ;  and  when  the  conditions  under 
which  they  live,  as  regards  sanitation 
and  other  matters,  are  spoken  of,  I  think 
it  is  only  fair  to  compare  them,  not  with 
people  who  live  in  comfortable  houses 
under  good  sanitary  conditions,  but 
with  those  who  live  in  the  slums  of  the 
towns — people  of  the  same  class  and 
who  lead  the  kind  of  existence  which 
these  people  would  have  to  lead  if  they 
were  confined  to  urban  areas.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  need  say  anything  more  on 
the  general  question. 

As  regards  the  education  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  there  are  one  or  two  words  I 
should  like  to  say  in  order  to  point  out 
the  very  great  difficulty  which  surrounds 
the  subject.  As  matters  now  stand, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  children  of 
canal  boatmen,  whose  position  is  a 
different  one  from  that  of  these  nomadic 
children,  for  canal  boats  go  on  regular 
journeys,  whereas  these  people  wander 
about  from  county  to  county — except 
in  the  case  of  the  children  of  canal  boat- 
men there  are  no  special  regulations 
which  enable  school  attendance  to  be 
specially  enforced.  By  the  Education 
Acts  as  they  stand,  if  a  child  is  found 
habitually  wandering,  a  school  attendance 
order  can  be  made  in  his  case,  and  no 
reasonable  excuse,  as  it  is  called,  can  be 
produced  in  such  a  case ;  but  it  is  very 
doubtful  if  that  provision  was  ever 
intended  to  apply  to  people  who  live  in 
movable  dwellings.  It  was  rather  in- 
tended to  apply  to  children  who  wander 
about  with  tramps.  In  any  case,  how- 
ever, the  practical  difficulty  is  that  the 
attendance  order  can  only  be  made 
in  respect  of  a  particular  school,  and  it  is 
perfectly  obvious  that  if  a  child  is  going 
to  be  made  to  attend  a  particular  school 


the  dwelling  then  ceases  to  be  a  movable 
one  and  the  whole  position  is  changed. 
Therefore,  the  fact  has  been  that  it  is  not 
the  law  which  is  in  fault ;  but  it  is  prac- 
tically impossible  to  enforce  the  law 
so  long  as  children  are  allowed  to  travel 
about  in  these  dwellings.  If  you  are 
prepared  to  go  so  far  as  to  prohibit 
children  of  school  age  travelling  in  this 
way,  you  may  solve  the  question  after  a 
fashion ;  but  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
public  opinion  would  support  a  proposal 
of  that  kind.  That  is  one  of  the  points 
which  no  doubt  can  be  carefully  con- 
sidered when  the  Bill  is  being  examined 
more  closely  in  Committee. 

Clause  6  of  the  Bill  provides  that  the 
Board  of  Education  shall  make  regu- 
lations with  a  view  to  enforcing  the  law 
relating  to  school  attendance  in  the  case 
of  children  resident  in  movable  dwellings, 
and  they  have  to  designate  the  local 
authority  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  enforce 
the  regulations  of  the  Board.  They 
might  thus  provide  for  the  giving  of 
certificates  of  due  attendance  in  the  case 
of  children  who  were  unable  to  ettend 
regularly  at  any  one  public  elementary 
school.  This  sort  of  school  attendance, 
however — one  day  at  one  school  and 
another  day  at  another  school — is  one 
which  arouses  the  utmost  indignation 
in  the  minds  of  school  managers  and 
school  teachers,  and  if  you  are  really  going 
to  enforce  it,  I  am  afraid  you  will  find 
yourselves  in  a  practical  difficulty.  The 
clause  says  that  the  Board  of  Education  is 
to  designate  the  local  authority  whose  duty 
it  should  be  to  enforce  the  regulations  of 
the  Board.  That  means,  I  suppose,  the 
local  education  authority,  because  clearly 
the  Board  of  Education  can  only  deal 
with  educational  authorities.  But  how 
is  the  local  education  authority  going 
to  enforce  the  regulations  when  the 
parents,  being  ex  hypothesi  in  movable 
dwellings,  have  left  that  area  ?  That 
is  a  difficulty  which  I  do  not  see  the 
Bill  will  meet.  There  are  various  other 
'  minor  criticisms  which  I  might  make  with 
regard  to  these  education  clauses,  but 
they  are  more  suitable  for  consideration 
'  in  Committee. 

On  the  other  hand  it  is  the  case  that 
to  a  certain  extent  my  hon.  friend  Mr. 
Herbert  Samuel,  in  another  place,  is 
trying  to  deal  with  this  matter  in  the 
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Children  Bill.  I  think  it  is  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  the  whole  discus- 
sion on  the  question  should  not  be  post- 
poned until  the  Children  Bill  comes  up,  or, 
if  the  noble  Lord  prefers  it,  whether  these 
particular  clauses  should  not  be  omitted 
for  the  time,  leaving  the  whole  question 
to  be  discussed  on  the  Children  Bill. 
I  am  boimd  to  say  that,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  Government  are  trying 
to  deal  with  the  matter  in  that  measure, 
I  am  not,  for  the  reasons  I  have  stated, 
very  hopeful  that  a  solution  will  be 
arrived  at,  so  far  as  the  educational  part 
of  the  matter  is  concerned.  But  we 
shall  do  our  best.  We  feel  that  the 
wrong  done  to  the  children  from  an 
educational  point  of  view  is  in  many 
cases  a  considerable  one.  I  rather 
sympathise  with  what  Lord  Russell  said 
as  to  the  preferable  condition  of  children 
living  a  great  part  of  their  time  in  the 
open  air  to  that  of  some  children  who  lead 
more  regular  lives  ;  but  we  feel  that 
the  educational  question  is  one  which  we 
ought  to  try  to  meet.  We  are,  however, 
impressed  by  the  extreme  difficulty  of  it, 
and  I  cannot,  personally,  confess  to 
being  very  confident  that  it  is  capable  of 
a  satisfactory  solution. 

Lord  CLIFFORD  op  CHUDLEIGH  : 
My  Lords,  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  the  Lord  President  that  if  you  allow 
these  children  to  wander  about  they  must 
attend  school  spasmodically,  and  that  to 
that  the  school  managers  and  teachers 
have  a  strong  objection  as  the  instruction 
is  necessarily  of  an  inferior  kind.  But 
if  you  insist  upon  their  attending  school 
regularly  they  cannot  wander  about.  To 
that  restriction,  however,  the  noble  Earl 
thinks  public  opinion  would  not  agree. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  only  alternative 
is  to  let  them  wander  and  not  attend 
school,  and  why  this  should  be  permitted 
to  persons  living  in  movable  dwellings 
when  everyone  else  is  obliged  to  send  his 
children  to  school  I  cannot  conceive.  I 
imagine  that  the  education  authority 
woidd,  imder  the  rules,  be  empowered  to 
require  from  these  people  some  return  as 
to  where  their  children  were  being  edu- 
cated, and  to  oblige  them  to  give  a 
notification  when  they  were  leaving  the 
area  of  that  authority  as  to  the  authority 
into  whose  area  they  were  moving.  The 
local    education    authority   would    then 

Th€  Earl  of  Crewe. 


communicate  with  the  authority  into 
whose  area  they  were  moving  so  that  the 
regulations  with  regard  to  the  children 
could  be  enforced.  The  only  outcome  of 
it  would  be  that  these  people  would  be 
obliged  to  make  some  provision  for  the 
education  of  their  children  while  they 
were  wandering  about  the  country.  I 
cannot  think  that  the  alternative  fore- 
shadowed, that  these  children  should  be 
allowed  to  wander  about  without  any 
education  at  all,  is  an  admissible  one. 
On  many  of  the  points  on  which  the 
clauses  have  been  criticised  I  hold  no  very 
great  objection  to  emendations.  I  shall 
be  most  willing  to  accept  anything  which 
will  make  the  Bill  a  more  workable 
measure,  and  I  will  certainly  consult  the 
noble  Lord  who  represents  the  Local 
Government  Board  before  I  take  any 
further  steps  with  regard  to  the  Bill. 

Lord   STANLEY   of   ALDERLEY  : 

My  Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
with  regard  to  the  attendance  of  these 
children  at  school.  Nobody  can  contend 
that  they  are  wandering.  The  parents 
may  be,  but  the  children  are  under  the 
control  of  their  parents  and  do  not  come 
within  the  same  category  as  children 
found  wandering.  I  had  many  years 
experience  of  the  entire  failure  to  give 
efEect  to  the  Act  relating  to  canal  boat 
children.  It  is  no  use  having  a  boat  or 
a  van  registered  in  a  place  as  long  as  you 
allow  the  children  to  travel  about  with 
their  parents.  In  those  circumstances 
the  oridinary  regulations  for  enforcing 
attendance  are  useless,  and  I  do  not  think 
any  ingenuity  will  enable  you  to  make 
them  effective.  The  canal  boats  had  to 
be  registered  at  their  ports  of  departure, 
and  in  London  they  were  mostly  registered 
at  Paddington  ;  but  we  were  unable  to  do 
anything  in  practice  to  carry  out  the  Act 
owing  to  the  impossibility  of  enforcing 
it.  You  could,  of  course,  prohibit  a 
parent  from  taking  his  child  about  in 
such  a  way  as  to  render  it  impossible 
for  the  child  to  receive  education.  That 
would  mean  that  the  child  would  have 
to  be  deposited  with  a  friend  or  boarded - 
out,  while  the  parents  tramped  the 
country.  But  I  think  there  would  be 
considerable  difficulty  in  bringing  that 
about.  Something  could  be  done  to 
enforce  attendance  if  you  had  a  provision 
in  the  Education  Act  to  the  effect  that 


465 


Naval 


{1  April  1908} 


Bepairs, 


466 


parents  could  be  {omished  with  a  book 
which  would  show  the  schools  the  child 
had  attended  during  the  wanderings, 
and  the  attendances  made.  Of  course, 
if  the  book  were  falsified  and  false  entries 
made,  that  would  have  to  be  an  offence, 
and  if  at  the  end  of  the  year  the  parent, 
on  applying  for  a  renewal  of  his  licence, 
showed  an  imperfectly  filled  book  that 
might  be'  made  an  ofEence  also,  and  a 
severe  penalty  might  be  imposed  if  no 
steps  at  all  had  been  taken  in  the  educa- 
tion of  the  child.  I  am  not  going  to  say 
whether  that  would  be  good  or  not ;  but 
the  ordinary  machinery  of  bye-laws  and 
the  ordinary  discharge  of  their  duties 
by  local  education  authorities  would  be 
insufficient  to  cope  vdth  these  cases. 
Take  the  West  Riding.  It  would  be 
too  much  to  expect  that  tramps  could 
be  tracked  from  one  end  of  that  county 
to  the  other  ;  there  is  no  machinery  in  a 
county  for  following  them.  I  do  not 
say  that  what  I  suggest  is  a  good  thing 
to  do,  but  I  think  clauses  might  be  devised 
which  would  make  it  extremely  disagree- 
able for  a  wandering  parent  to  have  done 
nothing  for  the  education  of  his  child. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  whatever  we  may  think  as  to 
the  somewhat  intricate  problems  to 
which  this  Bill  gives  rise.  I  hope  we  shall 
not  hesitate  to  give  it  a  Second  Read- 
ing this  afternoon.  By  doing  so  we  com- 
mit ourselves  only  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  principle  of  the  Bill  is,  I 
conceive,  this,  that  we  do  not  desire  that 
persons  who  adopt  a  nomadic  mode  of 
life  should  thereby  emancipate  themselves 
from  the  laws  and  regulations  to  which 
other  members  of  the  community  are 
subject,  whether  those  laws  have  refer- 
ence to  sanitary  matters  or  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  children  concerned,  or  to  other 
matters.  I  hope,  therefore,  we  shall 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  With 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
might  be  dealt  with  further  on, 
I  would  venture  to  suggest  that  my 
noble  friend  would  do  well  to  confer 
with  the  representative  of  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  and  consider  with  him 
what  course  would  be  best.  I  should 
be  rather  sorry,  speaking  for  myself, 
if  the  further  examination  of  this  Bill 
were  to  stand  over  until  the  moment, 
which  we  cannot  at  present  anticipate, 


when  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
of  Commons  will  reach  your  Lordships' 
House. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2»,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House. 


PATENTS  AND  DESIGNS  BILL    [h.l.]. 
Read   3*   (according    to   order),    and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


MUNiaPAL     REPRESENTATION       BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Amendments   reported    (according   to 
order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 


LOTTERIES  AND  INDECENT  ADVER- 
TISEMENTS. 

The  Lords  following  were  named  of 


the  Committee 
L,  Steward  (E. 

Beauchamj)), 
V.  Hutchinson  {E. 

Donoughmore). 


V.  Llandaff. 

L.  Ramsay  (J^. 
Dalhousie). 
L.  Herschell. 


Ordered,  That  such  Committee  have 
power  to  agree  with  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  appointment 
of  a  Chairman. 

Then  a  Message  was  ordered  to  be  sent 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  propose 
that  the  Joint  Committee  do  meet  in  the 
Chairman  of  Committees'  Committee 
Room  on  Tuesday  next,  at  Three  o'clock. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
House    in    Committee    (according    to 
order) ;     Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;     Standing  Committee  negatived, 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 


NAVAL  REPAIRS. 
Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  :'  My  Lor  Is, 
I  rise  to  ask  His  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment  if  they  will  grant  a  Return  of  the 
amount  of  money  spent  during  the  last 
two  years  on  the  repairs  of  each  battle- 
ship and  first  class  cruiser  launched  since 
1st  January,  1898,  separately,  divided 
under  the  following  headings — (1)  Re- 
pairs   of    boilers,    engines,    and    other 
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machinery  used  in  the  propulsion  of 
the  ship ;  (2)  Repairs  to  armament, 
including  all  gun-mountings,  torpedoes, 
and  machinery  connected  with  them ;  (3) 
Alterations  in  design,  such  as  making 
cooling  chambers,  fresh  ventilators,  or 
supplying  and  fitting  new  apparatus  of 
any  description ;  also  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  days  that  our  battleships  and 
first  class  cruisers  launched  since  Ist 
January,  1898,  have  been  unavailable 
while  undergoing  repair  during  the  last 
two  years ;  and  in  addition  to  these 
Returns,  for  purposes  of  comparison,  if 
the  information  is  obtainable,  a  Return 
of  the  number  of  days  that  twenty  or 
thirty  of  the  best-known  liners  in  our 
mercantile  marine  have  been  unavailable 
for  the  same  reason  during  the  last  two 
years  ;  and  lastly,  the  weight  allowed  for 
indicated  horse-power  for  all  the  vessels 
named  in  the  above  Return. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  My  Lords, 
my  noble  friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  has  been  called  away  on  an 
engagement  connected  with  his  Depart- 
ment, and  he  has,  therefore,  asked  me 
to  make  the  reply  which  he  would  have 
given  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord's 
Question.  He  says  that  he  is  anxious 
to  give  the  noble  Lord  as  much  of  the 
Return  asked  for  as  is  possible,  but  he 
cannot  give  it  exactly  in  the  form  in  which 
it  is  asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord  My 
noble  friend  assents  to  Paragraph  1,  but 
he  is  only  able  to  give  the  figures  for 
1905-1906,  and  1906-1907,  those  for 
1907-1908  not  yet  being  available.  As 
regards  Paragraph  2,  my  noble  friend 
says  that  the  form  in  which  the  ordnance 
accounts  of  the  Admiralty  are  framed 
differs  from  that  of  the  dockyard  accounts 
and  for  service  reasons  he  does  pot  feel 
justified  in  giving  information  with  regard 
to  repairs  to  armament.  He  will  be 
happy  to  give  the  information  requested 
in  Paragraph  3. 


thinks  it  very  desirable — that  is  to  say, 
i  th  e  noble  Lord  really  presses  for  it — 
but  it  will  involve  a  very  large  amount 
of  research  which  my  noble  friend,  if 
possible,  would  like  to  spare  his  staff, 
whom  he  considers  very  much  over- 
worked. My  noble  friend  does  not 
know  how  he  could  obtain  the  details  with 
regard  to  the  length  of  time  that  the 
great  liners  mentioned  in  the  Question 
are  kept  under  repair  from  time  to  time, 
and  he  considers  that  it  is  against  the 
interests  of  the  service  that  Ae  weight 
allowed  for  indicated  horse-power  should 
be  publicly  disclosed.  My  noble  friend 
has  asked  me  to  say  that  even  the 
modified  amount  of  information  which 
he  is  able  to  give  will  take  some  little 
time  to  produce. 

Lord    ELLENBOROUGH  :        I    am 

sorry  to  give  the  officials  at  the  Admiralty 
additional  trouble,  but  the  Admiralty 
have  been  greatly  attacked  on  the 
subject  of  repairs,  sometimes  justly  and 
sometimes  unjustly,  and  if  these  figures 
were  given  it  might  set  the  matter  at 
rest.  Therefore,  I  press  for  the  details 
as  to  the  number  of  days  on  which  vessels 
were  undergoing  repairs.  My  reason 
for  asking  for  the  weight  allowed  for  in- 
dicated horse-power,  was  that  I  believe 
the  Admiralty,  as  a  rule,  have  not 
allowed  sufficient  weight  for  indicated 
horse -power,  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
such  a  large  proportion  of  our  ships  are 
kept  under  repair. 


Lord    ELLENBOROUGH: 
about  Paragraph  1  ? 


What 


The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  My  noble 
friend  agrees  to  that,  with  limitations. 
He  cannot  agree  to  No.  2,  but  he  agrees 
to  No.  3.  As  regards  the  last  paragraph, 
my  noble  friend  says  he  can  give  the 
information  asked  for  if  the  noble  Lord 

Lord  Ellenborough, 


TERRITORIAL  ARMY  ADMINISTRA- 
TION. 

*LoRD  HARRIS  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to 
ask  His  Majesty's  Government  whether 
they  will  consider  the  possibility  of 
amending  the  new  Regulations  for  the 
Territorial  Army  in  the  case  of  those 
regiments  the  recruiting  areas  of  which 
lie  in  more  than  one  county,  with  a 
view  to  alleviating  the  extreme  incon- 
venience to  which  such  regiments 
are  put.  This  question  refers  to  very 
few  regiments,  but  they  feel  that  they 
are  suffering  under  a  considerable  grie- 
vance. The  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
War  is  that  the  Territorial  regiments  in 
a  coimty  should  be  brought  under  the 
Coimty  Association,  and  it  is  conceivable 
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that  the  administration  of  their  affairs 
will  be  no  more  complicated  than  they 
were  under  the  War  Office.  But  there 
are  a  few  regiments  in  the  extraordinary 
and  unfortunate  position  of  being  under 
four  or  five  counties,  and  those  of  your 
Lordships  who  have  had  experience  of 
conmiunicating  with  Government  De- 
partments will,  I  am  sure,  realise  the 
€onf usion  that  will  be  caused  thereby,  for 
these  imfortunate  regiments  will  have  to 
apply  in  all  matters  of  finance,  administra- 
tion, etc.,  to  each  of  these  County  Associa- 
tions. Finding  it  difficult  to  deal  with 
the  cases  of  those  regiments  which  re- 
cruit over  several  counties  the  right  hon. 
(Jentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
apparently  left  it  to  the  regiments  and 
to  the  County  Associations  themselves 
to  get  out  of  the  difficulty  as  best  they 
can.  I  suggest  that  it  is  the  business 
of  the  War  Office  to  get  the  regiments 
out  of  this  dilemma,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  difficult  for  the  War  Office  to 
devise  a  scheme  by  which  the  colonels 
of  such  regiments  might  have  to  do  with 
only  one  authority.  I  may  add  that  this 
is  not  a  personal  grievance  of  my  own. 
I  have  been  asked  to  put  the  Question  on 
behalf  of  another  commanding  officer. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (The  Earl  of  Ports- 
mouth) :  My  Lords,  I  regret  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  not  informed  me  what 
are  the  particular  cases  to  which  he 
refers. 

*LoRD  HARRIS :  They  are  perfectly 
well-known.  The  Marquess  of  Tulli- 
bardine's  regiment,  for  instance,  recruits 
over  four  or  five  counties. 

The    Earl    of    PORTSMOUTH:    I 

understood  the  Question  to  refer  to 
another  matter — namely,  the  condition 
of  those  counties  which  practicallv  adjoin 
London.  Some  men  domiciled  in  K^nt, 
Surrey,  and  Essex  will,  no  doubt,  want 
to  join  the  London  regiments,  but  I  am 
afraid  we  cannot  depart  from  the  general 
principle  established  in  the  Act,  that  the 
county  of  which  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
should  be  the  head  should  be  the  re- 
cruiting area  for  the  different  County 
Associations.  No  doubt  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  London  some  difficulties 
may  arise,  but  these  we  tru-^t  will  be 
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overcome  by  the  mutual  good  feeling 
of  the  Associations,  whom,  in  matters 
of  this  kind,  we  expect  to  be  able  to  come 
to  some  arrangement 


♦L3RD  HARRIS  :  I  regret  that  my 
Question  has  been  misunderstood.  The 
cases  I  refer  to  are  those  of  regiments 
coming  under  various  counties  for  ad- 
ministration. Perhaps  the  noble  Earl 
will  look  into  that  point. 

The  Earl  op  PORTSMOUTH:  I 
now  see  what  is  in  the  mind  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  will  inquire  into  it. 


TERRITORIAL  AKTILLERY. 

The  Earl  of  ERROLL  :    My  Lords, 
I  rise  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  War  what  is  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
196  batteries  it  is  proposed  to  raise  for 
the    Territorial    Army,    supposing    the 
ranks  are  all  full,  including  the  hire  of 
the  horses  for  fifteen  days  training,  cost 
of  gun  sheds,  harness,  ammunition  for 
practice,  and  generally  for  the  adminis- 
tration  and   training   of   the   artillery ; 
also  the  proportion  due  for  the  expenses 
of      the      County      Associations ;    and 
whether   he   can   also   state   the   whole 
annual  cost  of  a  battery  of  Regular  field 
artillery  on  the  higher  and  lower  estab- 
lishment    respectively.      I     understand 
that  there  will  be  a  debate  on  Monday, 
initiated    by   Lord    Denbigh,    into    the 
whole  question  of  the  Territorial  artillery, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  will 
be  of  great  advantage  to  your  Lordships 
that  we  should  possess  the  information 
for  which  I  am  asking  before  that  debate 
takes    place.     The    noble    and    gallant 
Field-Marshal,    Lord    Roberts,  told  us 
the  other  day  that  imperfectly  trained 
artillery  were  absolutely  useless  in  war 
and  liable  to  become  a  danger.    After 
that  statement  from  so  high  an  autho- 
rity it  would  be  only  prudent  to  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  preferable  to 
have  a  smaller  number  of  Regular  and 
very  highly  trained  artillery  in  the  place 
of    a     larger     number     of    imperfectly 
trained  gunners.     It  is  an  acknowledged 
principle   on    the   Continent   of   Europe 
that   the   less   trained   the  infantry  the 
more  important  it  is  that  the  artillery 
should  be  very  highly  trained.     I  have 
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put  down  the  Question  as  to  the  cost  of 
a  Regular  battery  because  I  think  it  is 
important  that  we  should  have  some 
idea  how  the  cost  compares  with  that  of 
a  Territorial  battery,  with  a  view  to 
seeing  whether  we  cannot  secure  fewer 
highly  trained  Regular  artillery  for  the 
same  price  thpt  we  should  get  this  larger 
number  of  less  perfectly  trained  Terri- 
torial artillery. 

The  Earl  op  PORTSMOUTH  :  My 
Lords,  as  we  shall  be  debating  the  general 
question  of  the  artillery  on  Monday,  I 
hope  my  noble  friend  will  excuse  me 
from  entering  into  the  various  matters 
to  which  he  has  referred  in  putting  his 
Question.  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  give 
him  the  information  for  which  he  asks, 
subject  to  one  or  two  reservations.  The 
total  number  of  batteries  to  be  raised  is 
182,  not  196  as  stated  in  the  Question. 
I  do  not  know  exactly  how  my  noble 
friend  arrived  at  the  number  of  196,  but 
I  think  it  is  possibly  a  miscalculation 
arising  from  reckoning  three  batteries 
instead  of  two  to  a  brigade  of  hovdtzers. 
The  number  of  field  and  howitzer  batteries 
to  be  raised  for  the  Territorial  Force 
is  148,  the  annual  cost  of  which  will  be 
about  £350,000,  which  includes  the  ex- 
penses of  the  County  Associations.  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  give  the  noble  Earl 
any  accurate  estimate  as  to  the  propor- 
tion due  for  the  expenses  of  the  Associa- 
tions, as  the  Associations  administer 
other  units.  The  other  batteries  to  be 
raised  are  fourteen  horse,  and  twenty 
heavy  batteries.  The  grants  for  these 
cover  their  ammunition  columns  and 
are  not  comparable  with  the  figures 
for  batteries  of  field  artillery.  As  to 
the  Question  whether  I  can  also  state 
the  whole  annual  cost  of  a  battery  of 
regular  field  artillery  on  the  higher 
and  lower  establishments,  respectively, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  annual  cost  of  a 
Regular  field  battery  on  the  higher 
establishment  of  163,  all  ranks,  is  £15,000, 
and  on  the  lower  establishment  of  132, 
all  ranks,  £12,000. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE: 
Is  any  allowance  made  in  the  £350,000 
for  the  cost  of  arming  the  batteries 
originally,  or  is  that  what  they  are  going 
to  cost  when  they  are  a  going  concern  ? 

The  Earl  of  ErrolL 


{ COMMONS}  from  the  Lords.  472 

The  Earl  or  PORTSMOUTH :  That 
will  be  the  annual  cost  when  they  are  a 
going  concern. 


House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
pa9t  Six  o*olook,  till  To- 
morrow, a  quarter  past  Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  1st  April,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  aock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Dartford  Gas  Bill, — As  amended,  con- 
sidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Dublin  and  Central  Ireland  Electric 
Power  Bill. — Reported  [Preamble  not 
proved]. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  D). 

Mb.  Lukb  White  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  D  of  Private  Bills  ; 
That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the 
Committee  had  adjourned  tUl  Monday 
next,  at  half -past  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS, 
lliat  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
'*  An  Act  to  alter  the  constitution  of  the 
Ashton-under-Lyne,  Stalybridge,  and 
Dukinfield  (District)  Waterworks  Joint 
Conmiittee,  and  to  make  the  Audenshaw 
Urban  District  Council  a  combining 
authority ;  and  to  make  further  and 
better  provision  with  regard  to  the  im- 
provement, health,  local  government, 
and  finance  of  the  urban  district  of 
Audenshaw ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
[Audenshaw  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[Lords], 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
empower  the  Corporation  of  Merthyr 
Tydfil  to  construct  street  works  and  to 
provide  recreation  grounds;  and  to 
make  further  and  better  providon  wxtii 
regard  to  the  health,  improvement,  and 
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good  govemment  of  the  borough ;  and 
for  other  purposes."  [Merthyr  Tydfil 
Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled  "An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Llanelly  Gaslight  Company 
to  raise  additional  capital ;  and  for  other 
purposes."    [Llanelly  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
confer  further  powers  upon  the  Taff 
Vale  Railway  Company  with  respect  to 
their  Penarth  Harbour  and  Dock  imder- 
taking ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Taff 
Vale  Railway  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
empower  the  Fishguard  and  Rosslare 
Railways  and  Harbours  Company  to 
construct  harbour  works  at  Fishguard 
in  substitution  for  certain  authorised 
harbour  works  and  railways  in  connection 
therewith ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
[Fishguard  and  Rosslare  Railways  and 
Harbours  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Urban  District  Council 
of  Skegness  to  purchase  the  undertaking 
of  the  Skegness  Water  Company ;  and 
to  make  further  and  better  provisions 
in  regard  to  the  health,  local  government, 
and  improvement  of  the  district ;  and 
for  other  purposes."  [Skegness  Urban 
District  Council  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  transfer  of  the  undertaking 
of  the  Ocean  Marine  Insurance  Company 
Limited,  to  the  North  British  and  Mer- 
cantile Insurance  Company  ;  to  increase 
the  capital  of,  and  to  amend  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  latter  Company  ;  and  for 
other  purposes."  [North  British  and 
Mercantile  Insurance  Company  Bill 
[Lords]. 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act 
to  confer  further  powers  upon  the 
Pontypridd  Waterworks  Company  ;  and 
for  other  purposes."  [Pontypridd  Water 
Bill  [Lords]. 

Audenshaw  Urban  District  Council 
Bill  [Lords];  Merthyr  Tydfil  Corpora- 
tion Bill  [Lords];  Llanelly  Gas  Bill 
[Lords]  ;  Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Fishguard  and  Rosslare  Railways  and 
Harbours  Bill  [Lords] ;  Skegness  Urban 
District  Council  Bill  [Lords] ;  North 
British  and  Mercantile  Insurance  Com- 

ny  Bill  [Lords] ;  Pontypridd  Water 
>iU  [Lords]. — Read  the  first  time  ;    and 


referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Glamor- 
gan ;  and  Wednesbury ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LICENSED    PREMISES    (EXCLUSION    OF 
CHILDREN). 

Petitions  for  legislation  :  From  Lon- 
don ;  and  Stainclifie ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Bath  ;  Brad- 
ford (three) ;  Chard,  Yeovil  and  other 
places  ;  Coate  ;  Devizes  ;  Elsecar  ; 
Essex  ;  Hoyland  (two) ;  Newhill ; 
Tilshead  ;  Tonbridge  ;  Wath-on-Deame 
(four) ;  West  Lavington  ;  West  Melton 
(nine) ;  Wickwar  ;  and  Winchester ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Aberdare  ; 
Aberdeen  ;  Ashton  under  Lyne  ;  As- 
patria  ;  Bodmin  ;  Bolton  ;  Brighouse  ; 
Carlisle ;  Dudley ;  Dimdee ;  Eccles 
(two) ;  Elstree  ;  Glamorgan  ;  Gosforth 
on  Tyne  ;  Great  Yarmouth  ;  Halifax 
(four) ;  Hampstead ;  Ilford ;  Badder- 
minster  ;  Lachford  ;  Lewannick  ; 
Merthyr    Tydfil    (four);  Middleton  ; 

Mountcorrel ;   Nottingham  ;    Oakenshaw 
(two) ;        Padiham ;        Paisley    (two) 
Palmer's   Ville ;      Patricroft         (four) 
Pendleton;       Pontjrpool    ;       Radclifie 
Royton  ;    Scotswood  ;    Seaton    Bum 
Sheffield  ;     Shrewsbury  ;     Southport 
South  Wigston  ;     Sowerby  ;     Truro 
Wallsend   ;      Wednesbury;      Willom 
Willington  Quay  ;    and  Winton  ;   to   lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR    TRAFFIC    (LOCAL    OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Eaglesfield,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MORAY    FIRTH    (ILLEGAL   TRAWLING). 
Petition  from  Cromarty,  for  preven- 
tion ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
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PUBLIC  TRUSTEE. 
Petition  from  London  and  other  places, 
for  inquiry  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE   OF   INTOXICATING     LIQUORS    ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :    From  Daventry  ; 
and  Worksop  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


,  TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL   SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
3965  and  3966  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND). 
Copy  presented,  of  Fiftieth  Annual 
Report  of  His  Majesty's  Inspector  of 
Constabulary  for  Scotland  for  the  year 
ended  3Ist  December,  1907  [by  Com- 
mand] ;     to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CROFTERS' HOLDINGS   (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 

Copy    presented,    of    Report    of    the 

Crofters'  Commission  for  the  year  1907 

[by  Command]  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Post  Office  Telephones. 
Mr.  HUDSON  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General,  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  make  any  statement  as 
to  the  future  policy  of  the  Post  Office  ' 
on  the  subject  of  telephone  rates,  and 
especially  in  regard  to  the  financial  basis 
on  which  he  proposes  that  the  Post  Office 
telephone  system  should  be  conducted. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton).  I 
am  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
stating  my  views  on  the  question  of  the 
future  policy  of  the  Post  Office  in  regard 
to  telephone  rates.  I  consider  that  the 
Post  Office  telephone  system  should  be 
conducted  on  a  sound  business  basis, 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  revenue  should  be 
sufficient  to  provide  for  current  expendi- 
ture of  all  kinds,  for  the  maintenance 
and  adequate  renewal  of  plant,  and  for 
interest  at  3  per  cent,  on  capital  ex- 


penditure, together  with  a  moderate 
but  not  excessive  margin  of  profit.  In 
order  to  ascertain  whether  the  rates  are 
fixed  at  a  level  sufficient  to  satisfy  these 
conditions,  and  to  put  the  telephone 
service  on  a  business  footing,  it  is  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  a  clear  separa- 
tion between  the  revenue  and  expendi- 
ture of  the  telephone  service  and  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  other 
branches  of  the  Post  Office,  especially  the 
telegraphs.  It  is  in  this  way  alone  that 
the  telephone  system  can  be  made  to 
stand  on  its  own  basis,  unaffected  by 
the  profit  and  loss  made  on  other  Post 
Office  services.  The  various  branches 
of  Post  Office  work  are,  in  practice,  fre- 
quently conducted  in  the  same  building, 
sometimes  by  means  of  the  same  plant 
and  under  the  supervision  of  the  same 
persons.  The  separation  of  the  cost  is 
consequently  a  matter  of  some  difficulty. 
Last  autumn,  therefore,  I  appointed  an 
expert  committee,  including  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Institute  of  Chartered  Ac- 
countants, to  investigate  this  question 
and  to  advise  me  as  to  the  best  method 
to  be  adopted  for  separating  the  accounts. 
The  committee  has  not  yet  finished  its 
work ;  but,  as  a  first  result  of  their  in- 
vestigation, the  Estimates  for  1908-9 
have  been  presented  to  the  House  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  separate  the  ex- 
penditure on  telegraphs  and  telephones, 
and  the  telephone  revenue  will  be  shown 
separately.  The  new  telephone  rates 
must  to  some  extent  be  regarded  as  ex- 
perimental. Longer  experience  is  ren- 
quired  before  it  is  possible  to  say  what 
may  be  the  permanent  cost  of  operating 
a  fully  developed  system,  or  to  ascertain 
with  any  accuracy  the  life  of  the  varying 
descriptions  of  telephone  plant,  having 
regard  especially  to  probabilities  of 
obsolescence,  and  the  consequent  neces- 
sity of  replacing  plant  before  it  is  worn 
out.  Moreover,  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Post  Office  service  is  con- 
ducted will  be  considerably  modified 
when  the  system  of  the  National  Tele- 
phone Company  is  taken  over  by  the 
Post  Office  at  the  beginning  of  1912. 
Although  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to 
pledge  my  successors,  I  should  anticipate 
that  the  principles  which  I  have  stated 
above  as  those  which  should  determine 
the  rates  will  be  accepted  by  them,  and 
the  rates  will  doubtless  be  from  time  to 
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time  modified  in  accordance  with  those 
principles. 

Pay  of  Portsmouth  Postmen. 
Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth) :    To 
ask   the   Postmaster-General  if  he   will 
state  on  what  grounds  he  has  based  the 
wages  of  the  postmen  at  Portsmouth 
at  a  maximum  of  278.  per  week  as  against 
26s.    paid    hitherto ;     whether    similar 
local  conditions  exist  at  Portsmouth  as 
at  Pymouth  and  Devonport,  where  the 
maximum  is  to  be  30s.  per  week  against  j 
26s.  paid  hitherto  ;  whether  he  took  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  Portsmouth 
has  a  much  larger  population  and  deals 
with  a  greater  amoimt  of  local  corres-  | 
pondence,  and  that,  by.  the  latest  Board 
of    Trade    Returns,    Portsmouth   shows  I 
a  higher  cost  of  living  than  such  towns  as 
Cardiff,     Nottingham,     Sheffield,     Man-  I 
Chester,  Liverpool,  Leeds,  Hull,  Birming- 
ham, or  Bristol,  all  of  which  are  on  the 
30s.    scale ;     and    whether,    under    the 
circumstances  mentioned,  he  can  see  his 
way  clear  to  reconsider  his  decision  in 
regard  to  Portsmouth. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton — 


Portsmouth 

Population, 

1901. 
-  189,122 

Plymouth     - 
Devonport   - 

-  105,404 

-  78,059 

183,463 

The  classification  of  Portsmouth  was 
based  on  the  volume  of  work  plus  the  cost 
of  living,  as  recommended  by  the  Select 
Committee  (parargraph  258).  The  units 
of  work  at  Portsmouth  number  about 
1,250  and  place  it,  on  work  alone,  in 
Class  II.,  the  range  of  which  is  from  800 
to  1,70(^  units.  The  index  number 
of  the  cost  of  living,  as  ascertained  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  is  105,  which  in- 
dicates that  the  cost  of  living  at  Ports- 
mouth is  not  much  above  the  normal, 
and  the  excess  is  not  sufficient  to  justify 
the  town  being  placed  in  Class  I.  on  this 
account.  The  omits  of  work  at  Ply- 
mouth and  Devonport  amount  to  1,540, 
and  the  cost  of  living  is  exceptionally 
high,  index  number  112. 
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Employment  of  a  Girl  on  Postal  Duties  at 
Seaton  Delaval. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  Seaton 
Delaval,  Northumberland,  a  girl  named 
Annie  James,  under  sixteen  years  of  age, 
is  performing  postmen's  duties  ;  that  the 
wages  she  is  receiving  are  5s.  a  week, 
for  which  in  addition  she  has  to  perform 
household  duties  for  the  sub-postmistress  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  another  woman 
in  the  same  office  signs  for  the  money 
allowed  by  the  Post  Office,  which  is  much 
in  excess  of  this  sum ;  and  whether  he 
will  inquire  into  the  matter  with  a  view 

I  to  getting  the  work  performed  by  a 
regularly  appointed  servant  of  the  Post 

I  Office. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  I 

I  find,  on  inquiry,  that  the  girl  named 
Annie  James  is  performing  a  short  after- 
noon delivery  at  the  Seaton  Delaval 
Sub-Post  Office.  She  will  be  sixteen 
years  of  age  next  month.  There  is  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  services  of 
men  or  of  boys  over  sixteen  at  Seaton 
Delaval.  Annie  James  is  paid  4s.  a 
week  for  the  delivery  duty.  She  is 
also  a  domestic  servant  of  the  sub- 
postmistress,  who  pays  her  5s.  a  week 
as  wages  for  her  domestic  services. 

Pay  of  Telegraphists  at  Lurgan. 
Mr.  MOORE  (Armagh,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  it  has 
been  decided  that  the  Lurgan  Post  Office 
is  to  be  placed  in  Class  5,  according  to 
the  Hobhouse  classification ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  as  a  consequence  Lurgan 
telegraphists  will  receive  as  a  maximum 
40s.  per  week,  whilst  the  Belfast 
will  receive  568.  per  week ;  whether  he 
has  any  figures  in  his  possession  warrant- 
ing a  difference  of  16s.  per  week  in  the 
pay  of  men  of  the  same  grade,  owing  to 
the  cost  of  living ;  and  whether  he  will 
reconsider  his  decision. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
Lurgan  was  in  Class  7  of  the  old  classi- 
fication for  sorting  clerks  and  telegra- 
phists and,  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  in 
Paragraph  259,  it  has  been  placed  in 
the  new  Class  5,  thus  raising  the  maxi- 
mum for  the  male  telegraphists  by  2s. 
and  of  the  female  telegraphists  Is. 
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Suggested  Bevenue  Stamp  on  Railway 
Free  Passee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if, 
with  a  view  to  measuring  the  extent  to 
which  the  free-pass  system  prevails  on 
railways  and  steamers  in  the  three 
Kingdoms,  and  the  comparative  extent 
of  the  custom,  as  well  as  to  provide 
revenue,  he  would  consider  the  expe- 
diency of  requiring  ^  penny  embossed 
stamp  to  be  used  on  all  such  permits 
with  a  right  to  refund  when  the  pass  was 
granted  solely  on  company's  business. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Asquith.)  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  adoption 
of  the  suggestion  would  be  productive  as 
a  source  of  revenue,  and,  as  at  present 
advised,  I  do  not  think  that  the  statistical 
object  which  the  hon.  Member  has  in 
view,  even  if  it  could  be  obtained  by  that 
means,  would  justify  the  imposition  of 
a  stamp  duty. 

Management  of  Farms  of  J.  Farrell  and  J. 
Heslen  on  the  King-Harman  Estate. 

Mr.  J.  PHILLIPS  (Longford,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  in  what 
manner  the  farms  of  J.  Farrell  and  J. 
Heslan,  evicted  tenants  on  the  King- 
Harman  estate,  which  is  in  Chancery, 
in  the  townland  of  Lisnagh,  in  the  County 
of  Longford,  were  managed  during  the 
past  year,  and  what  profit  was  made  on 
them ;  and  when  the  evicted  tenants 
are  likely  to  be  restored. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birr  ell. )  The  estate 
in  question  is  under  the  control  of  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court. 
I  am  informed  that  during  the  past  year 
the  farms  of  the  two  evicted  tenants 
named  were  let  by  the  receiver  for  grazing 
at  £10  per  annum.  It  is  imderstood 
that  these  two  evicted  tenants  are  to  be 
restored  to  their  holdings  upon  the  sale  of 
the  estate  generally.  It  is  not  intended 
to  deal  with  the  property  piecemeal. 

Sale  of  Farms  on  the  Oarmichael  O'Ferrall 
and  Belton  Estates* 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
proposal  has  yet  been  made  to  the  Estates 
Conmiissioners  for  the  sale  to  the  tenants 


of  Corclara  their  farms  on  the  Carmichad 
O'Ferrall  or  Belton  estate  there. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  are  unable  to 
trace  any  proceedings  as  having  been 
instituted  before  them  in  respect  of  the 
sale  of  the  estate  mentioned  in  the 
Question. 

Post  Office  Accommodation  at  NenaglL 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-CJeneral  whether  he 
is  aware  that  several  petitions  have  been 
forwarded  from  the  inhabitants  of 
Nenagh  complaining  of  the  inadequate 
accommodation  in  the  Post  Office  of  that 
town ;  whether  the  replies  to  these 
complaints  have  invariably  admitted 
the  justice  of  the  complaints  without 
proposing  to  take  any  steps  to  remedy 
the  evil ;  and  whether  he  will  now  take 
action  to  provide  a  Post  Office  sidtable 
for  the  business  of  the  town  and  district 
and  safe  for  the  health  of  the  Post  Office 
employees. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Btuctan.)  I 
am  aware  that  several  petitions  have 
been  received  from  Nenagh,  and  I  have 
given  them  full  consideration.  I  have 
now  again  considered  the  matter,  and  I 
am  answering  the  latest  memoiial 
through  the  hon.   Member. 

Tuberculosis  amonfl»t  Irish  Elementaiy 
School  Ohildren. 

Mr.  J.  DEVLIN  (Belfast,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  prevalence  of 
tuberculosis  amongst  children  attending 
the  elementary  schools  in  Ireland; 
whether  he  has  any  figures  or  reports 
bearing  upon  the  subject ;  and  whether 
he  would  consider  the  advisabiUly  of 
ordering  an  inquiry  into  this  matter, 
with  a  view  to  taking  some  'effective 
means  of  mitigating  the  consequences  of 
the  disease  amongst  these  children. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  My  atten* 
tion  has  not  been  specially  called  to  the 
prevalence  of  tuberculosis  amongst  school 
children  in  Ireland,  but  I  am,  of  comse, 
aware  of  the  regrettable  prevalence  of 
the  disease  in  the  country  generally,  and 
am  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  dosling 
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with  the  subject.  The  Commissioners 
•of  National  Education  have  no  statistics 
as  to  the  number  of  children  affected 
with  tuberculosis.  They  inform  me  that 
they  have  taken  what  steps  they  may  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  tuberculosis  by 
the  exhibition  of  notices  in  the  school- 
rooms calling  attention  to  the  danger 
of  the  disease.  The  Tuberculosis  Pre- 
vention (Ireland)  Bill,  which  is  in  course 
of  preparation,  will  provide  for  the  com- 
pulsory notification  of  the  disease  and 
will  contain  other  provisions  for  dealing 
with  the  evil.  In  view  of  the  proposed 
legislation  a  special  inquiry  into  the  case 
of  the  school  children  does  not  seem  to 
be  necessary. 

Application  for  Ghrant  to  Mary  Anne 
M'Oarron. 

Mr.  LAKDNER  (Monaghan,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  an  application 
for  a  free  grant  has  been  received  by 
the  Estates  Commissioners  from  Mary 
Anne  M'Carron,  an  evicted  tenant  on 
the  Mo n tray  estate,  County  Monaghan ; 
and,  if  so,  has  an  inspector  been  sent  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  her  case. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Es- 
tates Commissioners  have  received  the 
application  referred  to  and  will  consider 
it  in  due  course. 

Beinstatement  of  Evicted  Tenants, 
County  Monaghan. 

Mr.  LARDNER  :  To  ask  the  Chiei 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  number  of 
evicted  holdings  in  County  Monaghan 
to  which  the  compulsory  powers  contained 
in  the  Evicted  Tenants  Act,  1907,  apply  ; 
and  in  how  many  cases  do  the  Estates 
Commissioners  expect  to  effect  reinstate- 
ment of  the  former  tenants  by  the  exer- 
cise of  these  powers,  and  when  do  they 
propose  to  put  them  in  force. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birr  ell.)  I  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  my  Answer  to  a 
similar  Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  on  23rd  March. 

Beinstatement  of  Mrs.  Margaret  Clarke, 
Possextown. 

Mr.  PATRICK  WHITE  (Meath,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  appli- 
cation of  Miss  Margaret  Clarke,  Possex- 
town,  Nobber,  County  Meath,  to  be 
reinstated  in  her  former  holding  has 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners, and  with  what  result. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  have  received 
the  application  referred  to,  but  the 
holding  to  which  it  refers  is  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  a  tenant.  The  Commissioners 
are  unable  to  say  when  they  may  be  able 
to  deal  with  the  application,  as  the  case 
does  not  come  within  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Act,  and  no  proceedings  for  the  sale  of 
the  estate  on  which  the  holding  is  situate 
have  been  instituted  before  them. 

Fishguard  Boute  for  American  Mails. 

Mr.  OWEN  PHILIPPS  (Pembroke 
and  Haverfordwest) :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General what  would  be  the  esti- 
mated saving  in  time  in  the  transit  of 
the  mails  between  London  and  New 
York  if  the  new  Fishguard  Harbour  were 
*  used  for  the  despatch  and  receipt  of  the 
American  mails  in  lieu  of  Holyhead. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  I 
assume  that  the  hon.  Member  refers  to 
the  possibility  of  forwarding  American 
mails  landed  at  Queenstown  via  Rosslare 
p.nd  Fishguard  instead  of  via  Holyhead. 
If  the  route  suggested  were  adopted  there 
might  be  some  acceleration  of  the  inward 
mails  for  London  and  the  South  although, 
owing  to  the  varying  conditions,  the  ex- 
tent of  the  acceleration  cannot  be  stated  ; 
but  mails  for  Scotland  and  the  Northern 
and  Midland  counties  of  England  would 
be  delayed.  There  would  at  present 
be  no  advantage  in  forwarding  the  out- 
ward mails  via  Fishguard. 

Post  Office  Leamers—Qualiflcations. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster- General  whether  the  learners 
in  the  Post  Office  who  competed  at  the 
examination  held  in  July  last  will  be 
regarded  as  primarily  qualified  when 
they  attain  the  acquirements  then  in 
force  for  primary  qualification  and  in 
Force  at  the  time  the  successful  candidates 
were  taken  into  the  public  service  as 
learners,  or  will  they  not  be  registered 
as  primarily  qualified  until  they  reach 
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the    more    extended    qualifications    laid 
down  in  the  circular  issued  in  February 
'  last. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  hon.  Member  must  have  been  mis- 
informed. There  has  been  no  change 
in  the  prescribed  qualifications  for  learners 
since  the  early  part  of  1906. 

Licensinfi:  Compensation— Local 
Borrowings. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  (Yorkshire,  W.R,. 
Elland)  :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  how  many 
districts  the  licensing  authorities  have 
resorted  to  borrowing  in  order  to 
accelerate  the  reduction  of  licences  under 
the  Act  of  1904  ;  and  what  amounts 
have  been  borrowed. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Gladstone,) 
I  beg  leave  to  answer  this  Question.  If 
the  Question  relates  to  the  borrowing 
by  compensation  authorities  on  the 
security  of  the  compensation  funds 
under  the  Licensing  Act,  1904,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  would 
refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  printed  answer 
in  which  I  gave  on  26th  February  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kidderminster  full, 
details  of  the  loans  which  had  then  been 
sanctioned  under  the  Act  of  1904.  I 
have  only  to  add  that  since  that  date  one 
other  loan  has  been  sanctioned,  viz.,  to 
the  compensation  authority  for  the 
county  of  Hertford,  to  the  amount  of 
£2,000,  which  is  to  be  repaid  out  of  the 
compensation  levy  imposed  in  the  present 
year. 

Protection  of  Lish  Industries. 
Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.)  :  To 
ab*v  ihe  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  London 
magistrate  imposed  a  heavy  fine  on  a 
French  firm  convicted  of  selling  a  foreign 
article  for  Irish  lace  ;  if  it  was  the  Irish 
Industrial  Development  Association  that 
instituted  proceedings  ;  and  will  he  say  if 
the  Board  of  Trade  can  do  anything  in 
matters  of  this  kind  for  the  protection 
of  Irish  industries. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  The 
reply  to  the  first  two  Questions  asked 
by  my  hon.  friend  is  in  the  affirmative. 
Under  the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts  the 


Board  of  Trade  have  power  to  undertake 
the  prosecution  of  offences  against  those 
Acts  in  cases  appearing  to  them  to  a£Eect 
the  general  interests  of  the  country  or  of 
a  section  of  the  community  or  of  a  trade, 
and  they  are  always  prepared  to  con- 
sider, with  a  view  to  prosecution,  if  the 
circumstances  should  warrant  it,  any 
cases  submitted  to  them  in  accordance- 
with  the  prescribed  regulations. 

Commercial  Travellers  and  The  Bank- 
ruptcy Acts. 

Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  disability 
under  the  present  Bankruptcy  Acts  of 
commercial  travellers  who  are  paid  by 
commission  and  who,  in  the  event  of 
the  bankruptcy  of  the  firm  employing 
them,  are  entitled  to  rank  as  ordinary 
creditors  only  and  to  receive  for  any 
moneys  which  may  be  due  to  them  such 
dividend  as  the  estate  may  realise,  as 
against  the  commercial  traveller  who  is 
paid  a  salary  and  ranks  as  a  preferential 
creditor  in  the  event  of  the  bankruptcy 
of  his  firm  ;  and  whether  he  will,  in  any 
future  alteration  of  the  Bankruptcy^ 
Law,  provide  that  all  commercial 
travellers,  whether  paid  by  commission  or 
by  salary,  shall  rank  as  preferential 
creditors. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  As 
I  informed  my  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Christchurch,  in  answer  to  a  similar 
Question  addressed  to  me  on  24th  of 
last  month,  I  am  advised  that  it  is 
doubtful  whether  the  suggessed  dis- 
ability exists  under  the  present  law 
as  judicially  interpreted.  I  will,  how- 
ever, carefully  consider  whether  any 
amendment  of  the  law  in  this  matter 
is  necessary  in  the  event  of  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Acts. 

Foul  Brood  amongst  Bees. 
Mr.  LARDNEL  :  To  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture (Ireland)  when  he  proposes  to 
introduce  his  Bill  to  enable  local  authori- 
ties in  Ireland  to  deal  compulsorily  with 
cases  of  foul  brood  among  bees. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU.} 
The  Bill  in  in  course  of  preparation. J  _ 
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Suggested  Eeconsideratioii  of  Sentence 
on  Stoker  Moody. 

Sib  SEYMOUR  KING  (HuU,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  time  has  arrived  when  the 
sentence  passed  on  Stoker  Moody  might 
be  again  reconsidered,  and  a  further 
remission  of  sentence  granted. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
The  Amiralty  have  decided  that  the 
<'ase  shall  be  brought  up  for  review  before 
Moody  has  completed  two  years  of  his 
sentence. 

Flogging  in  Prisons. 
Mr.  PATRICK  WHITE:  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  when  a  convict 
is  sentenced  to  be  flogged,  more  than 
one  warder  has  ever  been  employed  to 
administer  the  flogging. 

{ Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
As  a  rule  only  one  warder  is  employed, 
but  in  a  recent  case,  where  four  convicts 
had  to  be  punished,  two  warders  were 
•employed. 

Board  of  Agriculture  Offices. 
Mr.  lane-fox  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash)  :  To  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  what  premises  are 
at  present  occupied  by  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  and  what  are  the  rents 
which  are  being  paid  for  them. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Harcourt.)  I  beg 
leave  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
full  Answer  which  I  gave  to  a  similar 
^Juestion  (non-oral)  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Rye  Division  on  the  24th  ultimo. 

Imperial  Contribution  to  Upkeep  of 
Highways. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  :  To  ask  Mr.  Chan- 
<*ellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in 
view  of  the  increase  of  steam  and  motor 
traffic  on  the  roads,  and  the  difficulty 
of  district  councils  to  bear  the  increasing 
burden,  he  will  consider  the  question 
of  making  some  contribution  towards 
the  upkeep  of  the  roads. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  I  do  not 
think  that  this  question  can  properly 
be  dealt  yith  except  in  connection  with 


the  relations  between  the  Exchequer 
and  local  taxation  generally,  which, 
as  the  hon.  Member  is  probably  aware, 
are  receiving  the  careful  consideration 
of  the  Grovemment. 

Protecting  Oertificate  for  Private  OoUumb, 
late  of  Boyal  Fusiliers. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  Private  Collumb, 
late  No.  7275,  of  the  Royal  Fusiliers, 
is  now, in  hospital  in  New  York,  United 
States  of  America,  suffering  from  a 
dangerous  illness,  and  now  desires  to 
return  to  Ireland,  the  War  Office  will 
grant  him  a  protecting  certificate  to 
cover  a  charge  of  desertion  which  still 
is  against  him,  and  thus  enable  him  to 
return  immediately  before  his  state  of 
health  will  prevent  him  from  travelling. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
On  20th  January  a  letter  was  received 
from  this  man's  father  stating  that 
his  son  was  in  hospital  in  New  York 
permanently  disabled  with  spinal  curva- 
ture and  asking  for  a  protecting  certificate, 
the  man  being  a  deserter  from  the  Royal 
Fusiliers  since  July,  1902.  He  was 
informed  on  28th  January  that  on 
receipt  of  a  duly  certified  statement 
from  the  hospital  authorities  the  issue 
of  a  protective  certificate  would  be 
considered.  No  further  communication 
from  the  father  has  reached  the  War 
Office. 

Yeomen  re-enlisting  in  the  Territorial 
Army. 

Colonel  IVOR  PHILIPPS  (South- 
ampton) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  Yeomen  whose  present 
engagements  expire  after  31st  March, 
1908,  and  before  the  completion  of  this 
year's  camp-training  of  their  unit,  may 
enlist  in  the  new  force  for  one  year  ; 
if  not,  what  is  the  shortest  period  for 
which  such  men  may  re-engage  or  enlist ; 
if  such  men  re -enlist  in  the  new  force 
will  they  be  allowed  to  draw  the  old 
Yeomanry  rate  of  pay  for  the  1908 
training ;  and  may  the  attestation  of 
Yeomen  serving  in  the  old  force  and 
desirous  of  enlisting  in  the  new  force 
be  postponed  until  the  commencement 
of  the  annual  training  of  their  imit  in 
order   to    give   commanding   officers   an 
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opportunity  of  explaining  the  new  condi- 
tions of  service  to  their  men. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
Yeomen  whose  engagements  were  due 
to  expire  on  a  date  subsequent  to  31st 
March  may  enlist  in  the  Territorial  \ 
Force  to  complete  such  period,  but  if 
they  wish  to  continue  service  on  its 
completion  they  must  re-engage  for  the 
period  prescribed  by  their  County  Asso- 
ciation, which  will  not  be  less  than  one 
year  or  more  than  four  years,  and  must 
come  under  the  new  conditions  as  regards 
pay,  etc.  Any  man  whose  term  of  service 
was  due  to  expire  after  31st  March,  and 
before  the  1908  training,  who,  at  the  end 
of  the  1907  training  or  subsequently  be- 
fore 31st  March,  1908,  re-engaged  for  a 
further  year  in  accordance  with  Para- 
graph 66,  Yeomanry  Regulations,  will 
be  permitted  to  enlist  in  the  Territorial 
Force  to  complete  the  term  of  his  engage- 
ment still  to  run,  including  that  further 
year,  and  will  retain  the  old  rates  of 
pay  during  such  period.  Yeomen  en- 
rolled before  18th  August,  1901,  who 
have  not  since  come  under  The  Militia 
and  Yeomanry  Act,  1901,  may  be 
attested  for  one  year  as  from  31st  March, 
1908,  and  retain  their  existing  rate  of 
pay,  etc.,  for  that  period.  Attestation 
may  be  postponed  until  30th  June,  but 
no  man  will  be  trained  imtil  he  has  been 
attested.  Men  who  have  signified  their 
intention  of  attesting,  and  who  cannot 
conveniently  be  attested  before  training, 
may  be  brought  to  training  and  at  once 
attested.  They  will  draw  no  pay  until 
they  have  been  attested,  and  if  they 
do  not  attest  immediately  on  joining 
training  they  will  be  discharged.  Men 
whose  attestations  have  been  deferred 
until  after  the  date  of  expiration  of  their 
Imperial  Yeomanry  engagement  will, 
if  they  wish  to  join  the  Territorial  Force, 
be  obliged  to  re-enlist  for  the  full  period  i 
of  four  years.  i 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Volunteer  Drill  Halls. 
Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if,  in  taking  over  the  drill  halls  from  the 
Volunteers,  the  Public  Loan  Works 
Board  will  advance  the  money,  not 
only  to  redeem  the  shares,  but  to  pay 


the  interest  which  may  be,    or  is,  due 
upon  them. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington): 
No  drill  halls  will  be  taken  over  by  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners.  Pro- 
perty on  which  there  is  a  mortgage 
held  by  the  Commissioners  will  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Association  with 
the  mortgage.  If  any  property  on  which 
there  is  a  mortgage  held  by  persons 
other  than  the  Commissioners  is  trans- 
ferred to  the  Association  the  question  of 
transferring  the  mortgage  to  the  Commis- 
sioners will  be  considered  in  the  autmnn. 
In  the  case  of  any  property  transferred 
to  a  County  Association  subject  to 
mortgage,  the  interest  will  be  paid,  as 
it  becomes  due,  by  the  County  Associa- 
tion out  of  funds  provided  by  the  War 
Office. 

Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex, 
Horsham)  was  understood  to  ask  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
the  possibility  of  paying  off  all  the 
mortgages. 

Mr.  haldane  said  they  had 
just  paid  ofE  an  enormous  number  of 
mortgages. 

Mr.  fell  asked  whether  the  interest 
due  would  be  paid  as  well  as  the  mort- 
gages ? 

Mr.  haldane  said  that  if  there  had 
been  interest  in  arrear  they  had  paid 
it  off. 

Military  Manoeuvres  in  the  New  Forest 
Sir  ROBERT  HOBART  (Hampshire, 
New  Forest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  whether  he  has  received 
a  communication  from  the  Court  of 
Verderers  of  the  New  Forest  in  which 
they  state  that,  inasmuch  as  the  New 
Forest  cannot  lawfully  be  used  for 
military  camps  and  manoeuvres  except 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Military^ 
Manoeuvres  Act,  1897,  they  cannot  take 
any  steps  for  facilitating  military 
manoeuvres  except  under  that  Act ; 
and  what  course  he  proposes  to  take 
under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  War  Office 
received  a  communication  from  the 
Verderers  which  was  duly  forwarded 
to   the    Office   of   Woods  and   Forests* 
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It  is  understood  that  my  hon.  friend 
has  already  received  a  reply  from  that 
office  on  the  subject  pointing  out  that 
the  Verderers  are  entirely  mistaken  in 
their  contention. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  aware  that  the  Act  of  1897  expressly 
stated  that  no  manoeuvres  could  take 
place  in  the  New  Forest  without  the 
Verderers  being  consulted  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  As  I  have  already 
explained,  we  are  not  conducting  the 
manoeuvres  under  the  Manoeuvres  Act, 
but  by  arrangement  with  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  Forests. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  asked  whether,  if  the 
manoeuvres  were  not  conducted  under 
this  Act,  the  only  remedy  for  any  poor 
commoner  whose  property  was  damaged 
would  be  long  and  expensive  litigation 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whereas 
under  the  Act,  compensation  could  be 
received  easily. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  wrong.  We  conducted  extensive 
manoeuvres  last  summer  in  Scotland 
quite  apart  from  the  Manoeuvres  Act, 
and  most  friendly  relations  obtained 
between  the  War  Office  and  everybody 
else.  We  paid  everybody  their  claims, 
and,  in  addition,  we  took  the  stores 
we  wanted  from  the  local  people,  so 
that  it  was  far  more  popular  than  any 
arbitrary  manoeuvres. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  clauses 
were  expressly  put  in  the  Act  of  1897  in 
order  that  any  manoeuvres  in  the  New 


Forest  might  be  carried  out  in  accordance 
therewith. 

Mr.  HALDANEl  said  that  if  they  were 
putting  compulsory  powers  in  operation, 
no  doubt  that  was  so  ;  but  if  they  were 
acting  on  a  friendly  agreement  with  the 
people  concerned  they  did  not  need  to 
take  that  course. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  come  to  a  friendly 
agreement  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  New  Forest. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said  he  had  the 
greatest  regard  for  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  the  New  Forest,  but  he 
was  not  the  whole  of  the  public. 

Earl  WINTERTON  :  No,  but  he  is 
the  official  Verderer  of  the  New  Forest. 

Irish  Militia  BattaUons. 
Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
recruits  who  have  joined  the  Special 
Reserves  or  extra  Special  Reserves  regi- 
ments between  16th  January,  1908,  and 
31st  March,  1908,  with  the  corresponding 
Return  for  the  same  period  of  Militia 
recruits  for  the  year  1907 ;  and  would 
he  further  give  a  detailed  statement  in 
regard  to  the  above  for  the  Militia 
battalions  of  the  Royal  Inniskilling 
Fusiliers,  the  Royal  Irish  Rifles,  and  the 
Royal  Irish  Fusiliers. 

*Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  figures  avail- 
able are  for  the  period  16th  January, 
1908,  to  28th  March,  1908,  for  the  Special 
Reserve,  and  14th  January,  1907,  to 
30th  March,  1907,  for  the  Militia.  The 
figures  are  as  follows — 


MiUtia. 

Special  Reserve. 

Drill  on 
Enlistment. 

Preliminary 
Drill. 

Drill  on 
Enlistment. 

Total  numbers  -        -        -        - 

5,599 

2,418 

5,354 

Royal  Inniskilling  Fusiliers 

25 

41 

27 

Royal  Irish  Rifles      - 

117 

182 

107 

Royal  Irish  Fusiliers 

32 

11 

28 
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Captain  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  it  is 
intended  to  take  away  recruits  of  the 
3rd  Battalion  Royal  Irish  Rifles  from 
Newtownards,  County  Down,  and  of 
the  5th  Battalion  of  the  same  regiment 
from  Downpatrick,  for  six  months  annual 
drill  at  the  depot  in  Belfast ;  whether  he 
is  aware  of  the  great  difficulties  which 
will  be  added  to  obtaining  suitable 
country  recruits  if  these  two  important 
centres  are  done  away  with ;  whether 
he  has  received  any  memorial  from  the 
local  inhabitants  of  Downpatrick  and 
Newtownards  bearing  on  the  loss  which 
would  consequently  fall  on  the  trades- 
people in  the  two  towns;  whether  he 
can  say  if  the  advice  of  the  commanding 
officers  of  these  two  regiments  was  asked 
for  by  the  War  Office  authorities  as  to 
the  proposed  change  ;  and  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  advice  they  gave. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  It  is  intended  that 
the  recruits  of  these  two  battalions  shall 
drill  on  enlistment  at  the  depot  in  Belfast, 
so  far  as  accommodation  permits.  This 
change  has  been  made  in  consequence  of 
the  general  scheme  of  re-organisation  and 
experience  alone  can  shew  what  effect 
such  change  can  have  on  recruiting. 
The  general  scheme  was  not  referred  to 
these  commanding  officers  for  their 
advice.  No  memorials  on  this  subject 
from  the  towns  mentioned  appear  to 
have  reached  the  War  Office. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  particularly  suitable  ac- 
commodation for  camping  grounds  and 
rifle  ranges  exists  round  Newtownards 
and  Downpatrick,  and  that  it  will  be  very 
difficult  to  obtain  land  near  Belfast  for 
the  purpose  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE:  What  the  hon. 
Member  says  will  be  quite  true  of  the 
annual  training  of  the  Reserve  forces, 
but  what  I  am  speaking  of  is  the  pre- 
liminary recruit  training  of  six  months 
which  will  take  place  in  winter,  when 
the  men  do  not  camp  out. 

Captain  CRAIG :  May  I  ask  whether 
those  two  ancient  regiments,  the  3rd 
Royal  Irish  Rifles  and  the  5th  Royal 
Irish    Rifles      ave    been    taken    away 


from  their  home  depots  witliout  tiic 
commanding  officers  being  in  any  wy 
consulted^in  so  important  a  matter  1 

Mr.  HALDANE:  They  have  been 
taken  away  in  pursuance  of  a  general 
scheme  which  was  bound  to  involve  a 
good  many  changes  in  accordance  with 
the  changed  nature  of  the  training. 

Captain  CRAIG  :  Then  these  regiments 
are  to  be  severed  from  all  county  assocna- 
tion  with  Down  ? 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  before  he  conies  to  a 
final  decision  consult  the  commanding 
officers  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  It  is  decided. 

Captain  CRAIG:  This  is  a  very 
important  point  for  the  whole  County  of 
Down,  and  it  is  only  just  known  to  a 
number  of  officers.  May  I  ask  whether 
it  is  too  late  to  reconsider  this  matter  ? 
If  the  local  inhabitants  in  Newtownards 
and  Downpatrick  present  a  memorial 
to  the  War  Office  will  it  be  considered  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE :  We  have  gone  very 
carefully  into  the  matter,  but  there  will 
be  ample  time  to  consider  all  these  things 
as  experience  goes  on.  General  Sir 
Neville  Lyttelton,  who,  as  Chief  of  the 
General  Staff,  advised  us  on  these  matters, 
succeeds  to  the  chief  command  in  Ireland 
to-morrow,  and  will  take  up  his  duties  in 
a  few  days,  and  no  one  is  more  capable 
of  forming  an  opinion  on  the  practical 
necessities  of  the  matter. 

Militia  Battalion  Colours. 
Lord  J.  JOICEY-CECIL  (Lincoln- 
shire, Stamford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  can 
see  his  way  to  authorising  the  payment 
of  the  same  allowances  for  railway 
travelling,  etc.,  to  the  officers  of  a  dis- 
banded battalion  of  Militia,  who  attended 
the  parade  for  handing  over  the  colours 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  as  they  would 
have  received  on  joining  their  battalion 
for  annual  training  and  dismissal  from 
training. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :   The  same  regulated 
expenses  within  the  county  as  are  granted 
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to  the  escort  for  the  colours  of  a  Regular 
unit  under  Paragraph  1769  of  the  King's 
Regulations  will  be  allowed  for  a  similar 
escort  for  handing  over  the  colours  of  a 
disbanded  Militia  unit. 

Portof  Spain  Pablic Auctions. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  he  is  yet  in  a  position 
to  give  the  Report  of  the  Governor  of 
Trinidad  in  regard  to  the  selling  by 
public  auction  of  properties,  land,  etc., 
by  the  town  board  of  Port-of -Spain 
for  repairs  to  pipes,  etc.,  of  the  town 
properties. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
^TATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.) :  No, 
Sir  ;  there  has  not  yet  been  time  for 
such  a  Report  to  have  been  received  in 
response  to  the  Secretary  of  State's 
request. 

Trinidad  Immigration  Ordinance. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  can  state  the  terms  of  the 
amended  Immigration  Ordinance  re- 
<iently  passed  in  Trinidad  and  Tobago  ; 
whether  any  change  will  ensue  as  to  the 
wage  paid  to  the  free  labourer;  if  so, 
what  is  the  amount ;  whether  any  change 
is  made  as  to  the  wage  paid  to  the  in-. 
Ventured  immigrant ;  if  ^,  what  is  the 
amount ;  and  further,  as  to  whether  the 
Select  Committee  that  went  into  the 
matter  of  the  Immigration  Ordinance 
found  that  the  indentured  man  had  not 
been  getting  the  minimum  wage  agreed 
upon  as  a  general  rule. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  Ordinance 
in  question  provides  that,  in  the  compu- 
tation of  the  average  rate  of  wages  pay- 
able for  task  work  performed  by  in- 
dentured labourers,  there  shall  be  taken 
into  account  the  value  of  free  quarters 
for  and  medical  attendance  on  such 
labourers,  upon  such  scale  as  may  be 
fixed  by  the  Governor  in  Council.  The 
object  of  this  Ordinance  is  to  admit  of 
the  payment  of  increased  wages  to  the 
unindentured  labourers.  It  is  impossible 
to  state  at  present  what  the  increase 
will  amount  to,  but  it' is  estimated  that 
the  value  of  the  medical  attendance  and 


free  quarters  varies  from  11  to  18  cents 
a  day.  No  change  has  been  made  in  the 
minimum  money  wage  payable  to  the 
indentured  labourer.  The  Answer  to 
the  last  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  is  in  the  negative. 

Persian  Customs  Service. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
important  posts  in  the  Persian  customs 
service  are  held  at  present  by  Belgian 
subjects,  and  in  particular  are  the  chief 
Customs  officers  at  Bandar  Abbas  and 
at  other  Gulf  ports  Belgians ;  and  if  so, 
will  His  Majesty's  Grovernment  use  their 
influence  with  the  Persian  Grovemment 
to  induce  them  to  give  Englishmen  the 
preference  in  any  such  appointments 
or  reappointments  within  the  British 
sphere  of  influence  in  Persia. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury  ;  for  Sir  Edward  Grey)  :  The 
employees  of  the  Persian  Customs 
Service  are  Belgian  subjects.  His 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  propose 
to  make  any  suggestion  to  the  Persian 
Government  calculated  to  disturb  exist- 
ing arrangements  unnecessarily. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  has  any  official  information 
showing  that  the  Persian  Government 
contemplate  replacing  the  Belgians  now 
in  the  Persian  Customs  Service  by 
Germans ;  and  whether  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  sanction 
the  institution  of  officials  of  German 
nationality  in  the  ports  or  cities  within 
the  British  sphere  of  influence  in  Persia. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  No  such  infor- 
mation has  been  received.  My  right 
hon.  friend  is  informed  that  the  German 
Government  do  not  desire  any  change 
in  the  nationality  of  the  employees. 

Castle  Morton  School-house. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  the 
occasional  licence  granted  at  the  Upton- 
on-Sevem  Petty  Sessions  on  6th  February 
was  merely  an  extension  of  time  upon  the 
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premises  of  the  Feathers  Inn,  Castle 
Morton,  or  was  granted  to  the  licensee  of 
the  Feathers  Inn  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cants in  the  Church  of  England  school- 
house  at  Castle  Morton,  Worcestershire, 
during  a  Primrose  League  and  smoking 
concert  on  24th  February  ;  what  is  the 
population  of  this  village,  and  how 
many  licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxicants 
exist  there  ;  and  do  the  facts  of  the  case 
call  for  action  by  the  Home  Office,  and,  if 
80,  what. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Gladstone, 
Leeds,  W.) :  I  have  made  inquiries  into 
this  case  and  am  informed  that  the 
licence  in  question  authorised  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Acts  in  that  behalf  the 
licensee  of  the  "  Plume  of  Feathers " 
Inn  to  sell  intoxicating  liquor  at  the 
Castle  Morton  Schoolroom  between  7  and 
10  p.m.  on  24th  February.  The  popu- 
lation of  the  parish,  which,  I  understand, 
can  hardly  be  called  a  village  is  795, 
scattered  over  3,701  acres.  There  are 
five  licensed  premises  in  the  parish,  viz., 
the  "  Plume  of  Feathers  "  Inn  and  four 
beer-houses  small  and  set  wide  apart ; 
not  one  of  these  premises  has  accom- 
modation for  smoking  concerts  on 
similar  gatherings.  I  find  nothing  to  call 
for  any  action  on  my  part. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  :  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
facts  stated  in  a  Question  on  this  subject 
last  Monday  were  incorrectly  stated,  i.e., 
it  being  said  the  vicar  was  in  the 
chair,  whereas  he  was  not,  will  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  withdraw  the 
insinuation  which  was  then  made  by  a 
member  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  prepared 
to  answer  my  own  Questions,  but  I  cannot 
undertake  to  answer  for  colleagues. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.)  :  Is  it  in  order  in  one  Question  to 
make  reference  to  a  Question  previously 
asked  in  the  House  ?  I  always  understood 
it  was  out  of  order. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  If  tlie  hon.  Member 
says  it  is  out  of  order  I  have  no  doubt 
it  is. 


Mb.  SWIFT  MACNEILL:  I  accept 
the  compliment,  Sir. 

HillBborougli  MiU  FataUty. 

Mr.  H.  J.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  death  of 
Charles  Ernest  Gash,  aged  fifteen,  at 
Hillsborough,  through  being  crashed  in 
the  rolling  mills  of  Messrs.  Manoah  King 
and  Company ;  whether  the  firm  had 
been  warned  to  fence  the  machinery 
and  couplings  of  rolls  more  than  once, 
and  had  omitted  to  carry  out  the  in- 
structions of  the  inspector  ;  and  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  made 
inquiry  and  find  that  the  firm  had  been 
warned  by  the  inspector  to  fence  the 
couplings  in  their  factory.  It  would 
seem  that  they  had  provided  guards  in 
accordance  with  the  inspector's  instruc- 
tions but  had  failed,  in  the  case  of  the 
couplings  which  caused  the  accident, 
to  keep  the  guards  in  position.  The 
inspector  has  been  directed  to  take 
proceedings  against  the  firm  for  the 
breach  of  the  Act  involved. 

Convictions  for  Drunkenness  on  Ideensed 
Premises. 

Mr.  MYER  (Lambeth,  N.) :  I  b^  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
how  many  convictions  were  obtained 
in  England  and  Wales  for  allowing 
drunkenness  on  licensed  premises  during 
the  three  years  1905,  1906,  and  1907: 
and  how  many  licences  have  changed 
hands  where  such  convictions  have 
been  obtained. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  figures  asked 
for  in  the  first  part  of  the  Question  are 
given  on  page  7  of  the  Introduction  to  the 
Licensing  Statistics  for  1907,  under  the 
heading  "  Prosecutions  of  Licensed  Per- 
sons." The  number  of  convictions  in 
1905  was  935;  in  1906,  756;  and  in  1907, 
744.  As  regards  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have 
no  information. 

Pewiey  Level  Crossing  Fatalttj.  * 
Mr.    ROGERS    (Wiltshire,    Devizes): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
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of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  on  23rd  March  a 
child  returning  from  school  was  knocked 
down  and  killed  by  a  Great  Western  Rail- 
way express  on  a  level  crossing  at  Knowle, 
Pewsey ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
continuance  of  this  level  crossing  was 
strongly  condemned  at  the  coroners' 
inquest  by  the  coroner  and  the  jury, 
that  it  has  been  the  subject  of  repeated 
complaints  by  the  parish  council  of 
Pewsey  to  the  railway  company  for  the 
last  fourteen  years,  that  other  fatal 
accidents  have  occurred  at  the  same 
spot,  that  the  crossing  is  in  daily  use  by 
the  public,  more  especially  by  school 
children,  and  that  this  section  of  the 
company's  line  is  now  used  increasingly 
by  fast  trains  to  and  from  the  West ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  these  facts  and 
the  feeling  engendered  locally  by  the 
recurrence  of  these  fatal  accidents,  he 
will  make  such  representation  to  the 
company  as  will  cause  a  footbridge  to  be 
substituted  for  this  dangerous  level 
crossing. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs)  :  I  am  in  communication  with 
the  railway  company  with  regard  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  coroner's  jury, 
and  will  inform  my  hon.  friend  of  the 
result. 

Irish  Lace  Frauds. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  La  Samaritaine, 
a  French  firm  trading  at  99,  Regent 
Street,  London,  was  prosecuted  on  27th 
March  and  fined  £20,  at  the  Marlborough 
Street  Police  Court,  for  exposing  and 
selling  as  Irish  lace  a  French-made 
crochet  blouse;  can  he  state  through 
what  English  ports  and  imder  what 
designation  French-made  crochet  is  im- 
ported ;  what  is  the  estimated  annual 
value  of  such  importation  according  to 
the  latest  information  available ;  and 
can  he  state  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  in  order  to  safeguard  the  interests  oi 
the  Irish  lace  industry  from  dishonest 
competition  in  London  and  other  cities  of 
Great  Britain. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  My  attention 
has    been    called    to    the    prosecution 


referred  to.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  give  my^ 
hon.  friend  the  information  he  asks  for 
as  to  the  importation  of  French-made 
crochet,  as  the  goods  are  not  separately 
classified  in  the  Customs  Returns.  With 
reference  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question  the  Board  of  Trade  are  always 
prepared  to  consider  with  a  view  to 
prosecution,  if  the  circumstances  should 
warrant  it,  any  cases  of  infringement  of 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  that  may  be 
put  before  them  which  affect  the  general 
interests  of  a  trade. 

Mr.  BOLAND  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  connection  with  this 
gross  case  of  fraud  why  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  not  done  as  it  did  in  another 
case,  where  it  prosecuted  to  conviction 
and  imprisonment  a  seller  of  fraudulent 
Scottish  tweed  ? 

• 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  That  prose- 
cution was  undertaken  on  information 
supplied  to  us,  and  if  similar  information 
is  brought  to  our  attention  in  regard  to 
Irish  lace  we  shall  be  pleased  to  act  on  it. 

Losses  throngli  Licensing  Trade  Failures. 
Mr.  MYER:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what 
was  the  aggregate  amount  of  loss 
incurred  in  the  licensing  trade  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  in  the  years  1905,  1906 
and  1907,  respectively,  by  reason  of 
failures  of  retail  traders  to  meet  their 
liabilities. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  My  right 
hon.  friend  has  asked  me  to  answer  this 
Question.  The  estimated  loss  to  creditors 
under  bankruptcies  and  deeds  of  ar- 
rangement by  reason  of  failures  of 
publicans  and  hotel-keepers  in  England 
and  Wales  in  the  years  1905,  1906,  and 
1907  is  as  follows,  viz. : — 

£ 
In    the    vear  1905      -  382,124 
„       „  1906      -  276,145 

„       „  1907      -  287,233 

City  Milk  Supply. 
Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  medical  officer  of  the 
City  of  London  recently  reported  in  some 
detail  upon  the  unsatisfactory  conditioa 
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of  the  milk  supplied  within  the  City,  with 
suggestions  for  preventing  the  contamina- 
tion of  such  milk ;  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived a  copy  of  that  Report  with  certain 
representations  from  the  Corporation 
abased  thereon;  and  whether  he  intends 
dealing  with  the  subject  in  his  Bill. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  I  have  received  a  copy 
of  the  Report  referred  to.  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  a  previous  Question  on  this 
subject,  I  trust  that  the  effects  of  the  Bill 
which  I  hope  to  introduce  will  be  to 
secure  more  satisfactory  control  over  the 
milk  supply  of  the  country. 

Anthrax  in  the  City. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  of  the  inquest  held  in  the  City 
Coroner's  Court,  ond  1th  March,  on  the  death 
of  Mary  Ellen  Pooley  from  anthrax  ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
a  death  from  antliax  was  investigated 
in  the  same  Court  on  8th  February,  and 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  jury,  in 
which  the  City  Coroner  concurred,  that 
cases  of  anthrax  ought  to  be  included 
in  the  list  of  diseases  compulsorily  notifi- 
able to  medical  officers  of  health,  he 
will  take  steps  to  give  effect  to  that 
recommendation. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  report  of  this 
inquest.  As  I  stated  on  Monday  last, 
in  reply  to  a  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ashford  Division,  it  is 
competent  for  a  sanitary  authority,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  to  make  cases  of  anthrax  in 
human  beings  compulsorily  notifiable  in 
their  district. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  issue  a  circular  urging  authori- 
ties to  make  it  compulsory  in  all  cases  ? 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS : 

that. 


I  will  consider 


Women  Clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank. 

Mr.  MEAGHER  (Kilkenny,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  Hobhouse  Committee 


appointed  last  year  to  inquire  into  the 
wages  of  Post  Office  servants,  have  made 
several  recommendations  in  the  different 
departments  of  the  Post  Office  which  he 
promised  to  carry  out,  and  that  in  the 
case  of  women  clerks  employed  in  the 
savings  banks,  whose  old  scale  of  salary 
was  an  initial  one  of  £55,  with  annual  in- 
crements of  £2  10s.,  the  Committee 
recommended  an  initial  salary  of  £65, 
with  annual  increments  of  £5 ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  according  to  present 
arrangements  the  initial  salary  is  £65 
without  any  increment  for  five  years,  he 
will  take  steps  to  give  such  increments 
as  were  recommended  by  the  Committee 
with  a  view  to  encouraging  efficiency  in 
the  different  departments. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  The  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  in  regard  to  women  clerks 
in  the  Savings  Bank  Department  have 
been  carried  out  in  full  alreadv. 


Civil  Service  Socialists. 
Mr,  STANLEY  WILSON  (Yorkshire, 
E.R.,  Holdemess)  asked  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  he  was  aware  that  a 
public  demonstration  was  held  by  the 
Civil  Servants'  Socialist  Society  at  Lam- 
beth Baths  on  27th  March,  and  whether 
this  demonstration  was  held  with  his 
approval  and  consent. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  My  atten- 
tion has  not  been  called  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON  :  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  like  a  copy  of  the 
bill  advertising  the  meeting  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Anything 
the  hon.  Member  sends  me  I  shall  receive 
with  great  pleasure. 


An  HON.  MEMBER 
tea-room. 


Put  it  in  the 


Excess  of  School-Places. 
Mr.  lane-fox,  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  whether  he 
will  grant  a  Return  showing  the  excess 
of  school-places  over  average  attendance 
in  the  elementary  schools  in  the  area 
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of    each    local    authority    in    England 
during  the  past  year. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) :  Table  19  in  the  Statis- 
tical Volume  issued  by  the  Board  gives 
the  number  of  school-places,  and  the 
average  attendance  in  the  area  of  each 
local  education  authority  for  the  statis- 
tical year  ending  Slst  July,  1906.  The 
figures  for  1906-7  will  be  published  in 
the  next  volimie. 


Licences  on  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall 
Estates. 

Sir  RANDAL  CREMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall, 
whether  the  Duchy,  when  refusing  to 
renew  leases  of  their  property,  are  under 
any  statutory  obligation  to  compensate 
publicans,  shopkeepers,  manufacturers, 
or  any  other  persons,  who  may  be  doing 
a  profitable  business,  at  the  expiration 
of  their  leases  ;  and,  if  they  are  under 
no  statutory  obligation  to  do  so,  whether 
it  is  customary  for  the  Duchy  volun- 
tarily to  compensate  those  whose  business 
may  suffer  or  be  ruined  by  the  non- 
renewal of  their  leases. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  As  regards  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  the  reply  is 
in  the  negative.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part,  the  question  of  voluntary 
compensation  for  refusing  to  renew  leases 
has  not  arisen,  as  it  has  been  the  practice 
of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  to  give  occupy- 
ing tenants  the  option  of  renewing  their 
tenancies. 

Sir  RANDAL  CREMER .  I  desire  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
whether  the  Duchy,  when  refusing  to 
renew  leases  of  their  property,  are 
imder  any  statutory  obligation  to  com- 
pensate publicans,  shopkeepers,  manu- 
facturers, or  any  other  persons  who  may 
be  doing  a  profitable  business  at  the 
expiration  of  their  leases ;  and,  if  they 
are  under  no  statutory  obligation  to 
do  80,  whether  it  is  customary  for  the 
Duchy  to  voluntarily  compensate  those 
whose  business  may  suffer  or  be  ruined 
by  the  non-renewal  of  their  leases. 


*The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OP  LANCASTER  (Sir  Henry  Fowler,. 
Wolverhampton,  E.) :  The  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  is  under  no  special  statutory 
obligation  as  to  compensation.  When,, 
after  full  consideration  of  all  the  interests 
involved,  a  renewal  of  a  lease  is  refused,, 
the  outgoing  lessee  would  only  receive 
such  compensation  as  he  may  be  entitled 
to  by  Statute  or  custom. 

Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  and 
Licensed  Property. 

Sir  RANDAL  CREMER :  I  desire  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset, 
as  representing  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests,  whether  the  Com- 
missioners, when  refusing  to  renew  leases 
of  their  property,  are  under  any  statu- 
tory obligation  to  compensate  publicans, 
shopkeepers,  manufacturers,  or  any  other 
persons  who  may  be  doing  a  profitable 
business,  at  the  expiration  of  their 
leases ;  and  if  they  are  under  no  statu- 
tory obligation  to  do  so,  whether  it  is 
customary  for  the  Commissioners  to 
voluntarily  compensate  those  whose  busi- 
ness may  suffer  or  be  ruined  by  the 
non-renewal  of  their  leases. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Except  in  cases 
to  which  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Acts  may  apply,  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  are  not  under  statutory  obligation 
to  compensate  persons  to  whom  they 
may  be  unable  to  grant  renewed  leases, 
nor  is  it  customary  for  them  to  make 
such  persons  compensation. 

Shetland  Herring  Fishery. 
Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  herring  fishing  at 
Shetland,  their  only  industry,  is  threat 
ened  with  extinction  by  whaling ;  and 
whether  he  will,  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  of  1904,  restrict  the  licences 
granted  to  not  more  than  one  steamer 
for  each  station. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :  The  in- 
formation before  me  does  not  bear  out 
the  anticipation  of  my  hon.  friend.  The 
Fishery  Board  is  the  licensing  authority 
and  they  cannot  impose  other  restrictions 
on   the   issues    of   licengjes   than    those 
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but  have  not  yet  received  his  Report  on 
the  estate.  It  is  not  at  present  possible 
to  say  when  the  sale  will  be  completed. 

Mr.  LARDNER:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  effect  of  this 
delay  has  been  an  addition  of  two  years 
to  the  purchase  money  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  I  regret  the  delay 
which  very  often  occurs,  but  we  are 
doing  our  best  to  accelerate  matters. 

Sir  John  Keane's  Cappoquin  Estate. 

Mr.  O'SHEE  (Waterford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  an  in- 
spector of  the  Estates  Commissioners  has 
inspected  the  holdings  proposed  to  be 
sold  on  the  estate  of  Sir  John  Keane, 
near  Cappoquin,  County  Waterford,  and 
when ;  whether  he  at  the  same  time 
inspected  the  larger  number  of  holdings 
on  the  estate  in  respect  of  which  the 
offer  of  the  landlord  was  refused  by  the 
tenants  as  unreasonable  and  exorbitant ; 
and,  if  not,  how  soon  he  or  some  other 
inspector  will  be  sent  to  do  so. 

Mr.    BIRRELL:    The    holdings    for 
which  purchase  agreements  have   been 
lodged  have  not  yet  been  inspected,  but 
when   the   inspection   takes   place,    the 
inspector  will  also  visit  and  report  upon 
the  holdings  in  respect  of  which  purchase  ; 
agreements  have  not  been  lodged.     The  | 
case  will  be  dealt  with  in  order  of  prio-  \ 
rity,    but    the    Estates    Commissioners ! 
cannot  at  present  name  a  date  for  the  ] 
inspection. 

The  Aghatubrid  Estate. 
Mr.  BOLAND  :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary    to    the    Lord -Lieutenant   of 
Ireland,  whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  say  if  the  Estates  Commissioners  have 
received  an  answer  from  the   solicitor 
of   the   Aghatubrid  estate   of   the   late 
Mr.  J.  W.  Leahy  to  the   letter  written 
by  the  Commissioners  last  week ;    and 
whether  the  present  owner  of  this  estate  i 
are  now  willing  to  carry  out  the  agree-  ! 
ment   for   purchase   made   in   January,  j 
1907  ;    and  can  he  state  what  justifica-  ; 
tion  is  alleged  on  the  part  of  the  owners  i 
for  issuing  processes  for  arrears  of  rent  j 


which  were  agreed  to  be  wiped  out  by 
the  late  owner. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com 
missioners  have  not  yet  received  a  reply, 
I  informed  the  hon.  Member  on  27tli 
March  that  the  Commissioners  had  then 
written  to  the  solicitor  giving  him  four 
teen  days  in  which  to  reply.  The  four- 
teen days  have  not  yet  expired. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  next  Saturday— 
4th  April — these  tenants  have  to  travel 
forty-five  miles  to  answer  summonses? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  ;  I  will  inquire  into 
that. 

(huryfine  Evicted  Tenants. 
Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  (Limerick. 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
say  what  steps  the  Estates  Commissioneis 
are  taking  to  reinstate  Robert  and 
Jeremiah  Dunworth  in  the  farm  from 
which  they  were  evicted  at  Gkirryfine,  in 
the  County  oi  Limarick,  on  the  Harkness^ 
estate. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners are  unable  to  reinstate  the 
applicants  in  their  former  holding  which 
is  in  the  occupation  of  a  tenant,  but 
their  case  has  been  referred  to  an  in- 
spector with  the  object  of  providing 
them  with  another  holding  if  possible. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  Why  do 
not  the  Estates  Commissioners  pat  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Act  in  force  in  thifr 
case  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  It  is  land  in  the 
occupation  of  a  tenant. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY:  Have  the^ 
Estates  Commissioner  inquired  if  the 
tenancy  in  this  case  is  bogus  or  not  1 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  They  have  made  in- 
quiries. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY :    What  haa 

been  the  result  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  They  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member. 
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The  Theft  of  the  Dnblin  Crown  Jewels. 
Major  COATES  (Lewisham) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  the  dates  between  which  the  Crown 
Jewels  must  have  been  stolen  from 
Dublin  Castle. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  proceedings 
before  the  Commission  of  Inquiry  showed 
incontestably  that  whoever  stole  the 
Jewels  did  so  between  11th  June  and 
6th  July  of  last  year.  As  I  am  on  this 
subject,  I  may  refer  to  a  most  cowardly 
falsehood  connecting  the  name  of  Lord 
Haddo  with  the  theft  of  the  Jewels, 
which  has  obtained  wide  circulation  both 
in  Dublin  and  in  London,  and  has  found 
its  way  into  certain  newspapers.  Ridi- 
culous as  such  a  statement  may  appear, 
it  is  not  always  easy  to  maintain  total 
indifference  to  such  charges.  I  am  able 
to  say,  of  my  own  knowledge,  that  Lord 
Haddo  left  Dublin  on  7th  March.  1907, 
and  lived  in  Scotland  and  London  from 
that  time  without  intermission  until 
7th  December.  I  hope  this  statement 
may  put  an  end  to  the  business  of  the 
scandalmongers — in  this  particular  at  all 
events.  If  I  may  be  permitted  to 
mention  the  name  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
in  the  matter,  I  may  add  that  Lord 
Aberdeen  was,  from  the  first,  most 
anxious  that  there  should  be  the  fullest 
possible  inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances 
attending  the  loss  of  the  Crown  Jewels, 
and  would  have  been  glad  if  it  had  been 
possible  to  call  into  existence  a  Statutory 
Commission  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MOORjil  :  Arising  out  of  that,  and 
fully  accepting  the  disclaimer  on  the  part 
of  Lord  Haddo,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  equal  steps  for  the  pre- 
vention of  scandal-mongering  and  in- 
sinuations against  Lord  Ashtown,  who 
has  been  equally  unfairly  abused  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  That 
does  not  arise  out  of  this  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
May  I  ask  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Dublin 
Herald  and  Athlone  Herald  were  asked 
to  resign  their  offices  by  the  Government, 
and,  it  so,  why  was  that  done  ? 
» 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  that  Question. 
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Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  Inasmuch  as  the  libels  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
have  been  published  in  England,  may  I 
ask  him  why  have  no  proceedings  been 
taken  for  criminal  libel  in  the  criminal 
Courts  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  That  is  a  very 
proper  question.  I  can  only  say  that 
legal  advice  has  been  taken  on  the 
matter,  and  action,  or  rather  inaction, 
has  been  adopted  in  accordance  with  that 
advice. 

The  Glenahiery  Outrage. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Kelly,  hardware  mer- 
chant, of  Waterford,  stated,  upon  the 
recent  hearing  of  the  appeal  in  Lord 
Ashtown's  case,  that  immediately  after 
the  outrage  at  Glenahiery  he  informed 
the  police  in  Waterford  that  upon  23rd 
July,  1907,  a  stranger  had  purchased  in 
his  shop  60  pounds  of  blasting  powder 
and  16  feet  of  fuse  ;  and  that  County- 
Inspector  Jennings,  upon  the  same 
occasion,  stated  upon  oath  that  upon 
16th  August  he  was  made  aware  of  this 
purchase ;  will  he  state  the  reason 
why  this  fact  was  not  communicated  to 
District- Inspector  Preston,  the  officer 
in  charge  of  the  case,  until  16th  Septem- 
ber or  to  the  Inspector- General  until 
3rd  October  ;  and  can  be  explain  why 
no  reference  of  any  kind  to  this  vital  and 
material  fact  is  to  be  found  in  any  of  the 
reports   of   County   Inspector   Jennings. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) :  The  facts  are  as  stat^  in  the 
first  two  parts  of  the  Question,  save 
that  County-Inspector  Jennings  became 
aware  of  the  purchase  on  I7th  not  16th 
of  August.  The  Inspector- General  in- 
forms me  that  upon  the  receipt  of  the 
information  from  Mr.  Kelly  every  efiort 
was  made  by  the  Waterford  and  other 
police  to  cbar  up  the  matter.  While  this 
inquiry  was  proceeding  in  certain  direc- 
tions, and  particularly  until  some  con- 
nection could  be  shown  between  the 
purchase  of  the  powder  from  Mr.  Kelly 
and  the  explosion  at  Glenahiery,  the 
Waterford    police    did    not    consider    it 
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necessary  to  inform  District-Inspector 
Preston  or  the  Inspector-General  of  the 
facts.  As  the  result  of  the  police  en- 
quiries it  was  not  found  possible  to 
establish  any  connection  between  the 
purchase  of  the  powder  at  Waterford 
and  the  explosion  at  Glenahiery,  and 
for  this  reason  no  reference  was  made 
to  the  matter  in  the  reports. 

Mr.  MOORE  asked  why  the  informa- 
tion was  communicated  to  District- 
Inspector  Preston  on  16th  September 
if  there  was  no  connection  between 
the  two. 

Mr.  cherry  :  I  cannot  inform  the 
hon.  Member.  If  he  will  put  down  a 
Question,  I  will  make  inquiries. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  fact  that 
upon  23rd  July,  1907,  a  stranger  had 
purchased  in  the  shop  of  Mr.  Kelly,  of 
Waterford,  60  pounds  of  blasting  powder 
and  16  feet  of  fuse  was  a  vital  and 
material  matter  for  any  narrative  of 
facts  to  be  supplied  to  Lord  Ashtown 
prior  to  the  investigation  of  his  claim 
on  21st  September,  1907,  before  the 
County  Court  Judge  of  Waterford; 
whether  the  fact  of  this  purchase  was 
known  to  County-Inspector  Jennings 
on  16th  August  and  to  District-Inspector 
Preston  on  16th  September;  and,  if 
BO,  can  he  explain  why  no  information 
of  the  fact  was  at  any  time  supplied  to 
Lord  Ashtown ;  will  he  explain  why 
District-Inspector  Preston,  with  this 
knowledge  in  his  possession  on  16th  Sep- 
tember, not  only  made  no  mention  of  it 
before  the  County  Court  Judge  on  21st 
September,  but  upon  the  contrary  swore 
that  all  efEorts  on  the  part  of  the  police 
had  failed  to  trace  or  place  the  purchase 
of  the  powder  or  fuse. 

Mr.  cherry  :  The  poUce  at  Water- 
ford were  informed  that  on  23rd  July 
an  unknown  man  purchased  in  Mr. 
Kelly's  shop  65  pounds  of  blasting  pow- 
der and  three  coils  of  fuse.  The  fact  of 
this  purchase  became  known  to  County- 
Inspector  Jennings  on  17th  August, 
and  to  District-Inspector  Preston  about 
16th  September.  This  answers  the  sup- 
plementary  Question  put  just  now,   I 


think.  Upon  hearing  of  the  matter 
County -Inspector  Jennings  at  once  in- 
stituted most  exhaustive  inquiries.  The 
police  have  been  unable  to  trace  the 
person  who  purchased  the  powder  or  to 
ascertain  what  became  of  it,  and,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  no  connection  what- 
ever has  been  established  between  it  and 
the  explosion  at  Glenahiery.  It  was  con- 
sidered unnecessary  therefore  to  give 
information  of  the  fact  to  Lord  Ashtown, 
as  the  police  officers  referred  to  did  not 
think  that  the  fact  of  the  purchase  could 
form  an  element  in  the  case  in  the  total 
absence  of  evidence  connecting  it  with 
the  explosion. 

Mb.  MOORE  :  May  I  draw  attention 
to  the  fact— [Cries  of  "  No  "]— that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  last  part  of  the  Question. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  is  the  Question 
which  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  has 
asked  shall  be  put  down. 

Mr.  MOORE  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  just  said  he  has  answered  it,  and 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  he 
has  not. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  better  put  it  down. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  TTdl  the  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  last  part  of  the 
Question — why  the  inspector,  with  this 
knowledge  in  his  possession,  not  only 
made  no  mention  of  it  before  the  County 
Court  Judge  on  21st  September,  but 
swore  that  all  efforts  on  the  part  of  the 
police  had  failed  to  trace  the  pnichase 
!  of  the  fuse  ? 

Mr.  cherry  :  That  is  quite  true. 
They  tried  to  trace  it,  and  they  had  a 
suspicion  on  the  subject,  but  it  was  only 
a  suspicion. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to  ask 
ithe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-lieu- 
I  tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  County-Inspector  Jennings  at  the 
Waterford  Assizes  in  March  last,  stated 
upon  oath  that,  from  the  date  of  the 
explosion  at  Glenahiery  on  14th  August, 
1907,  up  to  the  moment  he  was  givnig 
evidence,   he    had    never     enteiiaiiied 
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even  the  slightest  suspicion  of  Lord 
Ashtown  in  connection  with  the  outrage, 
and  that  District-Inspector  Preston 
stated  upon  oath  in  Dungarvan  on  21st 
September  last,  and  again  at  Waterford 
Assizes  on  4th  March  last,  that  he  never 
intended  to  make  any  suggestion  or 
charge  against  Lord  Ashtown  in  connec- 
tion with  the  outrage,  and  that  never  at 
any  time  was  he  in  possession  of  any 
evidence  that  would  justify  any  such 
suggestion  or  charge,  and  that  the  county 
council  and  the  ratepayers  at  Waterford 
Assizes  in  March  last  expressly  dis- 
claimed and  repudiated  through  their 
counsel  any  such  suggestion  or  charge, 
and  did  the  County  Court  Judge  in 
September  last,  and  the  Judge  of  Assize 
in  March  last,  declare  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  any 
such  suggestion  or  charge  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  His  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  make  any  charge 
against  Lord  Ashtown. 

Mr.  cherry  :  The  proceedings  in 
this  case  both  before  the  County  Court 
Judge  and  the  Assize  Court  were  fully 
reported  in  the  newspapers  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  can  refer.  I  cannot  say 
whether  the  evidence  or  the  statements 
of  the  Judges  and  others  are  correctly 
summarised  in  the  Question  or  not. 
The  (Jovemment  have  not  at  present 
in  their  possession  information  which 
would  justify  them  in  making  a  (Charge 
against  any  person  in  connection  with 
the  occurrence. 

Galway  Assault  Trial. 
Captain  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Attomey-Gteneral  for  Ireland  if  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  trial 
at  Galway  of  John  Joyce,  Peter  Joyce, 
and  John  Walsh,  for  an  assault  on  Police 
Constable  Joseph  Hazlett ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  juries  at  Galway  and  also  in 
Limerick  had  already  twice  previously 
disagreed  in  the  case  of  these  men ; 
that  Mr.  Justice  Dodd  at  the  third  trial 
said  that  the  case  was  quite  plain  for 
the  jury  to  deal  with,  and  that  the  only 
evidence  was  against  the  traversers, 
but  the  jury  insisted  on  acquitting 
them ;  and  if  he  intends  to  call  for 
a  Report  from  the  learned  Judge,  or 
what  further  step  does  he  intend  to  take 
to  vindicate  the  law  in  this  case. 


Mr.  CHERRY:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  trial  of  the  persons 
referred  to  in  the  Question,  inasmuch 
as  they  were  prosecuted  by  me  as 
Attomey-G^eneral.  At  the  third  trial, 
as  stated  in  the  Question,  the  jury 
acquitted  the  prisoners,  and  no  further 
steps  can  be  taken  against  them.  The 
learned  Judge  in  his  charge  said  that 
the  case  was  quite  plain  for  the  jury  to 
deal  with,  and  that  he  felt  that  they 
would  do  their  duty,  as  jurors,  according 
to  the  evidence. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  Is  it  not 
the  case  that  a  person  tried  for  a  criminal 
ofience  and  acquitted  cannot  be  retried, 
as  the  acquittal  is  an  absolute  bar  to 
further  proceedings  ? 

Mr.  cherry  :  That  is  as  I  have  said. 

Irish  Lace  Frauds. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  successful 
prosecution  on  27th  March,  by  the  Irish 
Industrial  Development  Association,  of 
the  French  firm  La  Samaritaine,  trading 
at  99,  Regent  Street,  London,  for  ex- 
posing and  selling  as  Irish  lace  a  crochet 
blouse  made  in  France ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  fine  of  £20  was  imposed 
on  the  defendants  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  importance  of  the  case  to  the  lace 
classes  carried  on  under  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  he  will  state  what  steps 
he  proposes  to  take  in  order  to  acquaint 
those  classes  with  the  unfair  competition 
by  which  they  are  being  menaced,  and 
in  order  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  lace  industry. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the  DE- 
PARTMENT OP  AGRICULTURE  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Tyrone, 
S.) :  My  right  hon.  friend  has  asked  me 
to  answer  this  Question.  The  Depart- 
ment are  aware  of  these  frauds,  and  sent 
two  witnesses  to  give  evidence  in  the 
cases  in  question.  One  of  these  witnesses, 
namely.  Miss  Anderson,  the  Home  In- 
dustries Inspectress,  gives  information 
concerning  such  matters  to  the  classes 
which  work  in  connection  with  the  De- 
partment, but  the  remedy  does  not  lie 
with  the  classes  as  a  rule.    The  Board 
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of  Trade  are  empowered  by  the  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  1891,  to  undertake 
the  prosecution  of  offences  under  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887,  in  cases 
which  appear  to  the  Board  to  affect  the 
general  interests  of  the  country,  or  of  a 
section  of  the  community  or  of  a  trade, 
and  in  which  they  are  furnished  with 
evidence  sufficient  to  justify  them  in 
undertaking  the  prosecution.  In  answer 
to  a  recent  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Cork  County,  I  stated 
that  the  Department  would  be  prepared 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  for  such  action  as  they  may 
think  desirable,  any  cases  of  fraud  affect- 
ing Irish  industries  that  might  come 
under  their  notice.  I  also  stated  that 
the  Department  were  aware  of  the  action 
of  the  Irish  Industrial  Development 
Association  in  this  respect,  and  that  I 
consider  that  much  of  this  work  can  be 
most  effectively  done  by  such  an  agency 
representative  of  the  traders  themselves. 

Mr.  BOLAND  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man answer  the  last  part  of  the  Question  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  The  Depart- 
ment are  considering  the  desirability  of 
strengthening  the  staff  working  in  Great 
Britain. 

Infisnor  Calf-lieals  sold  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  HALPm  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  what 
action  his  Department  have  taken  with 
regard  to  the  analysis  of  calf  meals  since 
his  reply  to  a  Question  on  this  subject 
in  August  last ;  will  he  state  whether,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Department,  calf 
meals  are  extensively  sold  in  Ireland 
which  are  inferior  in  quality  and  ex- 
travagant in  price ;  whether  the  calf 
meal  "  Linko "  is  still  being  sold ; 
whether  his  Department  consider  this  a 
suitable  calf  meal ;  and,  if  not,  what 
steps  it  is  proposed  to  take  to  warn 
farmers  against  the  use  of  this  and  other 
unsuitable  materials  during  the  coming 
season. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  The  Depart- 
ment have  continued  to  examine  samples 
of  calf  meals  submitted  to  them  for 
analysis  by  the  County  Agricultural  In- 
structors ;   the  analyses  of  these  samples 


show  that  calf  meals  are  still  extensively 
sold  in  Ireland  which  are  inferior  in 
quality  and  extravagant  in  price.  The 
calf  meal,  "  Linko,"  is  still  being  im- 
ported into  Ireland ;  the  Department 
do  not  consider  this  meal  to  be  &t  all 
suitable  for  use  with  separated  milk 
for  calf  rearing  purposes.  Agricultural 
instructors  are  now  attached  to  every 
county,  and  farmers  can  obtain  advice 
from  them  as  to  the  character  of  the 
meals  which  they  should  use.  The 
Department  will  continue  to  examine 
any  meals  submitted  to  them  for  analjrsis 
by  these  instructors.  A  placard  is  again 
being  exhibited  at  every  police  barracks 
in  Ireland  warning  farmers  to  be  careful 
in  their  purchase  of  materials  for  calf 
feeding  purposes. 

Carlisle  Pier,  Kingstown. 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  I  b^  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
will  cause  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  forthwith  all  correspondence 
that  has  passed  on  the  snbject  of  the  use 
of  the  Carlisle  Pier,  Kingstown,  by 
vessels  other  than  the  mail  steamers, 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Kingstown  Harbour,  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company,  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam 
Packet  Company,  and  any  other  steam* 
boat  company,  or  any  individual  or 
individuals,  or  Government  Department, 
between  1st  January,  1907,  and  the 
present  date ;  and  whether  he  will  now 
publish  all  the  correspondence  and  papers 
dealing  with  the  agreement  come  to  in 
1898  when  it  was  agreed  by  the  Treasury 
to  pay  £6,500  per  annum  for  the  accelera- 
tion of  the  day  mail  service,  and  the 
correspondence  relating  to  the  altered 
arrangements  now 

Mb.   RUNCIMAN  :    I   wiU   consider 
what  Papers  can  be  laid. 

Mb.   JOHN   REDMOND:    Win   the 
j  Secretary    to    the    Treasury    give    his 
j  immediate  attention  to  this  matter,  as  it 
I  is  one  of  the  greatest  possible  urgency  f 
I  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  understand  pro- 
ceedings are  taking  place  to-day  which 
bear  upon   the  dispute  r^;aidi^g    the 
harbour  of  Kingstown.    Cannot  the  hon. 
Member  give  me  an  Answer  at  onea  t 
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are  frequented  by  men  and  women  of 
all  classes  of  society  in  every  part  of 
England. 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company 
have  taken  proceedings  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  here  to  restrain  the  steamers 
of  the  London  and  North- Western  Rail- 
way Company  from  going  to  Carlisle 
Wharf,  and  will  the  Grovemment  not 
see  their  way,  pending  the  decision 
in  those  proceedings  which  I  understand 
are  to  be  expedited  in  every  way,  to 
suspend  their  permission  for  the  steamers 
to  go  to  that  wharf,  by  which  permission 
the  issue  in  the  Chancery  proceedings 
is  really  prejudged  ?• 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  I  shaU  have  to 
consult  my  advisers. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  Is  there 
not  another  wharf  at  Kingstown  to 
which  the  London  and  North- Western 
Railway  can  go  for  the  next  week  or 
ten  days  before  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  is  come  to?  Do 
the  Government  think  it  fair  for 
the  decision  of  the  Court  to  be  pre- 
judged by  allowing  the  steamers  to  go  to 
this  wharf  now  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Member  knows  quite  well  that  we  do 
not  desire  to  prejudge  the  decision  of  the 
Court  in  this  matter.  I  cannot  answer 
on  this  very  complicated  question  with- 
out notice. 

Olubs  and  the  Licensing  Bill. 
Mr.  pike  pease  (DarUngton) :  On 
behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Croydon,  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  Clauses  36  to  42  of 
the  Licensing  Bill  are  solely  designed 
for  the  registration  of  clubs  which,  under 
the  definition  contained  in  Clause  28  of 
the  Licensing  Act  of  1902,  are  not  con- 
ducted in  good  faith,  but  are  clubs  only 
in  name,  he  will  withdraw  the  clauses 
referred  to  from  the  Bill,  or  will  insert 
an  excepting  clause  or  proviso  confining 
the  proposed  legislation  to  clubs  not 
conducted  in  good  faith,  and  exempting 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act  the 
thousands  of  well-ponducted  dubs  which 


The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  AsQUiTH,  Fifeshire, 
E.) :  The  clauses  referred  to,  so  far  from 
being  "solely  designed  for  the  registra- 
tion of  clubs,  which  are  not  conducted 
in  good  faith,"  have  for  their  principal 
object  the  exclusion  of  such  clubs  from 
registration.  There  is  no  intention  to 
hamper  the  liberties  of  bona  fide  clubs, 
and  the  Grovernment  are  giving,  and  will 
continue  to  give,  very  careful  con- 
sideration to  all  proposals  which  may 
be  made  for  the  improvement  of  these 
clauses. 

Temperance  Olubs  and  the  Licensing  Bill. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  would 
consider  the  advisability  of  inserting  in 
the  Licensing  Bill  a  clause  to  show  con- 
clusively that  temperance  clubs  in  which 
no  alcoholic  liquor  is  sold  will  be  excluded 
from  the  purview  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  Part  IV.  of  the  BUI 
deals  only  with  clubs  which  are  regis- 
tered under  the  Licensing  Act,  1902. 
Such  registration  is  only  required  when 
it  is  desired  that  alcoholic  drinks  should 
be  supplied  upon  the  club  premises^  and, 
thus,  clubs  which  do  not  seek  the  privilege 
of  supplying  liquor  are  in  no  way  affected 
by  the  BiU. 

Private  Members'  Privileges. 
Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
when  there  are  no  Notices  of  Motions  to 
be  discussed  at  8.15  on  Wednesdays,  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Grovemment  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
thereby  preventing  the  consideration 
of  private  Members'  Bills  on  that  night. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  No,  Sir;  the  occur- 
rence happens  so  infrequently  that  the 
Government  have  formed  no  fixed  in- 
tention on  the  subject.  They  would 
always  be  guided  in  such  a  case  by  regard 
to  the  general  convenience  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  hoped  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    would    give    a 
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{COMMONS} 


Questiams. 


sympathetic  reply  to  the  following  Ques- 
tion, whether,  seeing  that  for  two  years 
he  had  been  trying  to  get  a  place  for  a 
measure  deeply  affecting  a  class  of 
people  in  whose  welfare  he  was  much 
concerned,  and  seeing  that  that  oppor- 
tunity occurred  on  Wednesday  last 
when  the  Bill  had  the  first  place,  and 
seeing 

*Mr.  speaker.:  Order,  order.  The 
right  hon.  G^entleman's  observations  are 
rather  in  the  nature  of  a  speech. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  in  fair- 
ness, give  an  opportimity  for  the  con- 
sideration of  that  Bill,  seeing  that  the 
opportunity  was  snatched  away. 

Mb.  ASQmTH  :  No,  Sir ;  the  oppor- 
tunity was  not  snatched  away  at  all. 
My  right  hon.  friend  acted  in  conjunction 
with  those  who  represent  the  opinion 
of  G^entlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  what  was  done  was  done  for 
the  general  convenience  of  the  House.  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  offer  any  special 
facilities. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  special  facilities  to  every  Motion 
dealing  with  three  acres  and  a  cow  1 


[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Irish  Land  Purchase. 
Mr.  O'SHEE  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in  view 
of  the  losses  incurred  in  the  flotation  of 
Land  Stock  and  in  the  payment  of  a 
bonus  of  12  per  cent,  to  Irish  landlords 
who  agree  to  sell,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  meeting  a  portion  of  the 
same  by  imposing  a  tax  of  12  per  cent, 
on  incomes  derived  from  the  tenanted 
and  imtenanted  lands  of  landlords  who 
decline  to  sell. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :     I  do  not  think  the 
suggestion  is  a  practicable  one. 

Licensing  Beduction  Schemes. 
Mr.   ASHLEY:      I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it 
'«    contemplated    that    the    redurt.inn 


schemes  to  be  prepared  by  the  licensing 
justices  under  Clause  6  of  tlie  Lic^ising 
Bill  shall  specify  the  particular  licenses 
to  be  discontinued  ;  and  whether  in  that 
case  steps  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that 
no  Gk)vemment  Department  owning 
licensed  houses  shall  have  information 
earlier  than  the  general  public  of  the 
houses  with  which  it  is  proposed  to  deal 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  No,  Sir.  Under 
Clause  7,  the  particular  licences  to  be 
extinguished  are  to  be  selected  by  the 
licensing  justices,  after  the  scheme  has 
been  submitted  to  and  approved  by  the 
Licensing  Commission  ;  and  it  is  ex- 
plicitly provided  that  the  selection  of 
licences  for  extinction  shall  be  in  the  free 
and  imqualified  discretion  of  the  licensing 
justices. 

Imports  of  Tobacco  SamiileB. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rye)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  samples  of  American 
tobacco  are  admitted  into  this  country 
upon  the  deposit  of  the  duty  payable ; 
whether,  and  under  what  circumstances, 
such  deposit  is  refunded  ;  whether  similar 
concessions  have  been  made  in  the  case 
of  Colonial  tobacco  from  Rhodesia  ;  and, 
if  not,  on  what  groimds  this  preferential 
treatment  is  given  to  the  United  States 
of  America. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Samples  of  tobacco 
imported  from  the  United  States  of 
America  are  admitted  upon  deposit  of 
the  duty  payable  (or  on  bond  being 
entered  into  for  the  amount  thereof)  if 
brought  by  commercial  travellers  of  that 
country.  The  deposit  is  refunded  (or 
the  bond  cancelled)  when  the  samples 
are  re-exported  or  placed  in  a  bonded 
warehouse.  The  concession  has  been 
granted  in  consequence  of  the  Agreement 
between  this  country  and  the  United 
States,  signed  at  London  on  19th  Novem- 
i  ber  last.  The  Board  of  Customs  have 
intimated  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
they  see  no  objection  to  the  extension 
to  the  British  Colonies  of  the  special 
facilities  for  clearance  of  samples  brought 
by  commercial  travellers,  if  this  should 
be  considered  desirable,  provided  that 
like  facilities  are  granted  there  to 
commercial  travellers  from  this  country. 
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The  Housing  Bill. 
Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr*  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  reference  to  the 
Housing  Bill,  whether,  as  this  is  a  very 
long  and  intricate  measure  which  pro- 
ceeds to  enact  very  largely  by  reference 
to  other  Acts,  he  will  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  cir- 
culate an  explanatory  Memorandum 
with  the  Bill  ? 


Mr.  ASQUITH 
tainly  ask  him. 


Yes,  Sir,  I  will  cer- 


PORT  OF  LONDON  BILL. 
Copy  ordered,   "of   Memorandum   in 
reference  to  the  Port  of  London  Bill." — 
(Mr.  Lloyd-George.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  109.] 

INCEST  BILL. 
Reported,  with  an  Amendment,  from 
Standing  Committee  A. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  110.] 

Minutes  of  'the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed. 
[No.  110.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standmg 
Committee),  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  185.] 


LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    (ADMISSION     OF 
THE  PRESS)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments,  from 
Standing  Committee  A. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.   111.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed. 
[No.  111.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (by  the  Standing 
Committee),  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion upon  Friday,  26th  June,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BiU  186.] 


CHAIRMEN'S  PANEL. 
Mr.  Stuart- WoRTLEY  reported  from 
the  Chairmen's  Panel;  That  they  had 
appointed  Mr.  Laurence  Hardy  to  be 
Chairman  of  Standing  Committee  B,  and 
Mr.  John  William  Wilson  to  be  Chairman 
of  Standing  Committee  C. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Leave  given  to  the  Chairmen's  Panel 
to  make  a  Special  Report. 

Special  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 

Special  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.    [No.  112.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  112.] 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  A: 
Mr.  Carlile  and  Sir  Francis  Lowe ;  and 
had  appointed  in  substitution  (in  respect 
of  the  Agricultural  Education  in  Ele- 
mentary Schools  Bill) :  Viscount  Morpeth 
and  Sir  Philip  Magnus. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


TRUSTS  BILL. 
The  Select  Committee  on  the  Trusts 
Bill  was  nominated  of : — ^Mr.  Beale,  Mr. 
Clancy,  Mr.  Cave,  Dr.  Hazel,  Mr.  Hills, 
Mr.  Micklem,  Mr.  John  O'Cfennor,  Mr. 
Radford,  Mr.  Rendall,  Mr.  Stewart- 
Smith,  and  Mr.  Salter. 

Ordered,  "That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records." 

Ordered,  **  That  Three  be  the  quorum." 
—{Mr.  Whiteley.) 


PROSECUTION  OF   OFFENCES  (AMEND- 
MENT) [EXPENSES]. 

Resolution  reported, — "  That  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  authorise  the  payment  out*  of 
moneys  provided  by  Parliament  of  the 
salaries  and  remuneration  of  the  Director 


(CX/MM</5»J 


Pim  V    SSAHWMS  (('liy  of  hmAsm) 
mtfiMi    n,h    Aih»iniintfhi   Ut    limit   nmSi 

flM(  Vn'nhU*nl  nt  IIm*  linnrtl  ot  TrtuU^  htul 
hill  M«Mm)iMM|  )n  |i)n  m^ni,  \ivi'imm^  i\u*, 
f)|/M  iMMr  Utihllttiuuh  liiiniM'if  niovi^d  a 
p()Mi)liif  ^m^m\lhl*^ll  U*  n  Miniiiiir  lt<fH<ilu- 
IImm  fiMM  VtMifN  nyn,  iiiiil  Im  would  liki* 
III  liiiMW  Itiiw  II'  Wiiit  Mm*  ri^Jil'  lion.  (Iimi- 

lIlMIIMII     WKH    Mill     MM|l|MM'linK    llltn    ill    Mu^ 

ii^iiMi|ilii  lio  liliiiMolr  liml  Mivtin.  lln 
^viiM  ||mii|mmimI  Io  itihnll.  Mml.  tho  rif^lit 
Immi  (liiMlliMimn*M  AiniMulnuMit.  nlthouf^h 
IhinoiI  nil  tho  Hiiino  phMulHNON,  wan  llotrNO 
hwiHiMiuhlo  Mn  hin  own,  liiil  lii^  winhtHl  it 
\\\s\  \\s  lu»  lotiitMtiMi  \\\i\{  {\\^  (Imnoollor 
of  lhi»  Ksoh«MhiiM\  who  now  IimI  tho  Uo\im\ 
Notod  lor  timi  A^ooiolioont  ami  wan 
l^onoot  thho^^h  tho  Nvhoh*  ilolmto^  80 
ihnt  ho  hrt^l  oo  ommiho  Cor  miiig^vM  iug 
thi^t  ho  w^v^\t  \\\U\  \\\x\  \\\\\\\\  without 
koowo^M  whi^t  ovm^tK  \v«^j»  WCoro  tho 
UoMno  ^\\\\  \\\\M  \\m\  tVAO*iv\ro\l  in  tho 
voo^n^x  wt  Iho  %hm'OiMi\\\o.  io^Io^hU  fho 
U)jhf    h\W^     \^NWtW^^\AU   oo   ihAt    \hva:^hxu 

«^vt^\w  ^\t  fho  thou  \^^^^Vt1UU0V,t.  Ho 
vsot^.>s\  f>^Af  tW  iN>VthWl  xM  fho  RvATvi 

K  ■  N*- ,'%  N^■ '.    «.'nx       V  V*,\  ^-^^^^!^^7     : 

,N«  '  ^s"  ^^!«fc. V  »»>.-»>  Vv  ~  ,  • ».  1  iys^  iV  W>^>I '  *A> V. 
V.         ♦N\v       «^>         r\*. »  n  Yi  ;^  v*»fc-»:f 

.1%*^^    :%W      T  ^o«v  tnifr  ti$m    UN*  lUtfrx'.i- 


iiJi  x\i/0^.  ]^^ya%  III  Older  u>  see  if  wmj  «t 
t^««  \'/tkA«  h^A  nkraact  to  tke  jiwnmriii 
for  t>i#r  day.  utA  it  oeitainly  vcold  ¥«t 
tftn/'h  Mrriplify  nuitten  far  eveiy  Member 
oi  pArVuinuint  if  there  appeared  on  tlbe 
Ordnr  Paper  for  the  day  all  BeBohitxMif 
and  Notieen  which  referred  to  tlie  par- 
ticular buiiineiis  to  be  dealt  widu  The 
hiiri.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  pleaded 
ih«  oth«r  day  that  he  was  not  very  pro- 
ficient in  Parliamentary  procedure  gave 
a  diMtinct  pledge  —  [the  Attorney- 
(iKNKKAL  dwftented] — gave  a  distinct 
pl«dg«,  UH  he  would  see  on  reference  to 
llanmrd  when  printed — that  if  he  had 
bcon  guilty  of  any  error  he  would  remedy 
it.  Y«t  in  spite  of  that  the  very  same 
(*anHo  of  complaint  existed  that  day  and 
t  ho  RoHolution  he  had  to  move  did  not 
uppoar  on  the  Paper ;  indeed,  he  doubted 
if.  with  tho  exception  of  himself  and 
poHsiblythf  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman, 
tht»ro  was  a  Momber  of  the  House  who 
had  soon  tho  Rosolution.  He  would  ask 
tho  Attornoy-Goneral  how  it  was  that, 
having  givou  a  distinct  pledge  in  this 
nmttor,  ho  had  not  carried  it  out.  He 
had  also  a  quo;»tion  to  put  to  the  Financial 
Soi^n^tarv  to  tho  Treasury,  who  also  made 
a  s}KHvh  on  tho  occasion  he  had  referred 
to  ai\d  wmplainod  that  the  Home  Office 
had  mado  no  <^tin\ate  wlutevw  of  the 
o\|vn«»ssi  likely  to  be  incmrwL  Ind- 
xWntaUy.  he  might  i;*y  that  wme  had 
\vei^  ««do  in  thi*  inswuace*  B«l  the 
V^:^ar,oia;  S^-wi*rr  «i  the  oomsmb  in 
C/^eit:x\r,  ^;j»s  exi3y^»e>r  e'X^HAY  and 
:AA^i   -ir.   A   r->v>«    SeterE^Md   BtauMr 

^r:.r. -f-v :.     A  ^irfei  «?.'*  ccjr  ij*  uiaic  lie 

,-iw*^wc  :iif  7«cji:i:  -^^ri  f X3S?-%t  hl  -axis 
-s'^ff  «■.  rb*  H.'osv   ij»£  rMTMsc  "a*  raise 

sa     i3M»*.r!>5Ssr""     .vatr«JnK»i"     ic    nosr- 
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stand  up  in  a  white  sheet  and  express 
penitence    for   their   own  shortcomings, 
or  were  they  going  to  carry  out  their  own 
promises  ?     He  thought  the  Attomey- 
Greneral    might    have    made    a    better 
defence  than  he  did  a  week  ago.     He 
wished  to   be  perfectly  fair  to  him  in 
the  matter ;  he  might  have  retorted  that 
he  (Sir  F.  Banbury)  was   in   the    same 
boat  because  he  voted  in  a  contrary  way 
four   years   ago.    He   was   prepared   to 
admit  having  done  that,  but  he  desired 
at  the   same  time  to  giye  the  reason 
for    his    action.     The    Amendment    on 
that  occasion  was  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  now  held  office  as 
President   of   the    Board   of   Trade.     It 
was  not  such  a  good  Amendment  as  the 
one   he   was  now    submitting,   for    the 
reason  that  it  curtailed  and  limited  the 
expenditure   over    the    whole     Depart- 
ment,   whereas    his     own    Amendment 
only  limited  it  in  so  far  as  the  Director 
and   Assistant  Director  were  concerned, 
and    it     was    a    very    important    dis- 
tinction.    Then   again,  four  years  ago, 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman    mixed    up 
two  questions — not  only  that  of  expendi- 
ture, but  also  whether  Resolutions  such 
as  these  ought  to  appear  on  the  Order 
Paper,  and  whether  or  not  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Treasury  to  have  made  an 
estimate.     That   was   one  of  the  points 
on  which  the  division  took  place,  and  it 
so  happened  that  on  that  occasion  it 
would    have    been    impossible    for    the 
Treasury  to  have  made    an    estimate — 
an    accurate    estimate — of   the    possible 
expenditure.     Now  he  had  avoided  those 
difficulties  on  this  occasion  by  making 
his  Amendment  applicable  only  to  the 
salaries  of  the  well-lmown  and  recognised 
officials,  as  to  whom  there  could  be  no 
doubt  what  the  cost    would    be.     That 
consequently     justified    his    change    of 
front.     The   only   point   that    remained 
was   whether  or  not  these    Resolutions 
should    have    appeared    on    the    Order 
Paper,  and  on  that  he  would  point  out 
that  that  was  a  matter  over   which  he, 
as   a   private   Member,   had  no  control, 
and  seeing  that  he  could  not  distinguish 
as  between  different  parts  of  the  Amend- 
ment four  years  ago,  he  submitted  that  he 
was  justified  in  not  voting  against  his 
own  Party  when  the  result  might  have 
been  to  turn  his  own  friends  out  of  office. 


What  would  have  been  the  outcome  of 
such  a  proceeding  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  should  confine  his  remarks  to 
his  Amendment. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  would  do 
so.  That  Amendment  limited  the  ex- 
penditure to  £4,000  when  proposed  a 
week  ago,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  opposing  it  then  said  the 
reduction  was  too  large.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  meet  him  in  that  matter. 
He  did  not  wish  to  place  him  either  in 
the  disadvantageous  position  of  having 
too  much  money  voted,  for  he  quite 
sympathised  with,  and  was  always  ready 
to  help  him  in  any  effort  to  economise, 
especially  as  at  the  present  time  economy 
was  very  necessary.  He  had,  therefore, 
altered  his  Amendment  and  reduced  the 
figure  to  £3,000,  for  it  was  evident  that  if 
£4,000  was  too  much,  £3,000  was  more  or 
less  the  exact  figure  that  might  be  saved. 
Was  there  any  reason  why  those  figures 
should  not  be  inserted  in  the  Resolution  ? 
He  quite  admitted  that  when  a 
new  Department  was  set  up  it  was 
impossible  to  say  exactly  what  the 
expense  of  the  Department  as  a  whole 
would  be.  He  understood  that  there 
were  no  precedents  to  guide  the  Treasury 
in  this  case,  and  in  that  view  he  was 
confirmed  by  a  little  remark  made  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  year  1904— 

**  That  the  moment  they  employed  lawyers — 
and  he  knew  something  of  lawyers,  being  one 
himself — their  bills  did  not  come  to  a  trifle." 

That  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he 
had  not  by  his  former  Amendment 
limited  the  expenditure  over  the  new 
Department  as  a  whole,  but  confined  it 
merely  to  the  Director  and  Assistant 
Directors.  He  trusted  that  on  this 
occasion  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  accept  his  Amendment,  and  that 
if  a  similar  Resolution  were  moved  in 
the  future  he  would  carry  out  the  pledge 
given  him  a  few  days  ago,  that  such 
Resolution  should  be  placed  on  the  Order 
Paper.  As  he  could  not  speak  again, 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wished 
any  explanation  from  him  he  could  put 
to  him  interrogatories,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  reply.  This  was  an  extremely 
important  matter  and  was  not  confined  to 
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of  Public  Prosecutions  and  assistant 
directors  appointed  under  any  Act  of 
the  present  session  to  amend  the  Prosecu- 
tion of  OfEences  Acts,  1879  and  1884, 
and  of  the  Expenses  incurred  in  pursuance 
of  such  Act." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London) 
moved  an  Amendment  to  limit  such 
salaries  to  £3,000.  He  said  he  regretted 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
not  remained  in  his  seat,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  moved  a 
similar  Amendment  to  a  similar  Resolu- 
tion four  years  ago,  and  he  would  like 
to  know  how  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  supporting  him  in  the 
example  he  himself  had  given.  He 
was'lprepared  to  admit  that  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman's  Amendment,  although 
based  on  the  same  premisses,  was  noir  so 
reasonable  as  his  own,  but  he  wished  it 
not  to  be  forgotten  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  now  led  the  House, 
voted  for  that  Amendment  and  was 
present  through  the  whole  debate,  so 
that  he  had  no  excuse  for  suggesting 
that  he  went  into  the  lobby  without 
knowing  what  exactly  was  before  the 
House  and  what  had  transpired  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion.  Indeed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
actually  went  so  far  as  to  arraign  the 
action  of  the  then  Government.  He 
noticed  that  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  although  in  the  House, 
was  looking  the  other  way;  perhaps 
he  was  regretting  he  had  not  followed 
the  example  of  his  colleagues  and  left 
the  House,  for  he  also  made  an  extremely 
eloquent  speech  in  support  of  that 
Amendment,  and  if  he  had  forgotten  it 
he  would  be  only  too  pleased  to  refresh 
his  memory  by  reading  the  report  from 
Hansardy  with  a  copy  of  which  he  had 
fortified  himself.  But  that  was  not 
all.  Some  ten  days  ago  in  Committee 
on  the  Resolution  he  called  the  attention 
of  the  Attorney-Greneral — who,  although 
he  took  no  part  in  the  debate, 
certainly  voted  for  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  had  referred  —  to 
the  fact  that  the  Resolution  did  not 
appear  on  the  Order  Paper — an  omission 
which  gave  rise  to  the  debate  of  8th 
June,  1904.     It  was  true  that  the  Resolu- 


tion appeared  in  the  Votes,  but  then  hon. 
Members  had  not  time  to  read  through 
all  those  Papers  in  order  to  see  if  any  of 
the  Notices  had  reference  to  the  business 
for  the  day,  and  it  certainly  would  very 
much  simplify  matters  for  every  Member 
of  Parliament  if  there  appeared  on  the 
Order  Paper  for  the  day  all  ResolutionB 
and  Notices  which  referred  to  the  par- 
ticular business  to  be  dealt  with.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  pleaded 
the  other  day  that  he  was  not  very  pro- 
ficient in  Parliamentary  procedure  gave 
a  distinct  pledge  —  [the  Attornby- 
General  dissented] — gave  a  distinct 
pledge,  as  he  would  see  on  reference  to 
Hansard  when  printed — that  if  he  had 
been  guilty  of  any  error  he  would  remedy 
it.  Yet  in  spite  of  that  the  very  same 
cause  of  complaint  existed  that  day  and 
the  Resolution  he  had  to  move  did  not 
appear  on  the  Paper ;  indeed,  he  doubted 
if,  with  the  exception  of  himself  and 
possibly  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
there  was  a  Member  of  the  House  who 
had  seen  the  Resolution.  He  would  ask 
the  Attorney-General  how  it  was  that, 
having  given  a  distinct  pledge  in  this 
matter,  he  had  not  carried  it  out.  He 
had  also  a  question  to  put  to  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who  also  made 
a  speech  on  the  occasion  he  had  referred 
to  and  complained  that  the  Home  Office 
had  made  no  estimate  wliatever  of  the 
expenses  likely  to  be  incurred.  Inci- 
dentally, he  might  say  that  none  had 
been  made  in  this  instance.  But  the 
Financial  Secretary  on  the  occasion  in 
question  was  extremely  eloquent  and 
talked  in  a  most  determined  manner 
about  the  bad  practices  of  the  late  Gk)V- 
emment.  A  week  ago  only  he  asked  the 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  kindly  com- 
municate to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer the  feeling  which  existed  on  that 
side  of  the  House  and  request  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  take  steps  to  avoid 
a  recurrence  of  what  they  considered  to  be 
an  unnecessary  concealment  of  busi- 
ness to  be  taken  by  the  House.  The 
Financial  Secretary  in  reply  to  that 
appeal  nodded  and  smiled,  but  so  far 
as  he  could  see  there  had  been  no  other 
result.  If  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  right  in  their  assertion 
four  years  ago  that  the  Government 
were  acting  wrongly,  what  was  their 
position  to-day  ?     Were  they  going  to 
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stand  up  in  a  white  sheet  and  express 
penitence  for  their  own  shortcomings, 
or  were  they  going  to  carry  out  their  own 
promises  ?  He  thought  the  Attorney- 
General  might  have  made  a  better 
defence  than  he  did  a  week  ago.  He 
wished  to  be  perfectly  fair  to  him  in 
the  matter ;  he  might  have  retorted  that 
he  (Sir  F.  Banbury)  was  in  the  same 
boat  because  he  voted  in  a  contrary  way 
four  years  ago.  He  was  prepared  to 
admit  having  done  that,  but  he  desired 
at  the  same  time  to  giye  the  reason 
for  his  action.  The  Amendment  on 
that  occasion  was  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  now  held  office  as 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It 
was  not  such  a  good  Amendment  as  the 
one  he  was  now  submitting,  for  the 
reason  that  it  curtailed  and  limited  the 
expenditure  over  the  whole  Depart- 
ment, whereas  his  own  Amendment 
only  limited  it  in  so  far  as  the  Director 
and  Assistant  Director  were  concerned, 
and  it  was  a  very  important  dis- 
tinction. Then  again,  four  years  ago, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mixed  up 
two  questions — ^not  only  that  of  expendi- 
ture, but  also  whether  Resolutions  such 
as  these  ought  to  appear  on  the  Order 
Paper,  and  whether  or  not  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Treasury  to  have  made  an 
estimate.  That  was  one  of  the  points 
on  which  the  division  took  place,  and  it 
so  happened  that  on  that  occasion  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  the 
Treasury  to  have  made  an  estimate — 
an  accurate  estimate — of  the  possible 
expenditure.  Now  he  had  avoided  those 
difficulties  on  this  occasion  by  making 
his  Amendment  applicable  only  to  the 
salaries  of  the  well-lmown  and  recognised 
officials,  as  to  whom  there  could  be  no 
doubt  what  the  cost  would  be.  That 
consequently  justified  his  change  of 
front.  The  only  point  that  remained 
was  whether  or  not  these  Resolutions 
should  have  appeared  on  the  Order 
Paper,  and  on  that  he  would  point  out 
that  that  was  a  matter  over  which  he, 
as  a  private  Member,  had  no  control, 
and  seeing  that  he  could  not  distinguish 
as  between  different  parts  of  the  Amend- 
ment four  years  ago,  he  submitted  that  he 
was  justified  in  not  voting  against  his 
own  Party  when  the  result  might  have 
been  to  turn  his  own  friends  out  of  office. 
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What  would  have  been  the  outcome  of 
such  a  proceeding  ? 


*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  should  confine  his  remarks  to 
his  Amendment. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  would  do 
so.  That  Amendment  limited  the  ex- 
penditure to  £4,000  when  proposed  a 
week  ago,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  opposing  it  then  said  the 
reduction  was  too  large.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  meet  him  in  that  matter. 
He  did  not  wish  to  place  him  either  in 
the  disadvantageous  position  of  having 
too  much  money  voted,  for  he  quite 
sympathised  with,  and  was  always  ready 
to  help  him  in  any  effort  to  economise, 
especially  as  at  the  present  time  economy 
was  very  necessary.  He  had,  therefore, 
altered  his  Amendment  and  reduced  the 
figure  to  £3,000,  for  it  was  evident  that  if 
£4,000  was  too  much,  £3,000  was  more  or 
less  the  exact  figure  that  might  be  saved. 
Was  there  any  reason  why  those  figures 
should  not  be  inserted  in  the  Resolution  ? 
He  quite  admitted  that  when  a 
new  Department  was  set  up  it  was 
impossible  to  say  exactly  what  the 
expense  of  the  Department  as  a  whole 
would  be.  He  understood  that  there 
were  no  precedents  to  guide  the  Treasury 
in  this  case,  and  in  that  view  he  was 
confirmed  by  a  little  remark  made  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  year  1904— 

**  That  the  moment  they  employed  lawyers — 
and  he  knew  something  of  lawyers,  being  one 
himself — their  bills  did  not  come  to  a  trifle." 

That  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he 
had  not  by  his  former  Amendment 
limited  the  expenditure  over  the  new 
Department  as  a  whole,  but  confined  it 
merely  to  the  Director  and  Assistant 
Directors.  He  trusted  that  on  this 
occasion  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  accept  his  Amendment,  and  that 
if  a  similar  Resolution  were  moved  in 
the  future  he  would  carry  out  the  pledge 
given  him  a  few  days  ago,  that  such 
Resolution  should  be  placed  on  the  Order 
Paper.  As  he  could  not  speak  again, 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wished 
any  explanation  from  him  he  could  put 
to  him  interrogatories,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  reply.  This  was  an  extremely 
important  matter  and  was  not  confined  to 
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the  present  Resolution,  but  applied  to  all 
Resolutions  for  the  spending  of  money. 
An  hon.  Member  had  said  something 
about  giving  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man a  blank  cheque.  He  had  no  wish 
to  give  a  blank  cheque  to  the  Govern- 
ment, in  which  he  had  not  much  confi- 
dence, or  to  anyone.  Blank  cheques 
were  a  great  mistake.  Now  that  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
was  present  he  hoped  that  his  remarks 
would  bear  fruit,  and  that  some  dis- 
tinct understanding  would  be  come  to  as 
to  the  exact  course  to  be  pursued  in  the 
future.    He  begged  to  move. 

ColonelLOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Epping) 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  At  the  end  of  the  ReBolution  to  add  the 
words  '  such  salaries  not  to  exceed  £3,000  in 
hM:  ''—{Sir  F.  Banbury). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTORNEYGENERAL  (Sir 
W.  RoBSON,  South  Shields)  said  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  been  kind  enough 
to  invite  him  to  address  interrogatories 
to  him  in  order  to  elucidate  his  meaning. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
his  meaning  was  perfectly  obvious  and 
that  no  interrogatories  were  neces- 
sary. The  hon.  Baronet  had  drawn 
attention  to  some  previous  occasion 
when  he  alleged  that  a  like  Amendment 
had  been  proposed  to  a  like  Motion. 
He  was  not  quite  sure  that  they  were 
like.  It  was  somewhat  difficult  to 
imagine  a  Resolution  of  an  exactly 
similar  character  to  the  present  one,  which 
dealt  with  a  new  Department  founded  on 
the  necessities  of  a  new  Act,  which 
introduced  quite  an  unknown  quantity 
of  labour  in  the  administration  of  the 
law.  They  might  have  a  great  many 
new  Bills,  some  of  which  necessitated 
a  good  deal  of  labour,  while  others 
necessitated  little.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  to  argue  from  the  case  of 
one  Bill  to  the  case  of  another.  Con- 
sequently the  previous  instances  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Baronet  gave  the 
House  very  little  assistance.  The  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  think  that  there 
was  some  small  defect  on  the  part  of 

Sir  F.  Bambwry. 


the  Grovemment  in  regard  to  the  notice 
that  had  been  given  of  this  Motion. 
He  had  a  little  difficulty  in  understanding 
the  hon.  Baronet's  point  in  r^ard  to 
procedure ;  but  he  could  assme  him 
that  there  had  been  nothing  whatever 
unusual  in  the  procedure  on  the  present 


occasion. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  did  not 
allege  that  it  was  imusual,  but  that  it 
was  a  procedure  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  bad,  and  which  had  been  con- 
demned by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. _ 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  thought  that  tie 
hon.  Baronet  had  clarified  his  meaning. 
He  understood  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
suggest  that  it  had  been  an  nnnsoal 
procedure.  He  had  never  objected  to  a 
Resolution  like  the  present,  but  to  a  Reso- 
lution relating  to  another  Bill  altogether, 
which  was  a  very  different  matter.  If 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  show  him  a 
similar  Bill  to  the  present  he  would 
be  glad  to  consider  the  procedure  then 
adopted ;  but  in  the  present  case  the 
Government  had  followed  precisely  the 
procedure  invariably  adopted.  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
fallen  upon  some  observations  of  his 
on  another  Bill,  but  they  did  not  apply  to 
the  present  measure.  If  there  had  been 
miusual  procedure,  taken  inadvertently 
on  his  part,  he  would  have  endeavoured 
to  have  it  corrected,  but  that  was  not 
the  case.  He  now  came  to  the 
hon.  Baronet's  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Baronet's  memory  was  treacherous  in 
his  recollection  of  what  took  place  on 
the  last  occasion  on  which  this  Resolu- 
tion was  discussed.  What  he  then 
said  was  that  £4,000,  the  figure 
they  were  then  dealing  with,  might 
be  and  probably  would  be  excessive 
in  regard  to  the  initial  expenses 
of  the  new  Department,  but  that  it 
might  or  might  not,  and  probably  would 
not  be  adequate  having  regard  to  the 
ultimate  expenditure  which  might  be 
required  for  the  new  Department.  They 
proposed  to  add  simply  to  the  staff  of 
the  Department  a  new  Director  and  a 
few  additional  professional  clerks.  The 
i  number  of  the  existing  staff,  he  tbtNi^t, 
I  was  eleven,  who  would  be  tiana{eind,«iid 
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there  would  be  some  addition  of  short- 
hand   clerics    and    professional    clerks. 
Then     there     was     a     new     Director. 
At  present  they  had  not  resolved  on  the 
appointment  of  any  Assistant  Directors. 
They  would  wait  to  see  how  the  work 
developed  ;    and  he  hoped  that  for  some 
time  they  might  go  on  with  the  additional 
assistance    he    had    just    indicated.     In 
that  case  he  anticipated  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  £3,000  or  £4,000  would  be 
sufficient.     The  hon.  Baronet  said  that 
there  had  been  some  misconception  as 
to  the  meaning  of  his  Amendment  on  the 
last  occasion.     Certainly  he  took  it  to 
cover  the  salaries  and  expenses  of  the 
new  Department,    and   it    might    have 
been  open  to  that  ambiguity  of  interpre- 
tation.   However,    he    hoped   that   the 
£3,000  for  salaries  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  adequate  under  the 
arrangements  at  present  proposed,  though 
£3,000  would  not  be  adequate  if  it  was 
found  necessary  to  appoint  an  Assistant 
Director.     The  Treasury  themselves  were 
sanguine  on  the  point.     The  new  Director 
had  great  powers  of  work,  and  by  con- 
centrating his  great  abilities  on  his  work 
he  might  be  able  to  do  with  less  assistance 
than  was  contemplated  at  the  moment. 
It  was  impossible  to  say  how  many  appeals 
might  come  up  from  the  country  under 
the  new  Criminal  Appeal  Act.    When 
he  was  a  Recorder  in  the  North  he  repre- 
sented a  population  of  more  than  a  quarter 
of  a  million  and  during  ten  years  there 
had  been  no     appeal.    He  remembered 
on  one  occasion  inviting  that  an  appeal 
should  be  taken  on  a  point  of  law  which 
had  been  raised  and  which  he  had  over- 
ruled, but  no  appeal  was  actually  taken. 
But  under  the  facilities  nOw  given  for 
appeals  it  was  a  mere  speculation  what 
the    number    might    be.     They    must, 
therefore,  have  something  of  a  free  hand 
in  dealing  with  what  might  be  a  great 
accession  of  new  work  to  the  Department 
and  for  that  reason  he  was  unable  to  ac- 
accept    the    Amendment    of    the    hon. 
Baronet. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley)  said  that  surely  some  estimate 
of  the  proposed  expenditure  should  have 
been  provided  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  and  his  colleagues  at  the 
Treasuzy. 


Sir  W.  ROBSON:  That  has  been 
given  to  the  House. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
£4,000  was  asked  for,  but  that  he  did 
not  mean  to  spend  £4,000.  Beyond 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  given  no  information  to  the  House. 
All  he  said  was  that  he  could  give  no 
precise  indication  of  what  the  number 
of  appeals  might  be,  but  if  the  House 
was  to  vote  the  money  they  should  have 
more  information. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON :  All  the  informa- 
tion was  given  that  we  had  to  give. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  that  ib 
was  an  extraordinary  haphazard  way 
in  which  the  present  Treasury  conducted 
its  business.  He  thought  that  before 
the  financial  purists  spoke  they  ought  to 
note  that  they  had  not  received  a  more 
exact  estimate  than  that  which  was 
announced  by  the  Attorney-General. 
A  rather  surprising  and  curious  incident 
had  happened  that  morning,  viz., 
that  on  the  first  day  of  the  finan- 
cial year  Supplementary  Estimates 
had  been  presented  for  the  year  1908- 
1909.  Although  perhaps  they  could 
not  expect  any  more  precise  figures  from 
the  Attorney-General  he  was  surprised 
at  the  action  of  the  Treasury  in  this 
matter. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.)  said 
it  seemed  to  some  of  them  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  striving 
to  hide  as  long  as  he  possibly  could  the 
exact  expenditure  which  this  Bill  was 
going  to  cost  the  country,  and  he  thought 
he  would  be  the  last  person  to  cast  any 
blame  upon  them  for  striving  to  get  from 
him  something  more  reasonable  than 
the  explanation  with  which  he  had  just 
favoured  them.  He  thought  it  was 
extremely  lame  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  twit  his  hon.  friend  below 
him  with  not  being  able  to  produce  a 
Bill  on  all  fours  with  the  present  measure 
in  which  there  had  been  a  debate  upon 
the  Financial  Resolution  to  be  found  in 
Hansard,  He  might  have  given  a  some- 
what better  explanation  if  he  disagreed 
with   the   Amendment    which  the   hon. 
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Baronet  had  moved,  because,  after  all, 
although  the  Bill  to  which  his  hon. 
friend  referred  was  not  a  Bill  of  exactly 
the  same  nature,  still  it  was  one  which 
necessitated  a  Money  Resolution  practi- 
cally word  for  word  the  same  as  that 
under  discussion.  The  Amendment  was 
also  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  same, 
and  surely  the  legal  mind  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  G3ntlemen  would  recognise  that 
there  was  a  very  close  likeness  between 
the  two  cases.  He  wished  to  know 
what  had  occurred  to  change  the  mind 
of  front  b^nch  occupants,  since  upon 
the  Aliens  Bill  they  voted  in  one  direc- 
tion, and  now  came  down  to  the 
House  without  one  single  word  of  ex- 
planation to  eat  their  own  words  by 
voting  in  another.  He  did  not  accuse 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of 
breaking  the  ordinary  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  House  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  word  in  not  putting  his  Resolution 
on  the  Paper,  but  what  he  did  say  was 
that  as  the  present  members  of  the 
Government  felt  so  strongly  on  the 
subject  in  the  year  1904,  it  would  not  have 
been  outside  their  capabilities  to  put 
on  the  Notice  Paper  some  approximate 
statement  of  the  cost  in  this  instance. 
Although  in  doing  so  they  might 
have  departed  slightly  from  the  rules 
of  the  House  in  such  matters,  they 
would  not  have  found  a  single  Member 
on  those  benches  to  object  to  such  a 
trivial  divergence.  They  did  not  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  any  way  to 
infringe  the  rules  in  carrying  through 
such  an  ordinary  Resolution,  but  they 
did  ask  him  to  throw  a  little  light  on 
the  dark  secret.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  admitted  that  neither  he 
nor  his  friend  representing  the  Treasury 
had  the  slightest  idea  of  how  much  the 
amount  wanted  would  be.  If  such  a  state- 
ment had  been  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper 
they  would  at  least  have  the  satisfaction 
of  knowing  what  they  had  to  deal  with, 
and  it  would  not  have  been  necessary 
for  his  hon.  friend  to  have  moved  the 
Amendment.  There  had,  however,  been 
one  very  good  result  already  of  the 
debate,  because  the  other  day,  his  hon. 
friend  having  moved  an  Amendment 
in  regard  to  £4,000,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  presumed  in  order  to 
disarm  suspicion  and  criticiBm,  said  that 
Captain  Craig. 


it  was  hoped  that  the  gentlemAn  who 
was  to  fill  the  office  would  take  £3,000, 
and  the  debate  that  day  had  had  the 
efEect  of  inducing  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  reply  to  his  hon.  friend, 
although  the  Amendment  standing  on 
the  Paper  named  £3,000,  to  say  that  he 
thought  he  would  be  able  to  get  an 
eminent  gentleman  for  a  lesser  stun  than 
that.  He  dared  say  that  if  the  Resolution 
had  to  go  through  another  stage  in  the 
House  they  would  get  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  reduce  still 
further  the  salary  to  be  paid  to  the 
Public  Prosecutor.  At  all  events  he 
thought  these  financial  matters  should 
be  presented  to  the  House  in  a  more 
businesslike  way  in  future.  They  had, 
however,  got  valuable  information  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  he 
supposed  that  every  time  the  question 
arose  the  gentleman  who  aspired  to  the 
post,  or  the  gentleman  who  was  in  the 
view  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
would  get  cheaper  and  cheaper,  because 
he  went  down  from  £4,000  to  £3,000  on 
the  last  occasion,  and  that  day  he  had 
gone  down  from  £3,000  to  £2,000.  That 
at  all  events  proved  that  these  debates 
upon  Financial  Resolutions  had  the 
effect  of  impressing  a  little  economy 
on  this  spendthrift  Government.  Then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord  that  they  were 
in  possession  of  just  exactly  the  same 
information  as  the  Treasury.  That 
was  a  very  serious  admission,  because 
no  one  in  the  House  could  say  that 
they  had  the  slightest  information  what- 
ever on  the  subject.  Therefore  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  admitted 
that  the  Treasury  were  backing  him  up 
in  a  matter  of  which  they  also  knew 
absolutely  nothing.  The  cursory  state- 
ment which  they  had  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  when  the  matter 
was  last  before  them  was  as  unsatis- 
factory as  his  statement  that  -day; 
it  amounted  to  this,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  officials  of  the  Treasury, 
as  far  as  the  machinery  and  the  back- 
bone of  the  Bill,  the  paying  out  of  the 
money,  were  concerned,  were  absolutely  in 
the  dark.  Another  important  point  was 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
told  them  that  the  Bill  would  indirectly 
provoke  appeals. 
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Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  I  did  not  use  the 
expression  "  provoke."  I  said  it  would 
lead  to  appeals. 

Captain  CRAIG  said  that  that  admis- 
sion made  the  matter  all  the  more  serious, 
because  in  that  case  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor might  not  onl^  have  to  appoint 
one  assistant  but  two  or  three.  If  the 
Bill  was  going  to  instigate  appeals 
throughout  the  country  they  ought 
certainly,  on  a  Money  Resolution,  to  have 
some  figures  before  them.  They  ought 
to  be  told  the  number  of  criminal  appeals 
during  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  and 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
expected  that  that  number  would  be  in- 
creased by  5  or  10  per  cent,  or  whatever 
the  figure  was.  There  would  have  been 
something  logical  and  tangiole  then  for 
them  to  deal  with.  The  point  was  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself 
had  indicated  that  this  measure  would 
create  a  large  amount  of  work  for  the 
officials  he  was  appointing  and  pacing  by 
this  Resolution,  and  yet  he  had  no  informa- 
tion to  give  them,  nor  had  the  Treasur}. 
He  should  certainly  vote  with  his  hon. 
friend  as  a  protest  against  the  way  in 
which  business  was  being  carried  on. 

f  Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
thought  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  had  done  a  great  ser- 
vice to  the  interests  of  economy  in  calling 
attention  to  the  haphazard  way  in  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
producedhis  Financial  Resolution  on  which 
this  Bill  was  founded.  They  were  told, 
as  he  understood,  that  the  duties  which 
would  be  imposed  by  the  Bill  would  be 
very  nunterous  and  very  onerous,  and 
would  take  up  dO  much  time  that  it 
would  be  impossible  that  the  work 
could  be  done  in  the  office  of  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury.  Under  the  Act  of  1884 
constituting  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  to 
the  Treasury  and  giving  him  control  of 
these  prosecutions,  that  official  had  been 
able  to  appoint  any  number  of  Assistant 
Solicitors  with  the  same  power  as  himself  to 
carry  out  the  work.  When  he  ventured  to 
call  attention  to  this  point  on  a  previous 
stage  and  pointed  out  that  a  Com- 
nuttee  had  reported  in  favour  of  com- 
bining the  offices  of  Public  Prosecutor 
and  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury,  the  answer 
he   got  was  that  the  ^Report  of   1884 


was  many  years  ago,  and  that  the 
Act  based  upon  it  was  also  many  years 
ago.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
insisted,  however,  a.<»  irt  the  case  of  all 
Radical  legislation,  on  going  still  further 
back,  and  instead  of  being  satisfied  with 
the  Act  of  1884  he  re-enacted  the  Act  of 
1879  which  was  condemned  by  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  in  1884  on  account 
of  its  extravagant  expense.  The  two 
offices  were  combined  in  1884  and  now 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposed 
again  to  separate  them.  He  desired  to  call 
attention  to  the  expense  that  would  be 
incurred  by  his  so  doing.  He  gathered 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
the  expense  would  be  very  great  because  of 
the  new  labours  which  would  be  thrown 
on  these  gentlemen.  But  they  were 
told  there  was  to  be  only  one  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions.  He  therefore  sug- 
gested that  the  e\pense  in  setting  up 
these  various  offices,  and  all  the  details 
necessary,  of  shorthand  writers  and 
clerks  merely  to  assist  one  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions,  appeared  to  be  very 
extravagant.  With  regard  to  the  salary 
of  the  Director  himself  let  them  not  err 
on  the  side  of  undue  economj.  If  it 
was  necessary  to  set  up  this  officer  they 
should  '^t  an^  rate  pay  him  well.  The 
Public  Prosecutor  would  be  a  gentleman 
upon  whom  the  greatest  responsibility 
would  rest,  and  it  would  be  in  the 
interests  of  neither  economy  nor  justice 
that  a  gentleman  placed  in  that  position 
should  have  an  inadequate  salaiy.  He 
was  sure  his  hon.  friend  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  would  not 
criticise  in  a  hostile  manner  an  adequate 
salary  for  this  gentleman.  What  tbey 
thought  was  that  when  a  Financial  Resolu- 
tion of  this  character  was  brought  in 
there  ought  to  be  some  details  of  the 
expenditiiire  it  was  expected  would  be 
incurred. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  having,  as  he 
said,  followed  this  matter  from  the 
first,  expressed  considerable  sympathy 
with  the  Attorney  -  General,  who  by 
the  speeches  he  had  made  upon  the 
subject  had  placed  himself  in  an  im- 
possible position.  First  of  all,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  he  was 
unable  to  form  any  estimate.  Had  any 
communication  passed  since  between 
the    hon.  and  learned    Gentleman    and 
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the  Treasury  ?  Because  if  so,  he  must  now 
have  some  further  information  beyond 
that  which  the  House  possessed.  Having 
said  that  he  was  unable  to  form  an 
estimate  of  the  cost  he  now  said  he 
only  intended  to  appoint  one  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions.  He  could  tell 
pretty  well  what  that  would  cost. 

Captain  CRAIG  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  forty  Members  were  not 
present.  House  counted;  and  forty 
Members  being  found  present — 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  it  would 
not  be  difficult  for  the  Government 
to  bring  in  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate if  in  the  next  six  months  it  was 
found  necessary  owing  to  the  increase  of 
work  to  increase  the  stafi.  It  was 
patent  that  this  Government  had  no 
title  to  be  called  an  economical  Govern- 
ment, when  on  this,  the  first  day  of  the 
financial  year,  they  brought  in  a  Reso- 
lution of  such  an  indefinite  character. 
What  he  was  anxious  to  know,  and 
he  would  ask  the  Solicitor-General  to 
afEord  the  House  the  information,  was 
whether  the  Government  had  in  their 
mind  the  gentleman  they  intended  to 
appoint  to  this  position.  If  they  were 
only  going  to  appoint  one  Director  they 
obviously  must  know  the  amount  of 
salary  they  proposed  to  ofier,  and,  there- 
fore, the  ambiguity  need  not  apply  to 
the  Resolution.  When  the  question 
was  before  the  House  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion the  Attorney-General  candidly  con- 
fessed that  he  had  not  read  the  ex- 
tremely powerful  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  question  of  the  separation 
of  these  offices.  But  the  time  had 
arrived  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  give  serious  attention 
to  the  opinions  expressed  in  that  Report, 
signed  as  it  was  by  Sir  William  Harcourt 


and  other  eminent  Members  of  the  Party 
opposite  and  of  other  sides  of  the  House, 
most  of  them  being  ex-Miiiisters.  The 
matter  had  been  regarded  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  small  one,  yet  four  years 
had  hardly  elapsed  since  on  a  simihr 
question  in  connection  with  the  Aliens 
Bill  four  Members  of  the  present  Goyem- 
ment,  beginning  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  spoke  very  strongly  upon 
the  subject  and  voted  against  the  Resolu- 
tion. The  present  Resolution  was 
on  all  fours  with  that  brought  in  by 
the  late  Government  in  connection  with 
the  Aliens  Bill.  The  Attomey-G^eral 
now  told  the  House  that  he  could 
not  fix  the  figure  because  he  could 
not  tell  how  the  work  would  develope 
and  what  would  be  the  amount 
of  stafi  required.  That  was  exactly  the 
case  in  the  Aliens  Bill.  It  was  im- 
possible to  state  how  many  officers 
would  be  required  or  of  what  the  equip- 
ment at  the  various  ports  would  consist 
The  Government  of  the  day  advanced 
practically  the  same  argument  as  that 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  most  emphatic 
on  the  necessity  of  fixing  the  amoimt  of 
the  Estimate.  If  the  principles  applied 
by  the  Government  in  this  financial 
Resolution  were  applied  to  private  busi- 
ness imdertakings,  in  a  very  short  time 
the  undertakings  would  be  bankrupt. 
It  was  regarded  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  a  small  matter, 
but  it  was  a  matter  of  vital  principle  of 
the  business  management  that  should  be 
applied  to  the  whole  of  the  work  of  the 
Gtovemment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :   Ayes,  70 ;   Noes, 
272.    (Division  List  No.  63.) 


Acland.Hood,Rt  Hn.SirAlex.P 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletcher,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Barrie,  H.  T.  ( Londonderry ,N.) 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beokett,  Hon.  Grervase 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bowles,  Q.  Stewart 

Mr.  Claude  Hay 


AYES. 

Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Campbell,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  H.  M. 
Carlile,  E.  Hildred 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cochrsne,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Cbrbett,  T.  L  (Down,  North) 
Courthope,  G.  Loyd 
Craiff,Charle8  Curtis(Antrim,  S. 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 


Dizon.Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A  Akers- 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Heats,  W.) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A  (Bristol,  West) 
Gretton,  John 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
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Hardy,  LanTence(Kent,A8hf  rd 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  Qeorge 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Loe, Arthur  H.(  Hants, Fareham 
Lock  wood, RUHn.  Lt..Col.A.  R 
Long.  Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin,S) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
M'Calmont,  Colonel  James 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 


Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,Herbert  Pike(  Darlington 
Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,Ecclesall) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD. 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,East) 
Starkey,  John  R.  


Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wilson, A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and 
Captain  Craig. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork.N.E.) 

Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Agnew,  Cieorge  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Ambrose,  Robert 

Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 

Asquith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,E.) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  John 

Barlow,  Sir  John  E.  (Somerset) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  Redmond  J.  (Tyrone,N 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,W.(T*w'r  Hamlets,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Bethell,Sir  J.H.(Essez,Romf  rd 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W. 

Boland,  John 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Brace,  William 

Branch,  James 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  William 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornley 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C  H(Su9sex.E.Grinst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  Sir  William  Randal 


NOES. 

Crooks,  William 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 
Curran,  Peter  Francis 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Da  vies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dalany,  William 
Devlin,  Joseph 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,C.(  Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,Major  E.Martin(  Walsall 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Esslemont,  George  Birnie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Waltei- 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Fullerton,  Hugh 
Furness,  Sir  Christopher 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gilhooly,  James 
Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert  John 
Glen-Coats,  Sir  T.(Renfrew,W. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Gurdon,Rt  Hn.Sir  W.Brampton 
Gwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 
Hall,  Frederick 
Halpin,  J. 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk 
Hart-Davies,  T. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Har  vey ,  W.  E.  (DerbyshircN.  E . 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Hizleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
H'^jnderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robertj 
Hodge,  John 


Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Holt,  Richard  Durning 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

H^rridge,  Thomas  Gardner 

Howard,  Hon.  Godfrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kilbride,  Denis 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutstord) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lloyd-Greorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Mac  Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,E.) 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M'Crae,  George 

M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M'Killop,  W. 

M'Laren,  Sir  C.  B.  (Leicester) 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Markham,  Arthur  Basil 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan, Francis  E.(Leitrim,N.) 

Meehan,  Patrick  A.  (Queen'sCo. 

Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 
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Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Muldoon,  John 
Murnaghan,  George 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Napier,  T.B. 
Nicholls,  George 
Nicholson,Charles  N  (DoncastV 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Tatrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  James(Wicklow,W.) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
0'Donnell,T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley,  William 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pearson, W.H.M.  (Suffolk,  Eye) 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Philipps,  Col.  Ivor  (S'thampton 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,C.E.  (Edinb'gh.Central)   . 
Price,  Robert  John(Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley,W.E.B.  (Bradford,E.) 
Pullar,  Sir  Robert 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Richards,  Thomas(W.Monm'th 

Richardson,  A. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson,  S. 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton  under  Ljme 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seddon,  J. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shackle  ton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.(Hawick  B.)l 

Sheehy,  David 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 

Stewart,  Hal  ley  (Greenock) 

Strachcy,  Sir  Edward 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 


Tennant,  Sir  EdwardKSftliBbaiy 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,David  Alfred(Merthyr 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Wadsworth,  J. 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (ClcMskmann&n 
Wason,  John  Cathcart(  Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax 
Whittaker,  Sir  Thomaa  Palmer 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williamson,  A. 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.(Hull,'W. ) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  fob  the  Noes — Bir. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Lewis. 


PROSECUTION  OF  OFFENCES    (AMEND- 
MENT)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed 
the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence, 
owing  to  indisposition,  of  the  Chairman 
of  "Ways  and  Means. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Caldwell  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.) 
in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1 : 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  moved  the 
omission,  after  "  The  provisions  of  Sec- 
tion 2  of  the  Prosecution  of  Offences 
Act,  1884,"  of  the  words  "which 
unite  the  office  of  Director  of  Public 
Prosecutions  with  that  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor."  He  contended  that  the  words 
were  wholly  unnecessary,  and  the 
reference  given  would  be  entirely  mis- 


leading, seeing  that  the  Act  of  1884  was 
repealed  in  toto  in  the  schedule  of  the 
Bill.  Another  part  of  the  Act  of  1884 
dealt  with  the  office  of  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions,  and  the  reference 
to  a  number  of  provisions  in  that 
Act  was  meaningless.  It  was  very 
surprising  that  the  words  should  have 
been  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Bill,  but 
he  supposed  the  Attomey-Greneral  had 
been  occupied  in  other  work,  or  he 
would  not  have  overlooked  such 
a  drafting  matter.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
accept  the  Amendment.  He  had  the 
whole  of  the  references,  but  he  did  not 
want  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House. 
If,  however,  the  Amendment  was  re- 
sisted, he  would  be  obliged  to  make 
further  remarks. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  from  *  1884  * 
to  the  word  *  shall,*  inline  7." — Mr.  Claude  Hay. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  Dart  a£ 
the  clause." 
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Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  the  words  were 
not  unnecessary ;  they  were  there  simply 
as  a  matter  of  convenient  explanation 
in  order  to  save  any  one  who  read  the 
Bill  from  the  necessity  of  referring  to 
the  Act  of  1884.  That  was  the  whole 
reason.  The  reference  was  explanatory 
and  nothing  else. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  would 
not  put  himself  in  antagonism  on  a 
legal  point  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  but  he  thought  the  words 
instead  of  simplifying  the  matter  and 
helping  lawyers  to  understand  it 
would  have  exactly  the  contrary  effect. 
The  clause  of  the  Act  of  1884  to  which 
the  reference  related  was  as  follows — 

"  On  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  ap- 
pointments made  in  pursuance  of  the  principal 
Act  are  revoked,  and  the  person  for  the  time 
being  holding  the  office  of  Solicitor  for  the 
affairs  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  shall  be  the 
Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  and  perform  the 
duties  and  have  the  powers  of  such  Director." 

Then  Section  3  of  the  Solicitors  Act 
of  1876  authorised  any  Assistant  Solicitor 
for  the  affairs  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury 
to  act  on  behalf  of  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury  in  his  capacity  of  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions.  They  knew  the 
ingenuity  of  the  legal  mind  and  they 
knew  the  little  points  that  were  taken 
when  a  case  was  before  the  Law  Courts 
so  that  either  delay  was  caused  or  an 
end  put  altogether  to  the  proceedings. 
It  might  be  held  that  the  second  para- 
graph of  Clause  2  of  the  Prosecution  of 
Offences  Act  did  not  unite  the  ofl&ces 
of  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  and 
Treasury  Solicitor,  but  only  authorised 
the  Assistant  Solicitor  to  assist  the 
Director  of  PubUc   Prosecutions. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  forty  Members  were  not  present. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  I  have 
already  ascertained  that  there  are  more 
than  forty  Members  present. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  Not  since  the 
House  has  been  in  Committee. 

♦Phe  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  It  does 
not  matter.  Besides^that^there  has  been 
a  rtoent  diviBion. 

VOL  OLXXXVIL  [Fourth  Ssriss.] 


Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  they  wante 
to|make  thejmeaning  of  the  clausejad 
clear  as  possible.  He  was  inclined  to 
think  the  schedule  contradicted  theses 
words;  the  two  were  not  consistent. 
If  these  words  were  in,  the  schedule 
ought  to  be  amended,  but  if  they 
were  cut  out  the  scehdule  could  be 
left  as  it  was.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  better  accept  the  Amend- 
ment because  then  they  would  not  have 
to  make  any  alteration  in  the  schedule. 
It  had  just  struck  him  that  the  reason 
why  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment  was, 
possibly,  that  his  interpretation  was 
correct.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man told  them  he  only  intended  to 
appoint  one  Director,  but  they  might 
anticipate  a  certain  number  of  appeals — 

*The  DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN:  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question,  whic  i 
is  whether  these  words,  which  are  merely 
explanatory  of  the  section,  should  be  in 
or  not.  They  have  no  enacting  effect 
and  the  section  is  repealed  by  the 
schedule. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  it  was  he  who 
had  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
schedule  took  all  the  words  out  and  there 
was  no  reason  in  leaving  them  in  unless 
there  was  some  uHerior  object.  It 
might  be  that  when  they  came  to  the 
schedule  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  mean  to  amend  it. 

*The  deputy-chairman  :  These 
words  cannot  be  put  beyond  their  de- 
finite meaning  which  is  explanatory  of 
the  contents  of  the  section.  They  are 
not  enacting  words. 

Sir    F.    BANBURY    said    that    was 
quite  true,  but  if  these  words  were  l3ft 
in  would  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
repeal  section  have  any  effect  or  not  ? 
If  it  had  the  same  effect  whether  the 
words   were   in    or    out,    the    Amend- 
ment    should     be    accepted,     because 
it   had    always   been  held   that   in    an 
Act  of  Parliament  the  fewer  words  put 
in  the  better,  and  that  words  should  r.ct 
be  put  in  unless  they  had  an  object  ai  d 
meaning.    These  words  had  no  object 
and  no  meaning,  and  the  effect  would  be 
exactly  the  same  whether  they  were  ia 
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or  out.     He  hoped  tlie  Amendment  would 
be  pressed  to  a  division. 

"^  ^PTAiN  CRAIG  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ought  to  accept  the 
Amendment  for  a  reason  which  had  not 
been  touched  on.  It  certainly  struck  him, 
on  looking  at  the  wording,  that  it  was 
a  matter  more  of  Memoranda  that  might 
be  attached  to  the  Bill,  than  of  the 
wording  of  the  Bill  itself.  He  took  it 
that  the  Attorney-General  in  drafting 
the  section  took  it  upon  himself  to  lay 
down  that  Section  2  of  the  Prosecu- 
tion of  Offences  Act,  1884,  united  the 
offices  of  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions 
and  Treasury  Solicitor.  He  took  it  that 
that  was  a  matter  for  discussion,  and 
not  a  matter  to  set  out  in  a  clause  of 
that  Bill.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  .correct  in  his  decision 
that  the  words  were  not  necessary  and 
were  merely  put  there  in  order  to  be 
a  convenience  to  people,  was  there  not  a 
great  fear  that  the  very  effect  of  leaving 
the  words  in  would  lead  to  endless 
litigation  in  the  future  ?  .  If  the  word^ 
were  practically  an  explanatory  note, 
and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
intended  to  insist  that  the  section 
united  the  two  offices,  it  might  be  just 
as  reasonable  for  him  to  go  on  and 
explain  what  else  Section  2  did.  Was 
the  Bill  to  be  overburdened  with  un- 
official statements  of  that  sort  ?  If 
the  Bill  was  drafted  in  that  way,  if 
there  was  as  much  surface  matter  running 
through  it  as  in  the  first  few  lines,  there 
must  be  some  fault  somewhere.  He 
could  not  conceive  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whose  colleague  appeared  to 
be  giving  way  on  the  matter,  stating 
that  the  words  were  unnecessary,  and 
at  the  same  time  that  he  must  have 
them  in  the  Bill.  If  the  words  were 
unnecessary  they  should  be  struck  out.. 
If  they  were  necessary  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  explain  more 
fully  wlky  they  were  necessary.  The 
greatest  possible  care  should  be  taken 
in  introducing  extraneous  matter.  He 
should  certainly  vote  with  his  hon. 
friend  iii  order  to  elicit  a  more  reasonable 
e^^OBe  for  including  the  words. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  the  Attorney- 
General  had  not  really  given  any  ex- 
planation bu*:  had  made  his  case  worse. 

Sir  F.  Ba/nhury. 


He  said  the  words  were  in  the  nature 
of  an  explanation,  but  they  only 
partially  described  the  section  to  which 
they  referred  and  did  not  give  a  true 
index  to  its  purport.  Whenever  they 
proposed  to  put  words  in  they  were 
told  they  could  not  be  accepted  be- 
cause the  great  thing  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  to  have  simpbcity  and 
as  few  words  as  possible.  Now  they 
were  told  they  were  wrong,  and  that 
these  words  which  were  meaningless  and 
misleading  must  be  left  in.  It  was  quite 
clear  that  the  Bill  had  been  prepared  in 
a  very  slipshod  way,  with  the  idea,  he 
supposed,  that  it  did  not  much  matter 
because  it  would  be  put  through  the 
House  without  discussion.  He  was  glad 
to  think  they  were  giving  this  measure 
and  would  give  all  similar  measures 
close  attention,  so  that  they  would  not 
see  things  run  hurriedly  through  the 
House  with  bad  and  slipshod  wording, 
giving  trouble  thereafter  and  putting  the 
country  to  unnecessary  expense  in  ascer- 
taining in  Courts  of  Law  the  proper 
meaning  of  words  in  Acts  of  Pe^rliament. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Attorney- 
General  to  give  his  own  interpretation  of 
the  words  and  the  necessity  for  having 
them  in  the  Bill.  They  all  had  proper 
respect  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's opinion,  but  the  Judges  in  inter- 
preting the  Act  would  not  be  guided  by 
the  words  that  had  fallen  from  him. 
He  appealed  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  meet  an  absolutely  reason- 
able and  simplifying  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  the  difficulty 
complained  of  could  not  arise  because 
the  whole  of  the  section  in  question  wfs 
repealed  in  the  schedule. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  said  the  words 
proposed  were  intended  to  make  the 
matter  clear  and  to  obviate  the  dis- 
advantages which  always  arose  from 
legislation  by  reference.  The  incli- 
sign  of  some  such  words  as  those  con- 
tained in  the  Amendment,  he  thought, 
was  desirable.  He  could  not  undei- 
stand  why  the  clause  did  not  start  by 
saying  that  the  offices  of  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  and  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury  should  no  longer  be  united. 
That  would  have  been  far  simpler 
and     the     clause     would     then    have 
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commenced  by  saying  exactly  what  was  I 
intended,  without  containing  this  peculiar  | 
parenthesis,  the  intention  of  which  they 
appreciated,  but  which  he  was  informed 
many    lawyers    considered    would    lead ' 
to  ambiguity  in  future.     Would  it  not 
be  possible  for  the  Attorney-Greneral  to 
meet  the  views  of  his  hon.   friend  by 
undertaking   at  a    subsequent   stage  to 
redraft  the  beginning  of  the   clause   so 
as  to  make  it  clear  what  its  object  was, 
and  then  it  would  not  be  open  to  the 
objection  which  had  been  raised. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  George 
Whiteley,  Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Pudsey) 
made  an  appeal  to  the  Opposition  to  let 
this  Bill  go  through.  As  the  House  was 
aware  it  was  originally  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  take  the  Housing  BiD 
that  day,  but  owing  to  strong  repre- 
sentations from  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite 
they  agreed  to  postpone  it,  and  he  came 
to  an  agreement  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemin  the  Member  for  Somerset 
that  instead  of  taking  the  Housing  Bill 
he  should  give  them  the  first  four  Orders 
on  the  Paper.  The  fourth  Order,  the 
Children  Bill,  was  of  some  importance, 
and  a  great  many  hon.  Members  wished 
to  discuss  it.  It  would  be  very  much  to 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  they  could 
get  to  that  measure  and  shorten  the 
present  discussion. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  such  arrangement  had 
.  been  made,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
right  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  ask 
them  to  curtail  the  discussion  upon  an 
important  Bill  because  another  impor- 
tant measure  was  to  come  on  later.  He 
was  prepared  to  move  to  report  pro- 
gress. [Cries  of  "No,  no."]  They 
had  a  right  to  discuss  every  Bill  and 
now  the  Party  of  freedom  of  speech, 
the  Radical  Party,  were  laying  down  that 
Bills  were  not  to  be  discussed,  but 
passed  without  discussion  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  bring^  on  a  Bill  to  which 
they  attached  importance.  The  proper 
course  to  take  was  to  report  progress 
and  resume  the  discussion  on  some  other 
occasion.  He  begged  to  move  to  report 
progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  progress 


iind  ask  leave   to   sit   again." — (Sir   F. 

Banbury). 

r 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  he  must  prcj 
test  against  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  just  said.  He  had  just  said 
that  before  8.15  some  four  or  five  Bills 
were  to  be  rushed  through  the  House. 
He  hoped  that  afternoon  would  be  a  lesson 
to  the  Government  in  thinking  that  they 
were  going  to  ride  roughshod  over  the 
liberties  of  hon.  Members  in  respect  of 
important  Bills  affecting  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  subje'^.t.  ^ 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY  said  he 
only  intervened  to  mention  the  arrange- 
ment which  had  been  come  to.  It 
lYould  bause  great  inconvenience  if  they 
could  not  adhere  to  agreements  arrived 
at  between  the  Whips. 

Captain  CRAIG  said  he  was  not  aware 
that  any  arrangement  had  been  come  to. 
They  were,  however,  in  the  hands  of 
the  Patronage  Secretary,  and  he  would 
ask  him  to  postpone  this  Bill.  The  other 
Bills  alluded  to  were  not  important, 
and  they  might  be  discussed  on  some 
I  other  occasion.  There  was  a  desire 
I  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition  to  discuss 
the  Amendments  to  this  Bill  on  the 
Paper,  and  a  few  hours  some  other  day 
might  suffice.  They  might  even  drop 
one  of  the  Bills  which  had  proved  so 
unpopular. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  would  only 
ask  for  an  hour  upon  some  other  occasion. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  this  Depart- 
ment should  be  authorised  by  18th  April, 
and  by  that  time  they  should  be  able 
to  make  not  anticipatory  but  authori- 
tative arrangements.  The  Bill  had 
been  accepted  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 

I  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  and  both 
sides  of  the  House  were  equally  anxious 
that  it  should  pass  forthwith.     He  hoped 

,  the  Committee  would  not  accede  to  tlip 

j  Motion  to  report  progress: 

Mr.   RAWLINSON  (Cambridge   Uni- 

I  versity  said  the  Bill  was  urgent  and  he 

I  agreed    that  it    was    necessary   if    the 

I  Ciiminal  Appeal  Act  was  to  work  at  all. 

He  hoped  his  hon.   friends   would   not 

U  2 
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press  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  debate,  although  he  sympathised 
with  the  criticisms  in  regard  to  the 
ftriancial  Resolution. 

Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  (Anglesey) 
asked  the  Chief  Opposition  Whip  to 
exercise  a  little  supervision  and  control 
over  his  followers  ["Oh,   oh !  "J 

Mb.  RAWLINSON :  That  is  not  the 
way  to  get  it.     We  are  not  sheep. 

Mr.  EL1.IS  GRIFFITH  said  the  Bi  1 
Mias  urgent,  and  although  their  appeals 
to  hon.  Gentlpmen  opposite  had  net 
succeeded  he  was  sure  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  made 
in  vain.  The  debate  up  to  the  present 
had  been  of  a  most  frivolous  character. 

^p  CLAUDE  HAY  asked  if  the  word 
"  f livolous  "  was  Parliamentary  ? 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  It  is 
not  unparliamentary,  but  it  is  irrelevant. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Anglesey  had  not 
poured  oil  on  the  troubled  wafters  when 
he  described  the  discussion  as  frivolous. 
With  regard  to  the  agreement  which 
had  been  referred  to,  no  man  was  more 
inxious  than  he  was  to  carry  out  any 
Arrangement  entered  into  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Somer- 
set. The  Amendments  to  be  moved 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
would  I notji  prevent  the  Children  Bill 
being  taken  before  8.15.  All  the 
oSect  of  considering  these  Amendments 
would  be  to  curtail  the  discussion  on 
the  Children  Bill.  Why  should  the 
Membeis  of  the  Opnosition  finish  their 
discussion  on  the  Committee  stage  of 
this  Bill,  because  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Government  sidj  wished  to  discuss 
another  Bill?  They  should  bring  pres- 
sure to  bear  on  their  Government  to  give 


them  sufficient  time  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  in  which  they  were  interested. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  that  arj- 
arrangement  arrived  at  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  loyally  carried 
out  on  that  side  of  the  House,  but  the 
present  situation  did  not  arise  from  any- 
thing done  by  them.  They  were 
doing  their  duty  in  discussing  the 
Bill  now  before  the  Committee,  and 
if  the  discussion  prevented  the  considera- 
tion of  other  Bills,  the  blame  was  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  thought  the  Grovernment  should 
not  be  so  greedy ;  they  should  treat 
their  opponents  with  some  regard  for 
the  rights  and  liberties  of  private 
Members.  He  was  greatly  interested 
in  the  Children  Bil^  and  he  would 
like  to  have  the  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing forward  some  points  in  the  Second 
Reading  debate.  The  measure  was  so 
important  that  he  doubted  whether 
there  would  be  sufficient  time  for  its 
discussion  that  day.  He  resented  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  When  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  opposition  in  the  last 
Parliament  he  never  considered  the 
convenience  of  their  Government,  but 
took  the  course  which  he  thought  proper 
in  advancing  his  views.  He  appealed 
to  the  Patronage  Secretary  not  to  trv 
when  framing  the  Order  Paper  to  rufh 
through  Bills  of  this  character.  Tie 
discussion  of  matters  of  the  greatest 
importance  was  interfered  with  when 
they  endeavoured  to  do  too  much  in  one 
day. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  asked  leave  to 
withdraw   his   Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  282  * 
Noes,  7L     (Division  List  No.  64) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkins,  W.  Ryhnd  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
AMen,  Percy 

J^.  I^au'litiBoni 


AYES. 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Armstrong,  W.  C.  Heat  on 
Ashton,  Thomas  Oair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 
Atherley* Jones,  L. 


Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury.E. ) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barker,  John  ^ 

Barlow,  Sir  John  £.  (Somerset) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford; 
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Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  Redmond  J.(Tyrone,N.) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Beck.  A.  Cecil 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Beim,W.(T'w'r  Hainlet8,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  £.  N. 

BctheIl,SirJ.H.(E88ex,Romfrd 

Black,  Arthur  W. 

Boland,  John 

Boulton,  A.  C.T. 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Brace,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Blight,  J.  A. 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  William 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Pancras,W 

Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 

Corbett.C  H(Sussex,E.Grin8t*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  Sir  William  Randal 

Crooks,  William 

Crosfield,  A.  H. 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

Da  vies,  Timothy  <Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Delsuiy,  William 

Devlin,  Joseph 

Dickinson.W.  H.(St.Pancras,N 

Dillon,  John 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Fumess 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(  Walsall 

Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Esslemont,  George  Bimie  ' 

Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Fiennee,  Hon.  Eustace 

FindUy,  Alexander 


Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freebian 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gilhooly,  James 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJolm 

Glen-Coats  Sir  T.  (Renfrew,  W 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,RtHn.SirW.  Brampton 

Hall,  Frederick 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,  George  A.  (SuflPolk) 

Hart- Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey,  W.  E.(Derby8hir©,N.E. 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Hedffes,  A.  Paget 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,  J.M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Hiffham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hodge,  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Holt,  Richard  Duming 

Homiman,  Emslie  Jofaji 

Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

I.lria,  I.  H.  W. 

lllixigworth,  Percy  H. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kearley,  Hudson  £. 

Kelley,  George  P. 

Kilbride,  Denis 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

Maopherson,  J.  T. 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charle8  (Donegal,E.) 

M*Crae,  George 

M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M*Killop,W. 
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M'Laren,  Sir  C.  B.  (Leicester) 
M'Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
M*Mioking,  Major  G. 
3Iaddison,  Frederick 
Mallet,  Charles  E. 
Markham,  Arthur  Basil 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 
Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 
Meagher,  Michael 
Meehan,Franois  E.  (Leitrim,  N. 
Meehan,Patrick  A.  (Queen's  Co. 
Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 
Montagu,  E.  S. 
Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morrell,  Philip 
Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleopha» 
Muldoon,  John 
Mumaghan,  George 
Napier,  T.  B. 
Nicholls,  George 
Nicholson,Charle8  N.(Donca8t*r 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norman,  Sir  Henry 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
0'Connor,James  ( Wicklow,  W.) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'DonneU,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pearson, W.H.M.  (Suffolk,  Eye) 
Philippe,  CoL  Ivor  (S'thampton 
Philipps.  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Price,Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 
Priestley,  W.E.B.  (Bradford,E.) 
Pullar,  Sir  Robert 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Richards,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 
Richards,T.  F.  (Wolverh'mpt'n 
Richardson,  A- 
Ridsdale,  E.  A. 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln; 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside^ 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  East)] 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas         ,^ 
Rowlands,  J.  j         '\\ 

Runciman,  Walter    T      1    '    ; 
RusseU,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Scott,A.H.  (Ashton  uider  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seddon,  J. 
Seely,  Colonel 
Shackleton,  David  James 
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Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,Hn.A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas.David  Alfred  (Merthyr 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,  J.  W.H  (Somerset,  E 
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Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tomkinson,  James 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 
Toulrain,  George 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Wads  worth,  J. 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Ward,  WDudley(  Southampton 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 


White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Sir  Thomas  Palmer 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williamson,  A. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Wopcestersh-N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancraa,  8.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey,  R.    ^ 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  thb  Ayes — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Lewis. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn  Sir  Alex.F 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.  Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Barrie,H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  (Jervase 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,LordR  .(Marylebone,E* 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Collings,Rt.Hn.J.  (Birmingham 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Courthopo,  G.  Loyd 
Craig,Charle8  Curtis  (Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain  James(Down,E  ) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Douglas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  Akers- 


NOES. 

Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.W-V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fell,  Arthur 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Helmsley,  Viscooit 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hills,  J.  W. 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn  Lt.-Col.A.R. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
M*Calmont,  Colonel  James 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Petersfield) 
Nield,  Herbert 


Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 
Rawlinson,John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Roberts,S.  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sheffield,Sir  BerkeleyGeorgeD 
Smith,Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East 
Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool, Walton) 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Walker,Col.W.  H.  (Lancashire) 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley  (York,  E.  K.) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt.Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  fob  thb  Nobs — 
Mr.  Claude  Hay  and  Sir 
Frederick  Banbury. 


Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  did  not 
wish  to  say  more  than  a  word  or  two 
in  support  of  the  next  Amendment,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  restrict  the  number 
of  Assistant  Directors  which  the  Treasury 
might  appoint  to  one.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  new  Department  was 
going  to  have  only  a  Director  at  present, 
arid  he  thought  that  the  Treasury  should 
not  have  the  power  to  appoint  more 
than  one  Assistant  Director  without 
the  sanction  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  11,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *  appoint  *  to  end  of  the  sub-section, 
ii;L  order  to  insert  the  words  *  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury  one  Assistant  Director.* " — {Sir 
F,  Banbury.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  W.  ROBPON  said  he  was  sorry 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
They  could  not  tell  exactly  the  volume 
of  business  that  would  come  to  the 
department  under  the  new  Act.  The 
hon.  Baronet  suggested  that  there  should 
be  not  more  than  one  Assistant  Director 
appointed  even  at  the  initial  stage.  He 
hoped  that  they  would  be  able  to  go  on 
for  some  time  with  one  Assistant  Director, 
but  they  could  not  tell  what  the  volurae 
of  business  might  be  five  or  six  weeks  or 
three  months  hence.  There  might  be 
appeals  in  all  the  cases  which  came 
before  the  magistrates  and  quarter  ses- 
sions throughout  the  country  when  t)i^ 
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Criminal  Appeal  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion. They  began  on  the  most  modest 
scale  possible,  bat  they  might  within  a 
few  weeks  have  a  very  large  accession  of 
work,  and  they  thought  it  better  to  have 
this  provision  in  the  Bill. 

*Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  said  that  he 
would  lik  ^  to  point  out  to  the  Attorney- 
General  that  under  S3ction  3  of  the 
Prosecution  of  Offenders  Act  of  1879,  the 
►^^ecretary  of  State  might  from  time  to 
time  appoint  such  assistants  as  were 
ne3es8ary,  but  not  exceeding  six. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  As  a  fact  only  one 
assistant  Public  Prosecutor  had  been 
appointed. 

*Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  said  that  that 
did  not  destroy  his  argiraient.  In  the 
Bill  they  were  now  discussing  there  was 
no  such  limit.  The  clause  read  that 
there  should  be  appointed  one  Director 
and  such  number  of  Assistant  Directors 
as  the  Treasury  might  sanction.  He 
could  not  see  why  such  an  unlimited 
power  of  appointment  should  be 
granted  to  the  Treasury.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  only  one  was  to  be  appointed, 
let  him  put  in  one.  He  did  not 
think  the  Treasury  should  have  a  free 
hand  in  making  these  appointments. 
He  did  not  know  whether  he  would  be 
in  order  in  moving  an  Amendment  to 
the  Amendment  but  he  would  suggest  I 
as  an  Amendment  the  insertion  of  the  ' 
words  "  not  more  than  six  in  number." 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  that  no  valid  ' 
reason  had  been  given  by  the  Attorney- 
General  why  he  should  not  accept  the 
limit  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet.  If  i 
more  than  one  Assistant  Director  was  ' 
subsequently  required  the  salaries  could  ' 
be  put  on  the  Supplementary  Estimates.  ' 
By  adopting  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  ' 
friend  they  would  observe  sound  business 


principles  and  defer  to  the  proper  date 
the  demand  for  the  necessary  money  and 
so  give  an  opportunity  to  the  Government 
to  show  what  staff  was  really  required. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  go 
to  a  division  to  show  what  the  views  of 
the  Government  were  and  what  their 
policy  was  in  regard  to  expenditure  with- 
out any  control  by  Parliament.  It  was 
evident  from  the  statement  of  the 
Attorney-General  that  the  Government 
could  not  indicate  within  £100,000  what 
amount  of  expenditure  there  would  be 
under  this  Bill. 

♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  said  he  did 
not  want  to  interfere  with  any  arrange- 
ment that  had  been  made  for  concluding 
I  the  debate,  and  he  would  withdraw  his 
suggestion  as  to  an  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  he  could  only 
repeat  what  he  had  already  said  more 
I  than  once,  that  he  hoped  there  would  not 
be  a  large  number  of  appeals  to  begin 
I  with,  but  there  might  be  within  a  measur- 
'  able  distance  of  time  an  immense  acces- 
sion of  work  to  the  Department,    He 
could  not  suggest  to  the  Treasury  that 
they  should  limit  the  nimiber  of  Assistant 
Directors   to   anything   like   six.    Hon. 
Members  must  loiow  that  the  Treasury 
would  not   give   their  sanction   to   the 
appointment     of    additional    Assistant 
Directors  without  full  consideration  with 
I  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  and  with- 
I  out  being  fully  satisfied  that  they  were 
absolutely  necessary. 

;      *Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  said  he  did 

f  not    suggest    for   a    moment   that   six 

Assistant  Directors  should  be  appointed, 

but  that  there  should  be  a  limit  to  the 

I  number. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  294  ; 
Noes,  65.     (Division  List  No.  65.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E 
Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkina,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Alden,  Percy 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud)      g 


AYES. 

Ambrose,  Robert  

Armstrong.  W.  C.  Heaton    j^ 
Ashton,  Thomas  Oair        * 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herbert  Henry 
Atherlev-Jones,  L. 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Barin^,Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight 


Barker,  John 

Barlow,  Sir  John  E.  (Somerset) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  Redmond  J.  (Tyrone,N.) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  E.       .__L?j.._ 
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Beck,  A.  Cecil      _ 

Bellain,  Carlvon 

Benn,W.(TV''r  Hamlete,S.G€0. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Bertram,  Julius 

BetheIl,SirJ.H.(EB8ex,Roinrrd 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W. 

Boland,  John 

Boulton,  A.  C.  F. 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Brace,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brocklehurst,  W.  P. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

BylcH,  William  Pollard 

(*ameron,  Robert 

Carr-Gomm,  H-  W. 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
CTiance,  Frederick  William 
Clianning,  Sir  Francis  Allston 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  William 
Cljmes,  J.  R. 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
ColIins,Sir  Wm.J.(S.Pancra8,W 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C  H(Sus8ex,E.Grinst'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
f 'owan,  W.  H. 
Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  Sir  William  Randal    f 
Crooks,  William 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Pavies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Da  vies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
I>elany,  William 
Devlin,  Joseph 

Dickinson,  W.  H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dillon,  John 
Dobeon,  Thomas  W. 
Oonelan,  Captain  A. 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,C.  ( Barrow-in-Fumess 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
DunncMajor  E.Martin(Walsall 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Esslemont,  George  Bimie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett.  R.  Lacey 
Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 
Fenwiok,  Charles 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 
Ffrcnch,  Peter 
Ficnncs,  Hon.  Eustace 


Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Fnllerton,  Hu^h 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gilhooly.  James 

Gill,  A.  H. 

GIadstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert  John 

Glen.Coats,  Sir  T.  (Renfrew, W. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Grayson,  All^rt  Victor 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Gnlland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,Rt  Hn.SirW.Brampton 

Hall,  Frederick 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy.  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Hart-Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey,  W.  E.(Derby8hire,N.E. 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Henderson,  ^Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,  J.  M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 
Henry,  (Tharles  S. 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hodge,  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Holt,  Richard  Doming 
Hope,W.Bateman  (Somerset,N 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 
Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kavanagh.  Walter  M. 
Kearley.  Hudson  E. 
Kelley,  George  D. 
Kilbride.  Denis 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont.  Norman 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Levy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lloyd-CJeorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lyell,  diaries  Henry 
Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
MacVoagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 
MacVeigh,  Charles(Donegal,E.) 
M'Callum,  John  M. 
M*Crae,  George 
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M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Beg^nftM 
M*Killop,  W. 

McLaren,  Sir  C.  B.  (Leic«rt») 
M  Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
M  Micking.  Major  G. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Mallet,  Charles  K. 
Markham.  Arthur  Basil 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Covcntiy) 
'  Massie,  J. 

Meagher,  Michael 
!  Meehan,FranciM  E.(Leitrim.N.) 
I  Meehan.  Patrick  A.(Queen'8Co. 
'  ^Ucklem,  Nathaniel 

Montagu,  E.  S. 
'  Mooney,  J.  J. 

j  Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
;  Morrell.  Philip 
Morse,  L.  L. 
Muldoon,  John 
i  Mumaghan,  C^leor^re 
I  Murphy,  N.  J.  (Kilkenny.  S.) 
i  Myer,  Horatio 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Napier,  T.  B. 
Nicholls,  George 
Nicholson,Charles  N.(Doncast*r 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norman,  Sir  Henry 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
0'Brien,Kenda](Tiprerary  Mid 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  John  (Ifayo.  S.) 
O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
0*K  elly,  Jame8(Ro6comnion.N. 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
0*Shee,  James  John 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
Pearson,W.H.aL  (Suffolk,  Eye) 
Philipps,  Col.Ivor(S'thampton) 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Price,  C.  E.(Edinb'gh, Central) 
Price,  Robert  John(Norfolk,E.) 
Priestlev,W.E.B.(Iircicic:.F. 
Pullar,  Sir  Robert 
Radford,  G.  H. 

Rawlinson.JohnFrederickPeel 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Rees.  J.  D. 
Rendall.  Athelstcn 
Richards,  Thcmas(W.Monm*th 
Richard8.T.F.(  Wolverh'mptn 
Richardson,  A. 
Ridsdale,  E.  A. 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robeon,  Sir  William  Snowdoo 
Roche,  Augustine  ((>oxk) 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 
Roc,  Sir  Thomas 
Rowlands,  J. 
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Rnnciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

•Scott,A.H.(Aahton  under  Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seaverns,  J.  H. 

Seddon,  J. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shacklcton,  David  Jame8 

Shaw,Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B. ) 

Shoehy,  David 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Smeaton.  Donald  Mackenzie 

Smyth,  Thomas  P.  (Leitrim,  S.) 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Strata  hey,  Sir  Edward 


Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  SirEdward(Sali8bury 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.  (Somerset,E 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tomkinson,  James 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 
Toulmin,  George 
WadsM'orth,  J. 
WaLih,  Stephen 
Ward,W.  Dudloy(Southampt'n 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart(Orknev) 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 


Whitbread,  Howard 

White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 

White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 

Whit«,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 

Whitehead,  Rowland 

Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 

Whittaker.  Sir  Thomas  Palmer 

Wiles,  Thomas 

Williamson,  A. 

Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 

Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worc*stersh.N.) 

Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 

Winfrey,  R. 

Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — Mr. 
Whitelcy  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Lewis.  I 


Acland-Hood,Rt  Hn.Sir  Alex.F 
Anson,  Sir  Wiiliam  Revnell 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletcher.Rt.Hn.  Sir  H 
Brticarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Harrie,H.  T.  (Lcndcnderry,N.) 
Boach,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Cecil,  Eveljm  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E. 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Collings,  Rt.Hn. J. (Birmingham 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Courthope,  G.  lx)yd 
Craig,Charles  Curtis(Antrim,  S. 
Craig,  Capt.  James  (Down,  E. ) 
C^aik,  Sir  Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 


NOES. 

Dougla8,Rt.  Hon.A.  Akers- 
Fell,  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbe,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hardy,  Laurence(  Kent,  Ashford 
Hay,  Hon  Claude  George 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Lockwood.Rt.Hn.  Lt.-CoI.A.R. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield 
Nield.  Herbert 
Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 


Roberts,S.  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall) 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell  is 

Sassoon,  Sir  Eldward  Albert 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East 
Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool, Walton) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thomson,W.Mitchell.  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Walker,Col.W.  H.  (T^ncashire) 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wilson, A.Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wort]ey,Rt.  Hon.C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and  Mr. 
George  D.  Faber. 


Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  to-morrow. 


COSTS  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  solicitor-general  (Sir 
Samuel  Evans,  Glamorganshire,  Mid.) 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  said  that 
he  thought  it  would  be  convenient  to 
hon.  Members  if  he  explained  the  general 
purport  of  the  Bill.  There  was  no 
contest  about  it  he  was  glad  to  say, 
and  therefore  he  could  compress  his 
observations  within  a  very  small 
compass.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  consolidate  the  present  law,  which 
was  in  a  very  chaotic  state  and  dealt 


with  costs  in  criminal  cases,  of  trials  upon 
indictment  at  Assizes,  and  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  the  preliminary  inquiries 
in  regard  to  indictable  offences  before 
justices.  Of  course,  it  did  not  touch 
costs  in  civil  cases  and  matters  arising 
before  justices  in  a  Court  of  summary 
jurisdiction  where  they  could  deal  with 
the  matter  finally.  The  provisions  with 
regard  to  the  payment  of  these  costs  out  of 
public  or  local  funds  depended  entirely 
upon  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  the 
Statutes  were  very  numerous  and  very 
complicated.  For  a  long  time  past  it 
had  been  a  puzzle  to  Judges  and  all  those 
who  dealt  with  the  law  to  find  out  whether 
in  particular  cases  of  felony  or  misde- 
meanour the  costs  of  the  prosecution  or 
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defence  should  be  paid  at  all.  A  De- 
partmental Committee  was  appointed  in 
the  year  1902,  by  the  late  Lord  Ritchie, 
when  Home  Secretary.  That  Committee 
reported  in  1903,  and  the  Bill  which  he  now 
introduced,  and  which  he  asked  the  House 
to  read  a  second  time,  was  based  upon  the 
unanimous  recommendations  of  that  Com- 
m  ittee.  They  did  not  agree  upon  all  points 
referred  to  them,  but  they  did  agree  upon 
the  points  embodied  in  this  Bill.  He 
could  not  go  in  detail  into  the  various 
provisions  of  the  Bill  except  by  occupying 
some  coasiderable  time,  for  he  could  not 
explain  in  a  short  time  all  the  complicated 
questions  which  arose  in  a  case  of  this 
nature.  It  was  obvious  that  if  the  law  could 
be  consolidated,  and  if  the  few  Amend- 
ments required  could  be  made,  it  would  be 
for  the  public  convenience.  Having  said 
so  much  with  regard  to  the  general  scope 
and  character  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  agree  to  give  it  a  Second 
Reading  so  that  it  might  be  referred  to  a 
Committee.  It  was  essentially  a  Committee 
Bill,  and  there  the  sections  could  be 
considered  by  those  who  could  bring 
their  practical  knowledge  to  bear  on  the 
subject.     He  begged  to  move. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (ThejJSoliritor'GeneraL) 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  that  they  should  have  some  more 
detail  of  the  amendments  which  were  to  be 
made  in  the  law  by  this  Bill.  It  would 
be  better  if  some  one  could  tell  them 
what  the  more  important  Amendments 
were.  If  that  were  done  they  would  be 
a  Me  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not 
llioy  should  resist  them. 

Sir  SAMUEL  EVANS  said  he  could 
not  speak  again  without  the  leave  of  the 
House,  but  perhaps  he  might  be  permitted 
to  say  that  a  Memorandum  had  been  pre- 
p).red  showing  exactly  the  alterations 
proposed  in  various  parts  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  a  very  complicated  matter,  and  he 
would  be  prepared  to  give  a  copy  of  the 
Memorandum  to  anyone  interested  so 
that  he  could  see  what  the  amendments 


now.  If  the  Memorandum  were  before 
them  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  House.  If  they  assonted  to  the 
Second  Reading  they  would  have  no 
means  of  knowing  what  the  important 
amendments  were  as  they  would  be 
dealt   with   in    a   Committee    upstairs. 

♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  thought 
the  House  was  not  being  quite  fairly 
treated.  The  only  Memorandum  he  had 
seen  was  that  which  he  nowhad  befdreMm. 
Now  the  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Houm 
there  was  another  Memorandum  which  had 
not  been  circulated.  The  Bill  was 
far  more  than  a  mere  Consolidation 
Bill,  and  the  House  was  entitled  before 
it  consented  to  its  Second  Reading  to 
more  information  and  more  guidance 
from  the  hon.  Grentleman.  He  |»o- 
tested  strenuously  against  the  way  in 
which  they  were  being  treated. 

'  Viscount  HELMSLEY  pointed  out 
that  when  Bilb  were  brought  in 
which  were  partly  Consolidation  Bills 
and  partly  new  legislation  it  was 
very  difficult  for  a  private  Member 
to  find  out  what  was  merely  conftolida- 
tion  of  old  matter  and  what  was  new 
matter.  The  suggestion  which  under 
these  circumstances  he  woidd  like  to 
offer  to  the  Grovernment  was  that  when 
they  introduced  such  Bilb  the  new 
matter  included  in  them  should  be 
in  print  differing  from  that  which 
dealt  with  the  consolidation  matter. 
That  would  at  once  enable  private  Mem* 
bers  to  see  what  was  new  and  what  was 
already  the  law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Standing  Committee. 


Mr.    RAWLINSON 
they  might  not  have 

Sir  Samuel  Evans, 


asked     whether 
the  information 


CHILDREN  BILL. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [24th  MarchV  *'  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

♦Mr.  GUINNESS  (Bury  St.  Edmunds) 
said  that  when  this  matter  was  diseussed 
last  week  hon.  Members  on  the  Unionist 
side  were  criticised  for  the  manner  in  which 
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they  dealt^with  the  details  rather  than 
the  principles  of  the  Bill.  But  it  was 
essentially  a  Bill  of  details.  It  gathered 
up  and  consolidated  all  the  laws  relating 
to  children,  and  therefore  it  was  essential 
that  on  the  Second  Reading  the  oppor- 
tunity should  be  taken  to  discuss  details 
and  suggest  Amendments,  so  that  the 
Government  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  them  before  the  Committee 
stage.  So  far  as  the  general  principles 
were  concerned,  no  one  on  either 
side  of  the  House  would  be  found 
to  quarrel  with  the  Bill.  They  all 
admitted  that  the  State  must  step 
in  and  save  the  children  of  neglectful, 
ignorant,  and  criminal  parents,  but  as  all 
those  who  were  not  Socialists  recognised 
that  the  State  was  a  very  blundering 
substitute  for  a  parent  they  desired  that 
its  functions  should  be  kept  in  as  narrow 
a  channel  as  possible.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  that  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  was  going  to  make 
registration  compulsory  (for  single  child 
homes  even  where  periodical  payments 
were  made.  The  opinion*of  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  London  County  Council  who 
were  in  touch  with  the  question  of 
infant-life  protection  was  that  a  great  deal 
of  harm  would  be  done  if  foster-parents 
who  adopted  only  one  child  for  periodi- 
cal payments  were  included  in  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill.  If  the  payment  was 
one  lump  sum  it  was  certainly  desirable 
that  there  should  be  inspection,  because 
there  the  foster-parents  had  a  great  and 
direct  advantage  in  the  case  of  the  early 
death  of  the  child.  Where,  however, 
periodical  payments  were  made  the 
parents  were  in  touch  with  the  foster- 
parents,  and  it  was  very  often  the  case 
that  the  child  was  adopted  from  motives 
of  affection.  The  Under-Secretary  had 
stated  that  local  authorities  would  be 
allowed  to  make  exceptions,  but  even  so 
the  necessity  of  notification  would  deter 
many  of  those  most  suitable  from  adopting 
a  chili,  and  charitable  societies  who  were 
trying  to  reclaim  unfortunate  women  who 
had  had  the  misfortune  to  have  an  illegiti- 
mate child  would  be  very  much  hampered. 
He  hoped  the  proposed  Amend  nnent  would 
be  re-considered  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Another  suggestion  he  desired  to  make 
was  that  the  local  authority  should 
be  enabled  to  veto  the  taking  of 
more  thim  one  child  into  a  home,  and 


to  prevent  the  transference  of  a 
child  from  one  home  to  another.  Under 
the  Bill  the  nurses  would  have  to  notify 
the  local  authority  within  forty-eight 
hours  before  taking  another  child,  but 
that  was  not  sufficient.  Many  cases 
occurred  where  women  without  the 
means  to  keep  them  took  three  or  four 
children  for  a  lump  sum,  with  the  result 
that  when  the  money  was  exhausted 
the  children  were  thrown  on  the  rates. 
That  part  of  the  Bill  should  be  greatly 
strengthened  so  as  to  insure  that  the 
local  authority  would  be  able  to  inspect 
the  home  before  the  money  was  paid 
and  the  child  taken,  and  to  ascertain  that 
the  woman  who  proposed  to  take  the 
child  had  sufficient  means  to  keep  it  after 
the  payment  was  exhausted.  The  next 
Clause  to  which  he  wished  to  refer  was 
Clause  9,  a  financial  clause.  Under  that 
clause  the  City  of  London  was  to  be 
exempted  from  contributing  to  the  cost 
incurred  by  the  county  of  London  in 
connection  with  infant  life  protection. 
Under  the  Act  of  1897,  this  charge  had 
been  thrown  into  the  general  county  rate, 
and  the  City  had  thus  borne  its  share. 
If,  however,  the  'City  was  now  only  to 
spend  money  in  enforcing  the  Act  within 
its  own  boundary,  it  would  avoid  con- 
tributing to  this  very  necessary  work,  as, 
of  course,  there  were  few  or  no  such 
homes  in  that  area.  Owing  to  the 
large  number  of  women  employed  in 
the  City  who  lived  in  the  surrounding 
districts,  the  City  was  partly  responsible 
for  this  work  and  ought  to  make  some 
contribution.  The  next  matter  to 
which  he  desired  to  draw  attention 
was  the  provisions  for  committing 
children  to  industrial  and  reformatory 
schools.  This  matter  unfortunately 
came  rather  suddenly  on  the  London 
County  Council.  The  Home  Office  in- 
timated their  intention  of  bringing  in 
this  Bill  and  asked  for  suggestions 
just  as  the  London  County  Council 
were  going  into  recess,  and  it  was 
impossible  for  that  body  to  transmit 
their  views.  But  as  the  London  County 
Council  dealt  with  far  more  children  in 
the  industrial  schools  than  any  other 
body  in  the  country,  he  might  mention 
one  or  two  points  whsre  the  Bill  required 
Amendment.  The  first  arose  on  the 
clause  which  allowed  children  of  between 
twelve  and  fourteen  years  of  age  to  be 
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sent  to  an  industrial  school  for  various 
reasons,  but  gave  no  power  to  commit 
children  between  those  ages  who  had  been 
guilty  of  theft  or  any  otfence  punishable 
with  imprisonment.  It  was  desirable  that 
such  children  should  not  be  sent  to  a 
reformatory  school  until  after  they  had 
roached  the  age  of  fourteen.  Children 
did  not  become  hardened  criminals  until 
after  they  reached  that  age,  and  it  was 
not  advisable  that  these  young  children 
should  be  sent  to  reformatory  schools 
which  contained  youths  of  nine- 
teen years  of  age,  who  might  con- 
tvminate  them.  What  they  wished 
was  that  the  magistrates  should  be 
allowed  to  send  children  to  industrial 
schools  up  to  the  age  of  fourteen. 
It  was  also  provided  that  where  an 
order  had  been  made  in  respect  of  a 
youthful  offender  of  the  age  of  four- 
teen years  and  upwards  and  no  reforma- 
tory school  would  receive  him,  the 
Court  could  commute  the  order  and  send 
the  offender  to  prison.  That  was  not 
at  all  a  desirable  thing,  and  the  power 
should  be  limited  to  children  whose 
characters  were  known  to  be  so  bad 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  send  them  to 
a  reformatory  school.  The  provisions 
stating  that  the  conditions  rendering 
the  child  liable  to  be  sent  to  an  indus- 
trial school  were  much  the  same  as  the 
provisions  of  the  present  law,  but  the 
present  law  in  that  regard  needed  streng- 
thening At  the  present  time  it  was 
largely  a  matter  of  chance  as  to  whether 
a  child  was  sent  to  an  industrial  or  a 
reformatory  school.  It  very  often  hap- 
pened that  magistrates  refused  to  send 
a  child  to  an  industrial  school,  because 
they  did  not  want  to  relieve  the  parents 
of  the  expense  of  supporting  it.  He  could 
give  many  flagrant  cases  of  that  kind, 
and  he  would  quote  three  of  them. 
The  first  was  that  of  a  man  who  was 
guilty  of  flogging  his  two  boys  at 
intervals  of  half-an-hour  for  cutting  a 
piece  of  Christmas  pudding,  and  he  had 
also  been  condemned  twelve  months 
before  for  a  criminal  assault  on  his 
daughter.  Although  he  was  certainly 
not  a  fit  guardian,  the  magistrate  refused 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  London 
County  Council,  and  to  commit  the  boys 
to  an  industrial  school.  In  the  case 
of  a  little  child  of  four  years  and  t^n 
months    the  father    did  not  work  but 
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lived  by  his  wife's  prostitution,  and 
both  parents  were  charged  with  bang 
drunk  and  disorderly.  The  Oomity 
Council  proposed  to  send  the  boy  to 
the  Home  for  Little  Boys.  Ag^ 
a  discharge  was  granted  by  a  different 
magistrate.  Another  case  was  that  of  a 
child  of  seven  years.  The  mother  had 
recently  served  six  months  imprison- 
ment, and  the  father  was  fined  for 
assault;  the  child  was  in  a  verminons 
condition.  In  this  third  case,  also, 
the  magistrate  refused  to  take  action 
under  the  Industrial  Schools  Act.  It  was 
obvious  what  the  magistrates  had  in  then 
minds.  They  did  not  want  to  enconrage 
parents  to  let  their  children  fall  into 
vicious  ways  in  order  that  they  might  be 
sent  in  an  industrial  school ;  but  he 
thought  the  State  should  strengthen  the 
law  and  encourage  the  magistrates  to  send 
children  to  industrial  schools,  becaiue 
he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  poDidi 
the  parents  at  the  expense  of  the  chitdien. 
It  was  very  necessary  where  there  was 
no  proper  home  for  the  child,  and  when 
it  was  perfectlv  certain  that,  pnless  he 
was  committed  to  an  industrial  school, 
he  would  be  brought  up  as  a  criminal, 
that  the  magistrates  should  be  encour- 
aged to  send  him  to  such  an  instdtntion. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  possible 
to  prevent  a  large  number  of  these 
industrial  school  cases  by  bringing  home 
to  the  parents  the  fact  that  if  their 
children  were  sent  to  industrial  schools 
they  would  lose  all  control  over  them. 
It  was  very  often  asserted  that  many 
parents  got  their  children  sent  to  in- 
dustrial schools  in  order  to  be  freed  from 
responsibility  of  keeping  them.  On 
some  occasions,  when  he  attended  the 
responable  committee  of  the  London 
education  authority,  he  was  startled  to 
find  case**  ir  which  whole  families  of 
children  had  been  sent  to  the  industrial 
schools.  He  believed  that  parents  real- 
ised that  in  those  schools  their  children 
got  remarkably  good  education,  the 
standard  of  the  Home  Office  being 
far  higher  than  that  of  the  Board  of 
Education.  If  they  looked  through  the 
reports  of  industrial  schools  they  would 
find  that  in  after  life  the  children  who 
had  attended  them  did  extremely  well. 
He  noticed  that  one  had  become  head- 
master in  the  shorthand  department  of 
a  large  college;    aaother  had  become 
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a  Bachelor  of  Science  and  manager  of 
large  Grovernment  works  abroad.  Many 
sergeants  in  the  Army  and  superinten- 
dents of  police  and  even  justices  of 
the  peace  and  chairmen  of  boards 
of  guardians  had  b^en  educated  in 
these  schools.  No  doubt  parents  realised 
all  this,  and  were,  therefore,  content 
to  allo.v  their  children  to  become  liable 
to  be  sent  to  them.  A  great  many  of 
these  parents  had  a  certain  amount  of 
affection  for  their  children,  but  had 
no  sense  of  responsibility.  He  urged 
that  their  sense  of  responsibility  could 
be  stimulated  by  working  upon  their 
affections,  and  by  pointing  out  to  them 
that  under  this  Act,  and  under  the  exist- 
ing law,  when  once  a  child  was  com- 
mitted to  an  industrial  school  they  lost 
all  control  over  him.  At  present  they 
did  not  realise  that.  A  great  many  of 
them  imagined  that  if  a  child  was  sent  to 
an  industrial  school  they  still  had  control, 
and  could  say  what  his  avocation  was  to 
be.  What  he  proposed  was  that  during  the 
time  these  children  were  in  the  Remand 
Homes,  to  en  abb  the  local  authority 
t^  make  inquiry  into  their  cases  and 
forward  suggestions  t  othe  magistrates, 
the  magistrates  should,  under  the  law, 
be  compelled  to  notify  to  the  parents 
that  if  a  child  was  sent  to  an  industrial 
school  they  lost  all  control  over  him,  and 
the  boy  could  be  apprenticed  or  sent 
abroad  without  the  parents  being  con- 
sulted in  the  least.  He  believed  that  by 
such  means  a  large  number  of  parents 
would  be  induced  to  look  after  their 
children  and  prevent  them  from  being 
sent  to  industrial  schools.  By  Clause 
64  it  was  proposed  that  the  limit  for 
supervision  should  be  nineteen  years, 
but  it  wa;  felt  thit  this  was  not 
long  enough,  and  that  a  boy  should 
be  kept  under  supervision  until  he 
had  reached  tw«nty-one  years  of  age. 
Before  that  age,  there  was  a  considerable 
prospect  of  his  slipping  back  into  his  old 
ways,  and  getting  into  touch  with  his 
criminal  companions  from  whom  they 
were  trying  to  leclaim  him.  He  hoped 
the  Home  Oihc3  would  be  able  to 
modify  that  provision.  It  would  cost 
nothing,  or  practically  notiing,  and 
would  cause  no  inconvenience  to  the  child. 
As  to  the  question  of  the  expenses  of 
certified  schools,  lio  >\ould  appeal  to  the 


hon.  Gentleman  to  try  and  do  some- 
thing to  lighten  the  burden  thrown 
on  the  local  authorities.  The  very 
heavy  cost  of  the  administration 
of  the  existing  law  had  deterred 
local  authorities  from  doing  their  duty, 
the  fact  being  that  the  cost  of  these 
schools  was  steadily  increasing,  while 
the  Government  contribution  was  fixed 
twenty  years  ago.  Formerly  the  local 
authorities  had  only  to  pay  34  per  cen'. 
of  the  cost  of  the  schools,  whereas  to- 
day they  had  to  pay  42  per  cent.  That 
was  no  doubt  the  reason  why  more 
children  had  not  been  sent  to  the  in- 
dustrial schools  of  the  country.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  whole  cost  of 
sending  the  children  of  vagrants  toindus- 
triil  schools  should  be  borne  by  the  Ex- 
chequer. It  was  not  fair  to  throw  it  on 
the  local  authority,  in  whose  district 
the  children  were  committed.  The 
plan  he  suggested  was  the  only  fair  way 
of  dealing  with  it,  and  the  only  way 
that  would  encourage  the  local  authoiity 
to  see  that  the  law  was  put  into  operation. 
As  to  the  qupstion  of  the  expenses  of 
certified  schools,  he  would  also  urge  that 
the  local  authorities  should  be  com- 
pelled to  make  arrangements  to  send 
children  to  reformatory  schools.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  agreed  to 
that  in  the  case  of  industrial  schools, 
but  he  did  not  think  he  had  done  so  with 
regard  to  reformatory  schools.  He  did 
not  believe  that  it  would  necessitate 
the  building  of  any  fresh  schools  ;  there 
was  plenty  of  accommodation  ;  it  would 
only  mean  that  the  local  authority  would 
have  to  make  arrangements  with  the 
manigers  of  existing  schools.  On  the 
ques  ion  of  day  industrial  schools 
it  would  be  a  very  great  assistance  if 
the  Home  Department  could  see  their 
way  to  adopting  a  suggestion  in  ths 
Report  of  the  Inter-Departmental  Com- 
mittee appointed  in  1905  to  inquire 
into  the  system  of  funds  for  industrial 
and  reformatory  schools.  The  Committ  3e 
recommended  in  1905  that  the  Govern- 
ment contribution  in  the  case  of  day 
industrial  schools  should  be  raised  from 
6d.  and  Is.,  in  voluntary  and  compulsory 
cases  respectively,  to  Is.  and  2s.  He 
beli3ved  that  if  they  did  that  they  would 
very  much  encourage  the  creation  of 
day    industrial     schools,     which     were 
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most  useful  to  the  children  of  those 
parents  who  were  not  sufficiently  de- 
linquent or  neglectful  to  justify  the 
magistrates  in  committing  the  childien 
to  cenified  industrial  schools.  The  London 
County  Council, and,  he  believed,  several 
other  local  authorities,  were  taking  a  l^rge 
number  of  voluntary  cases.  TheGf  ve:n- 
ment  Inspector  had  stated  in  1905  that 
it  might  be  that  there  was  a  slight  tend- 
ency to  a  decline  in  the  numbers  ad- 
mitted into  the  day  industrial  schools, 
and  that  it  was  due  to  the  matter  of  ex- 
pense. There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  day  industrial  schools  were  most 
valuable  in  preventing  children  who 
had  no  supervision,  their  mothers  being 
out  on  day  work,  from  getting  into 
criminal  surroundings  and  eventually 
becoming  a  charge  on  the  rates.  An- 
other point  he  would  like  to  urge 
was  that  no  child  should  be  sent 
to  prison  under  sixteen  years  of 
age.  Under  Clause  99  it  was  proposed 
that  a  young  person  could  be  sentenced 
to  imprisonment,  but  he  thought  that 
the  value  of  the  Bill  would  be  very 
much  increased  if  prison  was  confined 
to  those  who  were  over  sixteen.  He 
recognised  the  great  value  of  the  pro- 
vision which  would  enable  constables  to 
arrest  the  children  of  vagrant  parents 
and  have  them  committed  to  industrial 
schools,  but  he  did  not  think,  unless 
the  clause  was  strengthened,  that  it 
would  be  of  very  much  use  ;  he  was 
afraid  that  it  would  be  a  dead-letter; 
and  he  would  suggest  that  it  should  be 
made  the  duty  of  the  officers  in  charge 
of  casual  wards  to  notify  the  police  of 
any  cases  coming  to  their  notice  of  child- 
ren of  criminal  or  vagrant  parents  wh  o 
were  liable  under  this  provision  to  be  sent 
to  industrial  schools.  If  they  left  it 
in  the  hands  of  the  constables  and  made 
it  optional,  he  was  afraid  that  the  pro- 
vision would  not  be  as  valuable  as  it 
might  otherwise  be.  Of  course,  his  sugges- 
tions might  be  criticised  on  the  ground 
that  they  would  add  to  the  cost  of 
the  Bill,  but  he  believed  that  it  would 
be  money  well  spent.  Of  course  it  cost 
less  to  let  children  run  about  the 
streets  and  become  criminals  than  to 
send  them  for  a  few  years  to  these  schools 
where  they  would  be  taught  a  trade. 
No  doubt  it  was  for  the  moment  cheaper 
to  send  them  to  prison  for  a  month,than 
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to  send  them  to  industrial  schools  for 
three  years  ;  but  in  the  long  nm  it  was 
very  much  dearer.  He  thought  it  wu 
quite  justifiable  to  increase  the  number 
of  children  sent  to  these  schools 
under  the  action  of  the  law,  and  b? 
that  means  to  decrease  the  number  in 
after  life  who  would  have  to  be  sup- 
ported either  in  our  casual  wards  or  in 
our  gaols.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  able  to  embody  some 
of  these  suggestions  in  the  Bill,  for  he 
believed  they  would  increase  its  effici- 
ency in  stopping  the  sources  of  physical 
deterioration,  poverty,   and  crime. 

♦Mr.  GULLAND  (Dumfries  Buigha) 
said  he  would  like  to  join  with  others  in 
congratulating  the  hon.  Grentleman  on 
the  way  in  which  this  Bill  had  been 
introduced,  and  especially  on  his  having 
listened  to  societies  and  others  interested 
in  the  question  and  given  effect  to  their 
proposals.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  great 
beauty  of  this  Bill  was  that  it  was  framed 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  children. 
Many  children  were  in  a  vicious  r  iiple  of 
environment,  and  this  Bill  brokj  that 
and  replaced  it  by  a  virtuous  click; 
indeedj  the  Bill  was  a  perfect  hospital 
of  life-saving  appliances.  He  would 
like  to  take  up  a  few  points  relating 
especially  to  Scotland.  The  first  was 
with  regard  to  the  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial schools.  There  were  in  Scotland 
a  great  many  difficulties  in  connection 
with  the  management  and  the  finances  of 
those  schools.  The  difficulty  in  Scotland 
was  that  those  schools  were  neither 
fish,  flesh,  nor  good  red  herring.  They 
were  neither  State,  municipal,  nor 
private.  They  were  a  little  of  each, 
and  the  result  was  that  they  were  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  work.  He  had 
rejoiced  the  other  dayto  hear  the  Under- 
Secretary  say  that  he  would  make  it  man- 
datory for  local  authorities  to  provide 
industrial  school  accommodation  just  as 
they  had  at  present  to  provide  elementary 
school  accommodation,  and  that  he  would 
make  it  compulsory  for  local  authorities 
to  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
children.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
much  controversy  as  to  the  advisability 
of  the  local  authority  doing  those  things, 
and  he  sincerely  hoped  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  able  to  carry  out  that  pro- 
posal.    The  question  of  the|^management 
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of  those  schools  remained.  That  perhaps 
scarcely  came  under  the  purview  of 
the  Bill,  but  it  would  be  wise  to  transfer 
the  industrial  schools,  at  any  rate, 
to  the  school  boards,  so  that  they 
would  be  under  somebody's  definite 
control.  At  present  school  boards  had 
power  to  establish  industrial  schools 
or  to  purchase  existing  ones,  but  it 
was  not  compulsory  for  them  to  do 
so.  He  knew  that  that  was  a  big  ques- 
tion, but  he  trusted  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  would  tackle  it  and  settle  it 
in  a  way  which  would  be  thorough  and 
satisfactory.  A  point  that  occurred  to 
him  in  connection  with  the  Bill  was  the 
very  beneficent  nature  of  the  relation 
of  the  Acts  of  the  present  Grovernment 
de  iling  with  social  reform.  For  instance, 
the  provisions  in  the  present  Bill 
in  connection  with  the  Infant  Life 
Protection  Act  seemed  to  work  in 
very  well  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Notification  of  Births  Acts'  of  last  year. 
He  was  very  glad  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  he  would  accept  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  and  include 
ihe  inspection  of  one-child  homes.  The 
Report  was  unanimous,  and  while  due 
weight  was  given  to  the  consideration 
which  had  been  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken,  all  the 
members  of  the  Committee  were 
unanimous  that  the.one-child  home  si  ould 
be  included,  and  he  thought  when  Mem- 
bers read  the  Report  they  would  agree 
that  it  was  on  the  right  lines.  One  thing 
that  struck  him  very  forcibly  was  that 
it  might  be  a  wise  thing  to  transfer  the 
charge  of  this  matter  from  boards  of 
guardians  and  parish  councils  in  Scotland 
to  town  councils  and  county  councils. 
That  was  the  case  in  the  Act  of  1872, 
and  he  suggested  that  with  all  the  greatej 
emphasis  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
in  many  of  the  parts  of  Scotland  where 
the  Notification  of  Births  Act  had  been 
adopted  the  town  councils  were  appoint- 
ing lady  health  visitors  to  visit  the 
mothers  where  the  births  had  been 
notified.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would 
help  the  working  of  this  Act  and  make  it 
much  more  thorough  if  those  same  ladies 
were  appointed  inspectors  under  the 
Infant  Life  Protection  Act.  The  two 
tbingsjwould  work  in  very  well  together, 
and  tluit  might  be  done  if  the  town  coun- 
cil was  the  authority.  Then  on  the  other 


side  the  town  council  was  much  more  in 
touch  with  the  police,  whose  aid  unfor- 
tunately had  to  be  brought  in,  than  the 
parish  council,  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Grentleman  would  consider  in  Committee 
whether  the  town  and  county  council 
might  not  be  substituted  for  the  parish 
council.  Then  another  relation  of  a  pre- 
vious Act  with  the  present  Bill  was  the 
Probation  of  Offenders  Act  of  last  year 
with  the  new  proposals  dealing  with 
juvenile  crime  of  this  year.  The  institu- 
tion of  the  children's  Courts  he  very 
heartily  approved  of.  They  had  these 
children's  Courts  in  about  a  dozen  places 
in  Scotland.  Public  opinion  was  veiy 
strongly  in  favour  of  them  and  he 
thought  was  ready  now  for  their  being 
made  compulsory.  In  1906,  in  Scotlard 
no  fewer  than  9,765  males  and  595 
females  under  sixteen  years  were  prr  - 
ceeded  against — altogether  over  10,0(0 
young  persons.  To  remove  these  young 
people  entirely  from  the  ordinary  police 
court  would  be  of  immense  advantage, 
and  he  welcomed  very  thoroughly  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  In  1906,  in 
Scotland,  seventy-three  young  persons 
were  sentenced  to  imprisonment,  aid 
in  addition  249  were  imprisoned  in 
default  of  payment  of  fines,  so  that  alto- 
gether 322  young  persons  under  sixteen 
years  old  were  put  into  prison,  and 
received  a  criminal  taint.  He  was  sure 
the  Bill  would  prevent  that.  By  cutting 
off  crime  at  the  source  they  would  also 
diminish  adult  crime.  With  regard  to 
juvenile  smoking  that  was  a  new  offence, 
and  he  for  one  only  agreed  to  it  be- 
cause young  people  found  guilty  of 
it  would  not  be  brought  before  an 
ordinary  police  court  or  subjected  to 
imprisonment.  He  thought  the  other 
parts  of  the  Bill  made  the  prohibition  of 
juvenile  smoking  not  only  possible  but 
very  feasible.  He  agreed  that  it  would 
not  immediately  abolish  juvenile  smoking, 
but  it  would  set  up  a  standard,  and  it 
would  enlist  much  more  powerfully  than  at 
present  voluntary  efforts  of  both  parents 
and  teachers  to  prevent  the  evil  which 
all  authorities  had  told  them  di  I  great 
harm  to  young  people.  He  thanked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  clause  allow- 
ing parish  councils  in  Scotland  to  sub 
scribe  to  the  Society  for  the  Prevention 
of  Cruelty  to  Children,  because  much  of 
the  work  of  the  Bill  would  have  to  be 
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done  by  such  societies,  and  indeed  had 
better  be  done  by  them,  and  therefore 
it  was  only  right  that  power  shoud  be 
given  to  subscribe  to  them.  There  was 
one  point  alluded  to  by  the  Under- 
Secretary  in  his  speech  that  he  had  not 
included  in  the  Bill-^the  provisions  to 
exclude  children  from  public-houses  in 
Scotland.  He  said  that  that  was  in  the 
Licensing  Bill,  but  the  Licensing  Bill 
only  applied  to  England,  and  therefore 
there  seemed  to  be  a  possibility  of  Eng- 
land receiving  this  advantage  before 
Scotland.  He  hoped  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  and  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  introduce  some  measure  to  ex- 
clude children  from  public-houses  in 
Scotland  also,  or  at  least  to  give  facilities 
to  a  little  Bill  which  he  had  introduced 
upon  the  subject.  One  point  of  great 
interest  was  that  all  questions  with  regard 
to  children  were  brought  together  in  the 
Bill.  That  was  good.  But  then  again 
after  the  Bill  was  passed  the  interests 
of  the  children  were  dispersed,  and 
duties  were  put  upon  different  Govern- 
ment Departments  to  carry  out  the 
ft3parate  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
very  strongly  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  desirability  of  somehow 
or  other — ^he  did  not  know  how  it  was 
to  be  done — puttirg  all  the  interests  of 
the  children  under  one  Department, 
or,  if  that  was  not  possible,  of  havir  g  a 
Consultative  Committee  of  the  different 
Departments,  Education,  Local  Govern- 
ment and  Home  Office,  to  sit  periodically 
and  keep  a  constant  eye  upon  the  interests 
of  the  children.  Even  under  this  Bill  they 
had  the  local  duties  with  regard  to  chil- 
dren divided — he  was  speaking  of  Scot- 
land— amongst  school  boards,  town 
councils,  and  parish  councils,  and  those 
three  bodies  were  working  separately 
and  without  much  reference  to  one 
another.  He  knew  that  in  some  cases  there 
were  little  joint  committees  working 
together,  but  he  ^^ould  like  to  see  such  a 
provision  embodied  in  the  Bill.  He  would 
like  to  have  at  headquarters  and  in  each 
locality  a  definite  organisation  watching 
and  working  consistently  and  persistently 
to  save  the  children.  Another  advantage 
of  the  Bill  was  that  not  only  would  it 
help  the  children  but  it  would  help  those 
who  were  trying  to  help  the  children. 
They  could  not  do  everything  by  legisla- 
tion.   In  this  matter  he  thought  thejr 
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could  do  a  great  deal  by  setting  a 
standard  and  an  example,  and  ^eie 
were  a  large  number  of  voluntaiy 
workers  all  over  the  country  who  were 
at  present  devoting  themselves  to  the 
interests  of  the  children.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  even 
by  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he 
had  done  a  great  deal  to  give  a  new 
encouragement  and  a  new  stimulus  to 
these  good  people  to  put  forth  new 
efforts  for  the  rescue  and  the  improve- 
ment of  children. 

*Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.)  said 
that  from  the  course  of  the  debate  it  must 
be  apparent  to  the  House  that  this  was 
no  party  question.  Where  the  children 
were  concerned,  inside  and  outside  the 
House  everyone  was  anxious  to  do  what 
he  could  in  their  interests.  They  might 
difEer  sometimes  as  to  the  exact  way  in 
which  their  desires  should  be  carried 
out,  but  he  was  sure  those  desires  were 
genuinely  held.  If  they  could  tap  the 
evil  at  its  source — if  they  took  care  of 
the  pennies,  the  pounds  would  take  care 
of  themselves — and  if  they  could  look  after 
the  children  while  they  were  young  and 
see  as  far  as  they  could  that  they  were 
safeguarded,  when  they  were  grown  up 
they  would  not  fall  upon  the  poor  rate  or 
go  to  prison.  The  Bill  had  undoubtedly 
a  great  deal  to  recommend  it,  although 
in  some  points  he  should  desire  to  be 
allowed  to  ofEer  criticism.  It  was  a 
consolidation  Bill  of  considerable  length, 
and  he  thanked  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  it  for  issuing  a  statement  point- 
ing out  where  there  were  changes  in  the  law 
and  where  there  was  mere  consolidation. 
The  Bill  dealt  with  so  many  questions 
that  it  became  almost  a  Committee  dis- 
cussion, but  that  could  not  be  avoided. 
The  question  of  infant  life  protection 
had  been  raised.  The  evils  of  baby 
farming  were  familiar  to  everybody. 
Terrible  outrages  had  been  committed, 
and  anything  they  could  do  properly  to 
inspect  homes  to  which  small  children 
were  consigned  was  desirable.  But  tact 
and  discretion  must  be  exercised  in 
inspecting  homes.  Questions  of  a  re- 
ligious character  might  come  up  which 
were  extremely  difficult  to  deal  with, 
and  again  there  might  be  legitimate  cases 
where  children  had  been  bona  fide  con- 
signed by  well-to-do  persons  to  homes 


573 


Children 


{1  April  1908} 


Bill. 


574 


while  they  were  obliged  to  be    absent 
abroad.     As  far  as  he  could  see,  under 
the  Bill  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary 
ill   each  of  those   cases   that   some    in- 
spection should  take  place.     He  was.  sure 
the  hon.   Member  would  consider   that 
that  would  be  supererogation.     It  would 
be  ridiculous  that  the  Bill  should  apply 
to  bona  fide  cases  of  that  kind,  and  he 
hoped   some   means   would   be   devised 
by  which  they  might  be  excepted.  There 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said    in  favour 
of  places  of  detention  for  juvenile  offen- 
ders,  but  there   would   be  considerable 
difficulty  in   setting   them   up,   and   he 
wished  the  Bill  was  a   little  more  ex- 
plicit as  to  how  they  were  to  be  set  up 
and  paid  for.     No  doubt  anything  was 
better  than  sending  these  little  children 
to  prison,  but  still  there  was  room  for 
discussion  as  to  the  class  of  house  of 
detention  that  was  to  be  set  up.     Then 
again,  the  hon.  Member  had  suggested  that 
i.i  London  there  should  be  four  Court- 
houses to  form  a  part  of  the  houses  of 
detention.     Surely  that  would  not  cover 
tiie  ground  very  thoroughly.     Children's 
cases    were     very    fairly     dealt     with 
by  the  London  magistrates,  who  were 
extremely  humane  and  kindly  in  their 
manner  towards  the  children .     The  Home 
Secretary  had  made  arrangements  with 
the     London     magistrates,     by     which 
the    cases    of   children  were  not  taken 
in   Court  during  the  ordinary  business, 
but  in  the  magistrates'  room,  and   he 
thought  the  hon.   Member  would  find 
it  difficult  to  devise  a  better  scheme. 
What  was  suggested  seemed  to  him  to 
\ye    very    elaborate    machinery    for    so 
few  cases.     He  noticed  that  imprison- 
ment of  children  under  twelve    was  to 
be   abolished,    but   one   case   in    which 
imprisonment    under    that    age    would 
be  necessary  had  already  been  pointed 
out  by  his  hon.  friend.     Where  a  child 
had   been   committed  to   an   industrial 
school   or   reformatory,    and   the    local 
authority   refused   to   pay,    that    child 
might  be  committed  to  prison.     It  was 
hard   upon   that   child   that   the   local 
authorities  who  refused  to  pay  should 
be  able  to  ride  off  with  the  result  that 
the  child  was  sent  to  prison.     He  ad- 
mitted that  his  own  country  had  failed 
in  some  respects  to  do  her  duty  in  this 
matter.     The  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries 
had  alluded  incidentally  to  the  subject,and 
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had  pointed  out  that  there  had  been  a 
failure  in  certain  cities  in  Scotland  to 
pay    the    necessary    sums    for    children 
committed  to  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools,  and  that  deserved  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  Member  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Bill.    He  was  glad  that  children  under  six- 
teen were  not  to  be  conmiitted  to  penal 
servitude.     The  evil  effects   of   sending 
children  to  prison  were  set  forth  in  every 
Report  of  the  Prison  Commission ;   those 
Reports  showed  how  imprisonment  made 
the     children    callous,     hardened,     and 
inured    to    prison   life,   and  how    they 
lost  their  self-respect.     Those    children 
i  in  prison  had  a  comparatively  easy  life 
with    their    food    and    clothes    found 
I  them.       Their     lives      were     regulated 
I  with  no  initiative    of  their    own,   and 
i  no  reward  for  energy,  and  when  .they 
I  were  liberated  from  that  hothouse  climate 
I  they  fell  an  easy  prey  to  anybody  who 
1  suggested  to  them  that  there  was  an 
I  easier  way  of  living  than  being  honest. 
!  As  regarded  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools  he  noted  that  some  suggestions 
i  made  by  a  Committee  over  which  he  had 
;  the  honour  to  preside  had  been  adopted, 
and  he  was  glad  to  see  that  the  House 
I  was  taking  such  an  interest  in  the  question 
!  of   reformatory   and   industrial   schools. 
i  He  knew  from  experience  that  it  was 
i  very  hard  to  get  people  to  understand 
that  kind  of  work.     He  had  talked  on 
'  the  subject  to  hon.  Members  and  they 
!  seemed  to  think  that  reformatory  schools 
j  were  a  sort  of  place  of  torture  for  little 
boys,  but  nothing  could  be  more  absurd, 
because  those  boys  were  given  a  better 
education   in    some  respects    than   was 
I  given  in  the  board  schools,  because  it 
i  was    of    a  practical    kind.      The    boys 
in  reformatory  schools  were  taught  not 
,  only    book-learning,    but   such   matters 
I  as    the    growth  of  timber,  after    which 
I  they     were    put     into    the     carpenter's 
shop.      Other     boys    were    taught    the 
[  properties    of    leather,  and  were    after- 
;  wards     put     to     making     boots      and 
I  shoes,  and  when   those  boys  went  out 
I  into  the  world  in  after   life    they  were 
often  better  equipped  to  earn  their  living  in 
industrial  occupations  than  boys  educated 
in  the  board  schools  only.     They  were 
also  given  liberty  and  freedom,  and  their 
self-respect    was    encouraged    in    every 
possible  manner^  in  fact  the  career  of 
'  those  boys  was  more  like  public  school 
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life  than  board  school  life.     They  were 
taken  out  to  camps  every  year,  and  they 
could   run    away    if    they    chose,  but 
scarcely  one  had  been  known  to  abuse 
his  privileges.     The   result  was    shown 
in  the  Report  of  the  Inspector  of  Re- 
formatories, who  pointed  out  that  from 
85  to  90  per  cent,  of  the  cases  of  boys 
sent  to  reformatories  turned  out  a  com- 
plete cure  and  the  boys  became  good 
citizens.    One  inspector  told  him  that 
when  he  went  off  to  Canada  to  visit  some 
of  the  children  sent  out  there,  he  was 
met  by  a  carriage  and  pair  driven  by  a 
distinguished  official  who  said  that  he 
had    been    educated    in    a    reformatory 
school   in   this   country.     He   was  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  en- 
courage emigration  in  order  to  give  these 
boys  a  new  home  and  a  fresh  chance  in 
life.     Many  local  authorities  rather  hesi- 
tated to  spend  £12  a  head  to  send  a  boy 
to   Canada,   but  hitherto  from    100    to 
150   boys  per  annum   had    been    sent 
in  that  way.     He    was   glad   to  notice 
that  the  hon.   Member  took  power  to 
apply  to  the  Treasury  for  a  further  sum 
to  be  spent  in  that  direction.    When  a 
boy   left  a   reformatory  sch*ool  he  was 
very  frequently  returned  to  his  parents 
and  began  life  under  his  former  surround- 
ings with  the  result  that  he  often  lapsed 
again  into  crime.     That  evil  would  be 
remedied  if  the   boys    were  emigrated. 
He  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  of  the  clauses  which  he 
thought  were  less  commendable  than  those 
to  which  he  had  referred.     One  of  them 
was  Clause  13,  which  dealt  with  cases  of 
accidental  burning.     He  hardly  thought 
the  hon.  Member  knew  the  full  effect  of 
th'it  clause.     It  was  not  to  be  a  criminal 
act  to  have  a  tire  in  one's  room  without 
a  fireguard,  but  if  an  accident  took  place 
and  a  child  got  burned  by  going  to  the 
tire,  then  the  fact  that  the  parent  had  not 
a  tiroguard  became  a  criminal  act  and 
the  unfortunate  parent  was  to  be  hailed 
b  if  ore  the  Court.     What  would  happen 
in    the    case    of   children    called  down 
in  the  drawing-room  or  the  parlour  for 
the    children's    hour  ?     If    an    accident 
took  place  would  the  parent  be  hailed 
before     the  magistrate?    He    ventured 
to    say    that    there   were   no   statistics 
of  any  wilful   or   negligent   burning   of 
1  hildren    in  the  country.     In   the  case 
of  burning    because    the    fiie   was   not 
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guarded,  was  the    grief    of    the    whole 
family  to  be  accentuated  by  the  parent 
being    brought    before  the     magistrate 
and  fined  ?     If  they  were  going  to  make 
it  a  crime  if  a  child  met  with  an  accident 
from  an  unguarded  fire  why  not  make 
it  also  a  crime  if  an  accident  occurred 
from  a  lamp  ?    A  child  would  be  far  more 
likely  to  pull  a  lamp  over.     Why  not 
make  it  a  crime  if  a  child  was  injured 
crossing  the  road  in  the  middle  of  the 
traffic  ?     He    asked    the   hon.    Member 
to    consider    that   point    in    proposing 
such   restrictions,   for  in    that    respect 
he  did  not  think  he  was  acting  either 
wisely  or  well.     Then   again  he  would 
like  to  know  what  overlying  was.     Did 
he   suggest    that   the   mothers    of   this 
country  deliberately  lay  over  their  chil- 
dren with  a  view  to  suffocating  them ! 
He  thought  that  was  a  monstrous  allega- 
tion and  a  statement  which  could  not  be 
proved.    The  late  Home  Secretary  read 
out  to  the  House  during  the  coarse  of 
his  speech  the  experience  of  a  coroner 
who  said  that  in  his  district  of  London 
they  had  been  engaged  for  some  years 
in  endeavouring  to  find  genuine  cases  of 
overlying,   but  so  far  their  search   had 
been  unfruitful.     Overljing  was  a  generic 
term  probably  used  by  medical  officers 
to  cover  many  cases  where  children  were 
found  dead  in  bed  and  a  diii^osis  proved 
sojiewhat  difficult.    He  did  not  believe 
there  was  such  a  thing  as  wilful  overlying 
of  children.    Hon.  Members  might  call  it 
grandmotherly  legislation,  but  it  would 
be  a  great  reflection  even  upon  a  grand- 
mother who  suggested  that  any  woman 
would    wilfully    overlie  her   child.     If 
overlying  was  really  an  offence  then  a 
£10  fine  was  totally  inadequate  to  meet 
the  case.  With  regard  to  j  uvenile  smoking 
he  did  not  think  that  that  was  an  offence 
of  a  very  flagrant  character.    Little  boys 
always  had  smoked  and  always  wddd 
smoke,  and  it  should  not  be  overlooked 
that  smoking  in  early  years  brought  its 
own  penalties  with  it.    The  hon.  Member 
desired    to   check    that    habit    and   in 
doing  so  sheltered   himself  behind   Ihe 
Report  of  the  House  of  Lords  Committee. 
He  did  not  believe  that  a  House  of  Lords 
Committee   was   infaUible,   or   that   its 
recommendations    should    be   slaTiaUy 
followed.    Their    recommendation    was 
that  where  a  boy  was  seen  smoking,  or 
in  the  opinion  of  a  constable  was  abovt 
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ix)  smoke,  he  should  be  dealt  with.     A 
hoy  might  be  sent  a  message  to  a  tobacco- 
nist's shop  by  his  father,  and  on  coming 
•out  of  the  shop  he  might  be  seen,  pursued, 
and  captured  by  a  constable  who  desired 
to  make  the  capture  when  he  ought  to 
be  attending  to  more  serious  matters. 
The  officer  was  to  take  the  boy  to  a 
place  of  detention.    The  magistrate,  as 
was  explained  by  the  Under-Secretary, 
would  only  go  to  the  places  of  detention 
every   other   day,    and   the    boy  might 
have  to  spend  a  night  in  the  house  of 
detention.     Under  the  Bill  whenever  a 
charge  was  brought  against  a  boy  the 
parent    or    guardian   must    attend   the 
Court.     The  father  would   lose  a  day's 
wages  in  going  to  the   place  to  prove 
that    the    boy  was    sent    out   by  him 
to  buy    tobacco   or    cigarettes.     What 
remedy  would  there  be  for  the  boy  or 
the  parent  under  those  circumstances? 
Was  it  not  a  straining  of  the  law  to 
subject  people  to  such  treatment  ?     Little 
boys  still  would  smoke ;  they  had  only 
to  go  to  their   own  gardens,  or  do   as 
possibly    the   hon.    Gentleman   opposite 
had  himself  done — smoke  up  the  clumney. 
The  best  way  to  deal  with  this  matter 
would   be   to  stop  the  practice  at  the 
iountain,   and  make  it  illegal  to  sell  to 
little   boys  of  a   certain  age.     To  have 
a  little  boy  brought  before  a  magistrate 
and  to  cause  the  parent  to  lose  a  day's 
wages  was  going  a  great  deal  too  far. 
The  object,   no  doubt,  was  to  prevent 
the  parent  from  evading  the  responsibility 
which  ought  to  fall  upon  him.     It  was 
thought    that   if   the   boy's   father   lost 
a  day's  wages  he  would  take  the  punish- 
ment of  the  boy  into  his  own  hands. 
Was  that  fair  ?     If  it  was  thought  that 
the  boy   should  be  punished  otherwise 
than  by   fine,   if  it  was   thought  that 
punishment  with  a  strap  or  a  cane  was 
sufficient  for  a  boy  who  smoked,  why 
not  put  it  in  the  Bill  and  let  the  punish- 
ment   be    administered    under    proper 
judicial  authority  ?     If  the  parent  had 
lost  a  day's  wages,  how  would  he  treat 
the  boy  when  he  got  him  home  ?     The 
punishment    would    be    measured    not 
by  the  fact  that  the  little  bo>  bad  smoked, 
but  by  the  fact  that  the  father  had  lost 
a  day's  wages.     The  punishment  might 
1)6  administered  when  the  parent  was 
in  a  fit  of  temper,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  better  to  put  in  the  Bill  that 


the  boy  might  receive  three  or  four 
strokes  with  a  cane.  He  approved  of 
many  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  bi  t 
the  clauses  to  which  he  had  referred 
did  not  add  to  its  strength,  and  if  they 
were  persisted  in  they  would  probably 
add  to  the  difficulty  of  passing  the 
measure. 

♦Mr.  MACLEAN.  (Bath)  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire  had  asked 
for   figures   showing   the   basis   for   the 
clauses   with  regard   to  accidents   from 
burning     and    overlying.      During    the 
last  seven  years  the  number  of  cases  of 
burning  was  10,500,  and  the  number  of 
cases  of  overlying  was  9,500.     He  sub- 
mitted  that   was  a   huge   national  loss 
which  the  State  must  deal  with,  while 
having   due    regard    to    the    feelings   of 
parents  which  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
had   so   well   expressed.     A   case   came 
to  his  notice  two  months  ago  in  which 
a  mother  of  drunken  habits  allowed  two 
or  three  young  children  to  play  about  in 
a  house,   with  the  result  that  some  of 
them  having  gone  too  near  the  fire  an 
accident     occurred.     The     mother    had 
placed  herself  in  such  a  condition  that 
she  was  unable  to  safeguard  the  children- 
She    was   prosecuted^   but   a   conviction 
was  not  obtained.     If  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  had  been  in  force,    she  would 
have  been  properly  punished.     There  was 
\n  enormous  body  of  public  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  suggested  change  in  the  law. 
Last  year  there  were  hundreds  of  meet- 
ings  held   all   over   England,    Scotland, 
Wales  and  Ireland,  and  the  officials  of 
the   Government   were  in  possession  of 
piles   of   resolutions    in   regard    to    the 
matter.     The  Society  of  Coroners  had  con- 
sidered the  matter  and  given  their  adhesion 
to  a  much  more  drastic  amendment  of 
the  law  than  was  proposed  by  the  Bill.     If 
the   hon.    Member    for    North    Ayrshire 
considered  these  facts  he  would  perhaps 
take   a    different   view    of     the   clauses 
when    the    Bill  went     into    Committee. 
As    to    the    prevention    of    cruelty    to 
children,    excellent     results    had    come 
from  the  action  of  the  Society  for   the 
Prevention     of     Cruelty    to     Children. 
Fifteen  years  cases  of  brutal  ill-treatment 
of  children   found   about   45    per  cent, 
of  the   total    cases  dealt   with   by   the 
society,  and  last  year  they  had  dropped 
down  to  8  per  cent.     The  influence  cf 
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Ma.  .SU30LERBELL  Sun<i«i*ai  sAid 
It  TTi-  not  hi*  mtendon  to  o|^Mxe  the 
Bill  in  iny  wij.  He  commiWifVd  h  it 
■:onT«jli'iarlni  all  the  Tmaooi  Aces  of 
Parliament  app'dcabte  to  chiLd  T-f^  a^d 
he  rq^-.oTTT- ended  hi*  ri^as  Imxv.  fiaend 
the  President  of  the  Loc&I  Govvmmcat 
Board  zo  adopt  a  szmiLikr  policy  in  zegard 
to  Ho:i*lnji  Acts.  He  dkoogbr  tkeie 
were  rwo  A.?pei:ts  o:  the  question  oi 
chili  life.  He  ajireed  witk  tliaee  who 
as-errei  tLit  every  porece  vlio.  through 
■irlnk  or  immoral  conduce  Oaeglected  his 
chil-irem  and  allowed  them  to  |^  ii> 
waste,  should  b«  prosecoced  to  the 
utmost  extent-  But  the  ecooomic  ^speci 
of  the  question  mo^  aiso  be  reragiiked. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  a  widow  left  with 
four  or  dve  childrea.  azad  compdkd  to 
■Z'j  or.  to  do  charing  wo^  4nd  wmsluEbz 
for  their  support  and  her  own.  What 
was  that  p»»r  womao  to  do  with  the 
chil'iren  when  she  wias  oat  earning  her 
living  i  She  could  Dot  afford  eooiuMni' 
'lally  to  pay  for  the  protection  of  the 
:ml«iren.  however  much  she  would  like 
t'>.  Wa-^  it  then  ris^t  to  punish  her 
if  ar.y  harm  came  to  them  through 
what  he  called  innocent  neglect  I  In 
the  ?:ums  of  the  City  of  London  there 
w^re  35.»»)  children  who  had  practically 
no  parental  care,  and  the  wonder  to 
hi!.;  often  was  that  the  children  were 
not  really  wor^e  than  they  were.  Where 
a  child  had  been  lost  through  accidental 
burning,  it  did  not  always  feDow  that 
the  parent  had  neglected  the  interests 
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of  the  child,  and  he  repudiated  the  idea 
of  punishing  the  parent  under  such 
circumstances.  The  loss  of  the  child 
by  fire  was  itself  quite  sufficient  punish- 
ment. If  they  were  to  rescue  the 
children  for  the  future  service  of  the 
State,  the  House  must  go  a  step  further 
and  recognise  the  necessity  of  putting 
\vithin  the  reach  of  every  parent  the 
economic  opportunity  of  looking  after 
the  welfare  of  his  or  her  children.  In  the 
larger  towns  men  who  would  do  better 
if  they  had  the  opportunity  were  com- 
pelled to  live  amid  miserable  surroundings, 
and  the  children  had  nothing  but  the 
pawnshop  and  public  -  house  as  their 
constant  companions,  and  the  gutter 
as  their  playground.  These  men  should 
have  an  economic  opportunity  of  doing 
their  best  for  their  children,  which  at 
present  they  had  not.  Reformatory 
schools  had  been  spoken  of  very  eulo- 
gistically.  An  hon.  Member  had  led  them 
to  believe  that  reformatory  schools 
were  better  than  board  schools,  and 
Lad  spoken  about  an  individual  who  had 
been  brought  up  in  a  reformatory  school, 
and  was  now  driving  about  in  a 
carriage  and  pair.  One  would  have 
thought  from  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  that  the  board  schools  were 
inferior  to  the  reformatory  schools ; 
but  he  maintained  that  so  far  as  the 
■education  in  the  board  schools  was 
concerned,  the  hon.  Member's  statement 
was  a  gross  exaggeration.  He  wished 
to  say  that  so  far  as  the  occupants  of 
the  Labour  Benches  were  concerned, 
they  were  pleased  at  the  many  good 
features  in  the  Bill,  and  were  prepared 
to  allow  it  to  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs, 
where  a  few  Amendments  might  be  made 
to  make  the  punishment  a  little  less 
severe  on  innocent  people  who  were 
unable  to  take  every  care  of  their  childrea. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  spoken  of  the  big  national 
loss  involved  in  the  sacrifice  of  child 
life  to-day.  That  was  an  enormous 
loss  to  the  nation,  and  they  ought  to 
do  their  best  to  lessen  it.  He  sub  nitted  | 
to  the  House,  however,  that  the  true 
remedy,  if  they  wanted  to  rescue  the 
children,  was  to  tap  the  evil  at  its 
source,  and  to  afford  to  the  parents  an 
economic  opportunity  to  bring  up  their 
children  as  they  ought  to  be  brought 
up. 


♦Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth) 
thought  that  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  introducing  this  measure  was 
statesmanlike.  He  commended  the 
clauses  which  instituted  child  Courts 
and  did  away  with  imprisonment  of 
the  children.  He  especially  thanked  his 
hon.  friend  the  Under-Secretary  for 
having  introduced  Clauses  13  and  14, 
which  were  in  substance  the  same  as 
clauses  in  the  Bill  which  he  had  brought 
in  last  year  to  prevent  cruelty  to 
children.  He  had  been  a  coroner  for 
nearly  twenty-five  years  and  a  deputy 
coroner  for  five  years  in  one  of  the 
largest  towns  in  the  Kingdom,  and, 
'  from  experience  obtained  in  that 
capacity,  he  believed  that  if  the  Bill 
became  law,  the  great  loss  of  children 
j  through  burning  and  overlying  would  be 
reduced  by  one  -  half.  It  was  terrible 
to  contemplate  the  awful  punishment 
which  a  child  was  compelled  to  undergo 
from  burning.  It  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  children  who  were 
overlaid  were  weaklings.  They  were 
generally  healthy  children  who  were 
j  taken  to  bed  by  their  mothers  some- 
I  times  in  a  drunken  condition.  His 
I  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
I  land  had  referred  to  the  economic  side 
of  the  question  ;  but  was  it  an  economic 
question?  He  supposed  it  would  be 
said  that  the  parents  were  unable  in  the 
case  of  child-burning  to  provide  fire- 
guards, but  his  experience  was  that 
that  excuse  was  rarely  made.  Chari- 
table institutions  would  arise  which 
would  provide  fireguards  if  necessary, 
but  he  believed  that  in  the  majority 
of  C/ases  when  the  parents  got  to 
know  the  responsibility  which  rested 
upon  them  they  would  find  means  to 
meet  it.  From  an  experience  of  thirty 
years  he  could  assure  the  House  that  no 
fear  need  be  felt  that  innocent  parents 
would  be  punished.  Let  the  people 
know  that  the  responsibility  rested 
upon  them  and  they  would  set  to  work 
to  think  for  themselves,  as  they 
did  not  too  often  do  now,  and  they 
would  take  the  necessary  precautions. 
He  hoped  that  those  two  clauses  would 
be  passed,  and  that  generally  the  Bill 
woald  be  acceptable. 

Viscount  MORPETH  (Birmingham,S.) 
said  he   wished  to   say   a  word  or  two 
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about   industrial   schools,  and,  differing 
from  his  hon.  friend  below  him,  he  did 
not  compare  them  with  board  schools. 
The  children  in  the  board  schools  were 
the  children  of  the  free,  but  the  children 
in  the  industrial  schools  had  been  sent 
there  for  their  own  fault  or  more  often 
for   the   faults   of  their   parents.     Con- 
sidering the  source  from  which  children 
in    industrial    schools    came    they    had 
accomplished  some  of  the  most  remark- 
able  things   that   had   ever   been   seen 
in  this  country.     When  they  considered 
that  the  children  were  recruited    from 
the   moral   dregs   of   the   population   it 
was  a  testimony  to  their  extraordinary 
success  that  they  turned  these  children 
out  as  reliable  men  and  women.     That 
fact  spoke  greatly  to  the  credit  of  these 
institutions.     He   fully  agreed  with   the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  as 
to  parental  responsibility,  and  no  person 
in  that  House    could  be  more    anxious 
to  retain  it  than  he  was,  but  there  was 
a  class  of  parent  to  whom  children  could 
not   be   safely  left.     The   hon.   Member 
below  him   had    quoted   two    or    three 
cases  which  were  quite  enough  to  show 
that  that  was  so,  and  it  was  unnecessary 
to    amplify    them.       No     Government 
or     country   could     leave     children     in 
the  hands  of    guardians  such  as  those, 
and    it    was    very    difficult    t(f  provide 
for  them  except  by  the  industrial  school 
methods,   which  had,   as  he   had   said, 
been  extremely  successful.    Anyone  who 
had  seen  the  sort  of  boys  and  girls  they 
turned  out,  and  the  affection  they  had 
for  the  places  in  which  they  had  lived, 
would  understand  what  the  work  was 
which    those    institutions    were    doing. 
It  was  most  important  that  the  children 
should  be  sent  to  them  in  good    time 
before   it  was  too   late  to   save  them, 
because  if  they  did  not  go  to  the  indus- 
trial school  they  went  later  on  to  the 
reformatory    or    the    prison.      It    was 
objected    that    the     industrial    schools 
were  not  sufficient  in  nimiber,  and  were 
a  burden  upon  the  rates,  but  he  would 
be  glad  to  support  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  any  measure  he  might  take,  in  order 
to  supply  an  adequate  number  of  in- 
dustrial   schools,    whether    it    was    by 
putting  an  obligation  on  the  local  authori- 
ties to  erect  them,  or  by  giving  larger 
grants    for    children     in     the    schools. 
In  regard  to  the  Report  of  the  Select 

Viscount  Morpeth, 


Committee  in  reference  to  single  nurse- 
child  homes,  he  said  with  some  diffidence 
that  he  had  doubts  upon  the  matter, 
because    he    saw   in    the    Report  tbt 
the   Members  were   nnanimous   on  the 
question  of  inspection,  and  he  had  not 
the  benefit  of  being  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  which  gave   illustrations  of 
carelessness,  neglect,    and  cruelty  even 
in  single  nurse-child  homes,  which  necessi- 
tated  some   inspection-     He    could  not 
help  saying  that  all  these  things  were  a 
balance  of  advantage  and  disadvantage, 
and  if  there  were  some  cases  of   neglect 
and  cruelty  in  those  homes,  there  were 
many  hundreds  of  homes  where  much 
affection   and   care   was    given    by  the 
foster-parents    to     the    poor     children 
who  were  boarded  out.   Inspection  was 
a  necessary  evil,  and  if  no  harm  took 
place   so   much    the   better,    but   there 
were   many  homes   in   which,    if  there 
was  to  be  inspection,  the  children  would 
not  be  received  so  readily  or  so  cordiallj. 
He  noticed  that  at  the  end  of  the  Beport 
it  was  said  that  so  far  as  possible  the 
inspection   should  be   deprived   of  anv 
rigid  or  formal  character,  and  carried  out 
by  women  possessing  special  qualifica- 
tions for  the  work.    Locally  they  knew 
that  there  were  great  numbers  of  wom^ 
ready    to    give    their    time    to     work 
of    this    kind,      but    very    often  thoee 
I  women,     zealous     and   keen     as     they 
were,  had  the  defects  of  their  qualities* 
Perhaps  the  excess  of  zeal  which  they 
put  into   the   accomplishment  of  their 
work  had  an  irritating  effect  upon    tiie 
;  foster  parents  who  received  the  children* 
The  lady  full  of  the  expectation  of  a 
tidiness    which    was    impossible,    or   of 
open  windows  which  were  not  prevalent 
in  this  country,  swooped  down  upon  a 
cottage  and  made  requirements  which 
I  the  foster-parents  were  imable  or  un* 
I  willing  to  comply  with,  and  very  often 
the  father  of  the  family  said  that  if  he 
:  was  to  be  exposed  to  visits  of  that  kind 
,  he  would  rather  do  without  the  child. 
I  That  was  the  difficulty  which  presented 
itself  in  country  districts  and  it  was  a 
great  one  to  overcome.    He  quite  recog- 
nised,  however,  that  inspection  might  be 
necessary,  but  he  would  suggest    that 
when  the  Bill  got   into  Committee  the 
hon.    Gentleman    should   carefully   con- 
sider  the   matter,   and    see   whether  it 
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was  not  possible  to  put  in  quali- 
fications which  would  enable  him  to 
exempt  certain  homes  from  inspection. 
He  saw  that  there  would  be  a  difficulty 
in  the  case.  K  some  homes  were  to  be 
exempt  while  others  were  inspected,  it 
would  cast  a  slur  upon  those  homes  which 
were  not  considered  worthy  of  exemption, 
but  he  hoped  that  some  means  would 
be  found  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty. 
It  was  a  great  and  real  one,  and 
if  it  was  not  dealt  with  incalculable 
harm  would  be  done  in  regard  to  the 
boarding-out  of  children.  Then  as  to 
smoking,  he  thought  everybody  agreed 
that  it  was  bad  for  young  boys,  and 
he  was  very  anxious  it  should  be  stopped, 
but  to  his  mind  the  proper  authorities 
to  stop  it  were  the  parent  and  the  school- 
master. The  Bill  was  brought  in  to 
prevent  boys  from  coming  into  the 
atmosphere  of  the  police  Court  or  the 
prison,  and  yet  it  went  out  of  its  way 
in  regard  to  a  not  very  serious  offence 
to  drag  boys  into  that  atmosphere. 
If  the>Bill  confined  itself  to  forbidding 
the  sale  of  tobacco  to  boys,  he  thought 
no  harm  would  be  done,  and  he  would 
point  out  that  that  would  follow  the 
analogy  of  the  Licensing  Bill  under 
which  children  were  not  to  be  allowed 
to  go  into  a  public  house.  The  age- 
limit  was  sixteen,  or  such  limit  as 
the  magistrates  might  determine,  but 
they  must  remember  that  at  six- 
teen a  very  large  number  of  boys 
were  not  under  the  control  of  their 
parents  and  were  not  pupils,  but  were 
earning  their  own  livelihood  and  standing 
on  their  own  feet,  and  it  was  difficult 
to  make  restrictions  on  their  liberty. 
He  objected  to  the  proposal  because  it 
would  bring  up  boys  to  disregard  the 
law,  which  was  a  more  serious  fault 
than  smoking.  They  would  learn  to 
break  the  laws  of  the  country  and  would 
think  that  it  was  a  trivial  and  unim- 
portant thing.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  fact  that  the  State  had 
denounced  the  practice  would  impress 
the  young,  but  he  was  afraid  that  the 
young  had  not  so  developed  that  any 
decrees  of  the  State  would  impress  them 
in  such  a  matter.  He  did  not 
wish  to  repeat  what  so  many  had  said, 
but  he  desired  to  express  how 
grateful  they  were  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  his  excellent  Bill. 


*Mr.  BRIGHT  (01dham)remarkedtha»; 
as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  he 
would  like  to  say  in  regard  to  the  single 
nurse  child  homes  that  they  had  very 
ample  evidence  that  there  was  a  necessity 
for  inspection.  They  had  also  evidence 
that  there  was  no  difficulty  in  finding 
homes  for  a  single  nurse  child  amongst 
decent  people.  They  had  before  them 
the  evidence  of  the  lady  inspectors. 
The  noble  Lord  was  inclined  to  imagine 
that  the  female  inspectors  would  behave 
in  a  harsh  manner,  but  he  thought  if  he 
had  seen  the  ladies  who  came  before  the 
Committee  and  heard  their  evidence 
he  would  not  have  entertained  that 
opinion.  They  said  that  in  the  single 
nurse  child  homes  which  they  had  in- 
spected, and  which  they  had  no  difficulty 
in  getting  permission  to  inspect,  the 
presence  of  the  lady  inspector  was  not  only 
not  resented  but  welcomed.  He  thought 
there  would  be  no  difficulty,  from  what 
they  heard,  in  obtaining  a  large  number 
of  good  homes.  Unfortunately,  a  large 
number  of  these  children,  he  was  afraid, 
were  sent  to  these  homes  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  rid  of  them  and  never  seeing 
them  again,  and  in  many  cases  they 
had  been  so  neglected  that  their  lives 
were  shortened.  In  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  appointment  of  inspectors  they 
had  evidence  that  in  a  great  many  places 
in  the  larger  areas  of  the  country  no  in- 
spectors had  been  appointed  to  inspect 
the  homes  in  which  two  or  three  children 
were  kept,  or  that  inspectors  had  in  the 
first  instance  been  appointed,  but  after 
that  no  appointments  had  been  made, 
and  the  provisions  as  to  inspection  had 
become  a  dead  letter.  This  Bill  said  that 
public  bodies  "  may"  appoint  inspectors, 
but  he  thought  it  should  be  altered  to 
**  shall,"  so  that  all  these  homes  should  be 
inspected.  There  was  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  gave  power  for  taking  away  little 
girls  from  immoral  houses.  [Of  course 
there  was  a  distinction  between  the 
dangers  to  little  girls  and  little  boys  in 
those  houses,  but  he  should  say  that  it 
was  desirable  to  remove  little  boys 
also,  and  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
not  be  included  in  the  clause.  In  Clause 
106  it  was  provided  that  children  under 
sixteen  should  not  be  allowed  to  pawn 
clothes,  and  he  had  had  evidence  before 
him  that  there  was  a  great  deal  done 
in  the  pawning  of  little  children's  clothes 
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by  drunken  parents.     He  knew  that  an 
objection  was  made  to  any  law  which 
prevented  pawnbrokers  from  taking  little  ; 
children's   clothes,  because   it   was   said  • 
that   the   parents   might   wish   to   raise  • 
money  on  the  clothes  of  dead    children 
or      cast-off      suits.       But     in      those ; 
cases     the    parents    would     not    want 
to   pawn    them,    but    to    sell,    as  they : 
could   get   a   better   price  than  it   was  : 
possible  to  get  on  a  pawn  ticket.     He  was 
told  that  in  many  cases  children  were 
provided  with  clothes   for  the  purpose 
of  going  to  church,  chapel,  or  Sunday 
school,    but    on    Monday    morning   the 
drunken    father    or    mother    took    the 
clothes  and  pawned  them  till  the  follow-  ; 
ing    Saturday.     He    thought    it    would 
be  a  good  provision  to  prohibit  pawn-  ' 
brokers  from  taking  children's  clothes  in 
pawn.     He  understood  that  in  some  parts  ' 
of  the  country,  and  he  believed  in  Edin- 
burgh, the  police  acted  in  conjunction 
with     the     charitable     organisations   to 
prevent  the  pawning  of  children's  clothes.  : 
As  to   the   question   of   firegiiards,    the  • 
accounts    of    accidents    were    terrible. 
Fireguards  were  extremely  cheap,  and  a 
great    many    benevolent    people    were 
quite  willing  to  provide    them  in  cases 
where  the  parents  were  too  poor  to  do  so. 
The  charges  of  overlying  were  often  of  a 
very   serious  character.     He  heard  not 
long  ago  of  a  case  where  a  woman  had  lost 
four  or  five  children  in  this  way  in  succes- 
sion and  apparently  did  not  care  whether 
they  died  or  lived.     He  welcomed  the  Bill, 
and  hoped  it  would  soon  pass  through  the 
House,  for  he  believed  it  met  with  general 
approval. 

♦Sir  KEXRY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  pointed  out  that 
under  the  present  condition  of  discussion 
it  was  impossible  for  those  Members 
who  were  not  on  this  particular  Com- 
mittee to  which  this  Bill  would  be 
referred  to  have  anything  to  say  as  to 
the  form  the  Bill  would  take,  except 
in  the  present  limitei  discussion,  though 
many  of  them  were  interested  in  the 
subject,  and  had  spent  their  lives  in 
studnng  schemes  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
ditions of  the  children.  One  thing  that  had 
struck  him  in  the  course  of  the  debate  was 
that  the  criticisms  upon  the  Bill  had  all 
followed  a  very  usual  course.  It  was 
the    experience    of    all    accustomed    to 
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administrative  work  to  find  that  objection 
was  taken  to  the  inefficiency  of  some  part 
of   the   machinery;    but    the     moment 
an  attempt  was  made  to  touch  the  evil, 
the     moment     machinery     was     intro-  . 
duced  which  was  to  work  drastically  and 
efficiently  and  to  remedy  the  evil,  all 
sorts    of    objections    were    raised  —  the 
great     social      objection      referred      to 
by    the      hon.      Member    for    Sunder- 
land,   or  else    some     interference    with 
the    liberty     of    the    individual,  nused 
by  many  Members,  and  so  on.     It  was, 
however,  impossible  to  make  an  omelette 
without    breaking    eggs,    and    a    great 
social  reform  of  this  kind  could  not  be 
carried    out    without    interference    with 
personal   liberty,  and    possibly    with   a 
good. deal  that    might    be    picturesque 
enough  in  ordinary  fife.     They  wished  to 
rescue  "  Oliver  Twist  "out  of  the clutcheB 
of     "Fagin,"    and    in    the    process    it 
might  become  necessary  to  take  "  Little 
Nell"     away     from     her     grandfather. 
With    regard     to     the    gipsy     clauses, 
it    was     said     the     proposals     of    the 
Bill  interfered  with  the  picturesque  and 
free  side  of  life.     No  one  would  sugg^ 
such  a  thing  as  that  who  had  seen  the 
actual  conditions  under  which  the  gipsy 
children  lived.     It  was  not  said  by  the 
one  man  in  Scotland   who  knew   most 
about  the  reality  as  well  as  the  poetry  of 
Scottish  life— sir  Walter  Scott.      In  the 
"  Heart  of  Midlothian,"   and  still  more 
in  the  "  Highland  Widow,"  he  stripped 
i  the  life  of  all  its  picluresqueness,  and 
pointed  out  what  w^as  the  real  state  of 
!  degradation   under   which  these   people 
lived.      In    certain    parts   of   S^jotland 
he  had  seen  it  himself.     He  had  en^ed 
,  the  caves  where  some  of  these  gip^*^ 
!  lived   on   the  Caithness    coast,   and  ^ 
after  what  he  had  seen  people  thougHk 
'  no   change   was   called    for,    he     coulJ^ 
I  not    understand     their     feelings.       It** 
was  the  same  with  regard  to  the  drastic 
;  remedy   proposed    for    overhing.     That 
Q\i\    could    not    be    remedied    without 
(  something  that  would  strike  terror  into 
the  hearts  of  the  careless,  or  those  who 
I  were  neglectful  of  their  duties  of  mother- 
hood.    That    could    only    be    done    by 
.  drastic    machinery,    which   was    always 
I  apt    to    be    objected    to   as   interfering 
with    personal    liberty.     One   point    he 
desired  to  impress  on  the  hon.   Gentle- 
man   was  that    it    would     not     do    to 
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try  and  carry  on  all  this  remedial  work 
of  raising  these  waifs  and  strays  as  if 
it  were  part  of  the  great  educational 
work  of  the  country.  It  was  not 
educational  but  remedial  work.  And 
the  work  which  was  being  dealt  with  in 
this  Bill  was  more  or  less  of  a  penal  kind. 
It  could  not  help  being  so.  It  had  to  deal 
very  often  not  with  the  regular  in- 
habitants of  the  locality  where  these 
persons  were  found.  They  were  waifs 
and  strays  jettisoned  by  society — thrown 
by  chance  into  a  particular  locality. 
Therefore  it  was  not  fair  to  lay  the 
w^hole  burden  on  the  locality  as  was 
done  in  the  case  of  ordinary  educa- 
tion. The  central  authority  of  the 
State  must  step  in  in  this  case  with  a 
larger  share  of  public  money  to  the 
assistance  of  the  locality  which  needed 
it.  The  local  authorities  often  found 
that  the  public  opinion  of  the  locality 
was  not  behind  them  in  spending  ade- 
<|uately  upon  such  remedial  and  casual 
work  as  this,  urgent  as  it  was.  These 
waifs  and  strays  had  no  one  to  stand  up 
and  criticise  the  provisions  which  were 
made  for  them,  and  the  State  must  there- 
fore step  in,  and  while  it  imposed  a  high 
standard,  must  also  largely  assist  the 
locality  in  maintaining  that  standard. 
This  was  not  a  municipal  burden,  it  was 
a  work  that  must  be  carried  out  at  the 
<?xpense  of  the  State. 

Mr.  L.  ha  slam  (Monmouth 
Boroughs)  called  attention  to  what  he 
believed  was  an  omission  in  the  Bill,  viz., 
that  there  was  no  provision  to  prevent 
insuring  children  by  foster  parents. 
Baby  farmers  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
have  any  advantage  in  the  case  of  the 
death  of  a  child,  and  he  suggested  a  clause 
by  which  it  should  be  not  only  illegal  for 
the  foster-parents  to  insure  children  but 
for  any  company  or  person  to  insure  them. 
He  understood  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  prepared  to  introduce  a  clause  to  that 
effect,  and  he  hoped  it  would  receive  the 
-cordial  assent  of  the  House. 

.  Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT  (Sussex, 
CSachester)  congratulated  the  Under- 
Secretary  upon  one  feature  of  the  Bill, 
^wliich  he  described  as  contrasting  very 
fftTourably  with  other  legislative  efforts 
of  the  Grovemment  in  regard  to  children. 
Ab  he  read  the  Bill,  adequate  and  definite 


consideration  was  given  to  the  religiout; 
denominations  to  which  the  children 
belonged.  That  very  important  part  of 
the  rights  of  the  child  and  the  parent 
as  regards  reUgion  was  properly  safe- 
guarded. In  certain  quarters  an  im- 
pression prevailed  that  the  Catholic  com- 
munity was  against  the  inspection  of  the 
one  child  homes.  That,  however,  was 
not  the  case.  It  was  not  a  religious 
question  at  all,  and  the  Catholics  were  afl 
much  divided  upon  it  as  other  people. 
Personally  he  was  against  inspection, 
but  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  and  the 
exemptions  that  were  recommended  by 
that  Report,  the  recommendations  of 
which  the  Under-Secretary  by  this  Bill 
was  attempting  to  carry  out. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill   read   a   second   time,    and   com- 
mitted to  a  Standing  Committee. 


EXPLOSION  (GLENAHIERY). 
*Mr.  HAVILAND  BURKE  (King's 
County,  Tullamore)  rose  to  call  attention 
to  all  the  circxmistances  connected  with 
the  explosion  at  Lord  Ashtown's  Lodge, 
Glenahiery,  and  to  move,  "  That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  interests  of 
truth  and  justice  require  a  full  public 
inquiry  upon  oath  into  all  the  circum- 
stances  connected  with  the  explosion  at 
Lord  Ashtown's  shooting  lodge  at  Glena- 
hiery on  14th  August  last,  including 
the  subsequent  attempt  made  to  incite 
a  nxmiber  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  County 
of  (Jalway  to  commit  an  outrage  upon 
Woodlawn  Church  on  31st  August  last." 
He  felt  himself  confronted,  he  said,  by  a 
very  great  and  obvious  difficulty,  the 
difficulty  of  stating,  on  an  occasion  when 
they  had  only  two  hours  and  three- 
quarters  left  for  discussion,  the  whole  of 
the  facts  of  a  case  which  was  not  only 
very  mysterious,  but  in  his  opinion, 
of  the  very  gravest  character,  demand- 
ing the  most  searching  and  merci- 
less inquiry  by  the  Executive  that 
claimed  to  be  fair  and  impartial  in  its 
dealings  between  man  and  man  in  Ire- 
land. He  wished  to  recall  the  fact  that, 
in  the  first  instance,  the  explosion  at 
Glenahiery  was  of  a  character  almost 
unprecedented  in  Ireland.     It  was  not 
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with  the  Report  against  which  Oounty 
Court  Judge  Fitzgerald  fulminated  and 
raved  so  voluminously,  and  he  found  that 
so  far  from  the  original  Report  being 
milder  than  the  one  upon  which  very 
largely  the  County  Court  Judge  had 
to  adjudicate,  the  Report  before  bim 
was  a  milk-and-water  Bowdlerised  edition 
of  the  Report  originally  sent  in  by  Mr. 
Preston,  and  that  if  the  Report  before 
the  Oounty  Court  Judge  was  cooked 
at  all  it  was  cooked  handsomely  in  Lord 
Ashtown's  favour.  He  would  exhaust 
his  time  if  he  alluded  to  the  many  pas- 
sages in  the  original  Report  which  were 
omitted,  in  his  opinion  with  gross  im- 
propriety, under  Castle  influence,  from 
the  Report  upon  which  the  original  pro- 
ceedings were  taken,  but  there  were  two 
omissions  to  which  he  might  call  some 
attention.  The  inspector  said,  for  instance, 
in  his  original  Report  that  he  was  actually 
obstructed  in  the  execution  of  his  duty, 
and  that  he  had  difficulty  in  gettine 
information.  He  said  that  Alice  Cudd, 
the  sister  of  the  wife  of  Lord  Ashtown's 
gamekeeper — the  more  they  went  into 
this  Ashtown  business  the  more  they 
saw  what  a  merry  crowd  and  how  closely 
related  they  were — who  showed  temper 
at  being  questioned  at  all,  whose  demea- 
nour was  flippant,  gave  impertinence  to 
the  District-Inspector  who,  in  the  ordi- 
nary discharge  of  his  duty,  had  the 
audacity  to  ask  her  some  questions  as 
to  the  facts  relating  to  the  explosion. 
He  said  another  thing,  also  omitted 
from  the  second  edition,  and  he  thought 
this  was  a  most  important  matter.  Any 
man  accustomed  to  study  human  nature 
and  police  cases  and  criminal  trials 
would  see  its  importance.  The  Inspector 
said,  in  his  original  Report — 

"  At  this  point  it  occurs  to  me  to  put  upon 
pa}>er  what  has  strick  mo  all  along  as  unusual 
lud  not  to  be  exi>ected — the  fact  that  the 
women  of  the  household  had  taken  the  whole 
matter  calmly  and  had  never  shown  the  least 
sipn  of  alarm  or  natural  fear,  quit«  the  contrary." 


He  put  his  own  construction  upon  that, 
and  it  was  that  the  ladies  of  the  house 
were  not  in  the  least  surprised  and  had- 
some  inkling  of  what  was  going  to  happen. 
But  he  would  leave  District-Inspector 
Preston's  Report.  The  next  sheet-anchor 
•  of  the  people  who  wanted  to  make  this 
slur  upon  an  Irish  national  movement 
was  to  say  that  County-Inspector  Jen- 

Mr.llnr 


nings  was  dead  against  the  District- 
Inspector.  The  only  difierence  of  opinion 
between  County-Inspector  Jennings  and 
District-Inspector  Preston  was  as  to 
whether  the  window  was  open  or  not  at 
the  time  of  the  explosion.  District- 
Inspector  Preston  was  of  opinion  that  it 
was,  and  he  was  confirmed  in  that  opinion 
by  the  evidence  of  the  Home  Office 
expert.  He  noticed  that  Mr.  Justice 
Kenn^,  in  his  summing  up,  said  be  had 
three  experts  on  one  side  and  one  on  the 
other,  and  that  other  things  being  equal 
he  would  prefer  the  opinion  of  the  three 
experts  to  the  one.  What  did  that 
amount  to  ?  It  was  as  if  after  a  railway 
(collision  the  Board  of  Trade  sent  down 
its  special  inspector  to  make  a  report  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  accident,  and 
that  then  when  somebody  injured  in  the 
collision  brought  an  action  for  damages 
against  the  Company  he  could  bring  up 
three  experts  who  were  not  on  the  spot 
for  weeks  or  months,  when  everything 
was  put  in  order  and  tidied  up,  and  the 
Judge  told  the  jury  to  prefer  the  opinion 
of  the  three  experts  to  the  independent 
expert  who  was  there  as  soon  as  possible 
aft^r  the  disaster.  Again,  County -In- 
spector Jennings  said,  and  this  was  going 
to  lead  him  up  to  a  graver  chapter  of  his 
argument  by  and  by — 

"  Lord  Ashtown  suspects  none  of  his  Water* 
ford  tenantry  for  the  outrage.  He  is  of  opinion 
that  it  was  planned  by  some  of  his  Woodlawn 
tenants,  aided  by  someone  in  the  neighbonrhood 
of  Glenahiery." 

This  remarkable  passage  followed — 

*'It  is  inconceivable  how  any  man  would 
approach  the  house,  as  in  this  in9tan:^e,  and  mn 
risks  of  dete.rtion  with  practically  four  armed, 
and  experts  in  use  of  firearms,  on  the  premised. 
I  do  not  believe  any  of  the  natives  would 
coimtenm^e  or  conceive  such  an  outrage." 

It  might  be  of  interest  that  he  fihoidd 
remind  the  House  that  Mr.  Q-raham, 
the  mysterious  gamekeeper  who  be- 
longed to  Lord  Ashtown's  menage^  was 
one  of  those  rolling  stones  that  gatiiered 
no  moss.  He  had  never  kept  any  re- 
8p:)nsible  employment  for  any  substantial 
period,  and  always  appeared  to  treat 
Glenahiery  as  a  safe  harbour  of  refuge. 
He  had  furthermore,  to  dwell  upon  the 
fact  that  he  had  been  several  times  in 
trouble  with  the  police,  and  that  actually 
since  this  outrage  he  had  been  sentenced 
to  a  term  of  imprisonment  for  wanton 
and  unprovoked  assault,  and  was,   for 
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some  mysterious  reason  that  he  could 
not  fathom,  relieved  by  the  authorities 
at  Dublin  Castle  of  the  results.  As  he 
said,  one  sentence  that  he  had  just  read 
in  County-Inspector  Jenning's  Report 
led  them  up  to  a  graver  chapter  in  the 
case.  They  had  been  blamed  for  trying 
to  connect  the  anonymous  letters  inciting 
certain  Galway  people  to  crime  with 
the  Glenahiery  bomb  outrage,  and  with 
Lord  Ashtown.  But  who  originally  drew 
in  the  name  of  the  Galway  people  to 
the  Glenahiery  business  ?  It  was  Lord 
Ashtown  himself.  It  was  the  explana- 
tion he  gave  to  the  local  police.  He  did 
not  believe  any  of  his  neighbours  had 
done  it.  He  said  right  out  two  or  three 
times  that  it  was  the  Woodlawn  tenants, 
with  whom  he  had  had  difficulties,  who 
were  responsible.  Before  he  passed  from 
that  aspect  of  the  case,  he  could  not  avoid 
reference  to  an  ugly  fact  in  Lord  Ash- 
town's  own  conduct.  At  the  first  hearing 
of  his  claim  for  compensation  he  was 
asked,  Was  he,  or  was  he  not,  responsible 
for  an  article  describing  the  outrage  and 
life  generally  in  that  neighbourhood, 
that  appeared  in  a  very  respectable  and 
widely-read  weekly  paper  in  London. 
He  point-blank  denied  all  knowledge  of 
the  article,  of  responsibility  for  it,  or  of 
having  given  his  signature,  and  only  at 
the  last  moment,  when  beaten  to  the  ropes 
under  cross-examination  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Louth, 
confronted  with  the  presence,  at  the 
second  trial,  of  a  special  representative 
sent  over  by  that  paper  to  be  there  and 
give  him  the  lie  from  the  witness  chair, 
then  and  only  then  did  he  admit  that  his 
article  in  Answers  was  not  a  concoction, 
that  he  was  responsible  for  it,  that  he 
did  give  his  signature  for  it,  and  he  was 
censured  by  Mr.  Justice  Kenny  for  his 
previous  evasions.  The  utmost  plea  that 
could  be  entered  for  Lord  Ashtown  was 
that  he  was  the  victim  of  occasional 
acute  paralysis  of  the  mnemonic  faculties. 
If  hon.  Members  on  the  Orange  Benches 
preferred  that  definition  of  his  mental 
state,  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  give 
them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt.  It 
made  no  difference  whatever  as  to  the 
value  of  Lord  Ashtown's  testimony  on 
oath,  or  the  anti- Irish  garbage  which  he 
retailed  for  the  benefit  of  the  Unionist 
Press  in  this  country.  What  was  the 
next  fact  they  had  to  deal  with  ?    It  was 


that  shortly  afterwards  a  number  of 
letters  were  posted  from  Dublin  inciting 
certain  Galway  men  in  the  precise  locality 
Lord  Ashtown  had  indicated  as  being  the 
locality  that  had  been  most  criminal  in 
this  outrage,  inviting  them  to  plant  a 
bomb  outside  a  local  church  with  a  view 
to  injuring  him.  Those  letters  were 
written  when  Lord  Ashtown  himself 
was  in  Dublin,  but  more  than  that  hap- 
pened. Simultaneously  he  wrote  to  the 
police  saying  that  he  had  good  ground 
to  believe  that  an  attempt  at  this  outrage 
would  be  made  in  Woodlawn  on  the  very 
date  bargained  for  in  the  letter  sent  to  the 
Woodlawn  people  from  Dublin.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  had  pointed  out 
Lord  Ashtown  warned  the  police  before 
he  left  Dublin,  and  the  County  In- 
spector went  to  Lord  Ashtown  and 
said  :  "  Where  did  you  get  the  infor- 
mation upon  which  you  applied  for  special 
police  ambush  against  a  proposed 
outrage  upon  a  definite  date  ?  Will  you 
show  us  the  letter  or  give  us  the  informa- 
tion upon  which  you  proceeded  ? "  But 
Lord  Ashtown  point  blank  refused. 
The  few  points  he  had  tried  to  place 
before  the  House  in  themselves  justified 
the  Hesolution  he  had  moved,  and  how- 
ever strong  they  might  seem  to  some 
of  his  opponents  he  thought  the  case 
justified  the  words  he  had  used  in  support 
of  his  Resolution.  An  active  campaign^ 
was  being  directed  at  the  present  moment 
by  certain  hon.  Members  for  Ireland, 
who  were,  so  far  as  he  knew,  and  he 
was  happy  to  know  it,  the  only  body 
of  legislators  in  any  legislative  assembly  in 
the  world  who  made  it  their  daily  task 
of  joy  to  defame  the  country  in  which 
they  lived,  and  the  people  they  repre- 
sented. He  had  never  heard  of  an 
instance  in  any  Parliament  or  in  any 
country,  where  a  regularly  constituted 
political  Party  filled  the  Notice  Paper 
of  that  Assembly  with  Questions  tending 
to  show  that  the  people  whomythey 
represented  were  abnormally  criminal 
and  required  abnormal  measures  of 
repression.  Lord  Ashtown  in  himself 
was  not  a  very  important  individual, 
and  the  ratepayers  who  had  been  mulcted 
in  a  couple  of  hundred  pounds  would 
easily  survive  that  infliction.  The  fine 
on  those  ratepayers,  unjust  as  he  believed 
it  to  be,  was  a  mere  trifle  compared  with 
the  principle  involved,  which  was  that 
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the  one  tiling  upon  which  all  the  local 
police,  the  District  and  County-Inspectors 
and  constables  alike,  were  agreed,  was 
that  there  was  no  local  feeling  whatso- 
•ever  against  Lord  Ashtown,  and  the 
utmost  length  that  County  -  Inspector 
Jennings — ^whom  it  had  been  attempted 
to  play  ofi  against  Inspector  Preston — 
•could  be  got  to  go,  was  that  when  he 
was  asked  if  he  had  any  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  outrage  was  done  by  insiders 
•or  outsiders,  he  said  that  he  would  not 
express  any  opinion.  He  absolutely 
refused  under  pressure  to  say  that  he 
had  any  reason  whatever  to  believe 
that  the  outrage  was  inspired  by  local 
animosity.  With  great  respect  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  a  case  for  a  sworn 
inquiry,  which  he  felt  sure  would  show 
that  at  the  bottom  of  it  there 
was  something  worse  than  had  yet  been 
revealed  and  for  which  responsibility 
should  be  tracked  down.  He  begged  to 
move. 

Mr.  power  (Waterford,  E.)  said 
that  thQ  Glenahiery  outrage  had  naturally 
■excited  great  interest  in  Ireland,  but 
it  had  excited  in  the  constituency  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  representing  a 
special  interest.  Hon.  Members  might 
not  be  aware  that  if  an  accidental  fire 
•occurred,  or  malicious  injury  was  per- 
petrated in  Ireland,  the  ratepayers  of 
the  district  were  called  upon  to  pay 
the  damage.  In  England  no  such  law  pre- 
vailed, and  they  hoped  to  lay  before  the 
House  in  a  very  few  days  a  Bill  for  assimi- 
lating the  law  in  Ireland  in  this  respect  to 
the  law  in  England,  and  they  woidd  ask 
the  support  of  hon.  Members  to  bring 
the  present  state  of  things  to  an  end. 
He  had  an  exceptional  opportunity 
last  summer  of  witnessing  how  different 
the  laws  were  in  the  two  countries. 
He  happened  to  be  at  Droitwich  shortly 
after  the  occurrence  at  Glenahiery,  and 
as  Droitwich  was  a  loquacious  place 
that  incident  was  talked  about,  and  he 
heard  all  sorts  of  speculations  as  to  what 
Ireland  was  coming  to.  Matthew  Arnold 
once  said  that  the  born  swallower  of 
all  clap-trap  was  the  British  Philistine, 
And  they  were  well  represented  at 
Droitwich.  It  happened  that  about  the 
same  time  in  the  Midlands  there  occurred 
&  series  of  the  most  shocking  mutilations 
of  cattle  and  horses,  including  the  great 

Mr.  Haviland  Burke. 


Wyrley  case.  There  were  many  of  those 
outrages,  and  the  people  who  owned 
the  mutilated  horses  and  cattle  had  to 
bear  the  loss  themselves  or  provide 
against  it  by  insurance.  There  was 
one  thing  about  those  outrages  which 
struck  him,  and  it  was  that  if  anything 
like  them  had  occurred  in  Ireland  they 
would  have  been  placarded  not  only  over 
the  whole  of  England,  but  possibly  over  the 
whole  of  the  world.  Fortunately  for 
England,  there  was  not  an  organisation  in 
this  country  whose  object  it  was  to  blacken 
the  character  of  the  English  people. 
It  was  a  very  bad  characteristic  for  any 
person  to  endeavour  to  blacken  his 
'  own  country,  however  bad  it  might  be, 
but  what  were  they  to  say  of  an  organisa- 
tion which  took  little  or  no  care  as  to 
the  truth  or  accuracy  of  the  reports 
which  they  circulated  broadcast,  or  of  the 
pictures  painted  in  lurid  colours,  which 
were  calculated  to  injure  Ireland  with  the 
object  of  imposing  coercion  upon  that 
country.  He  might  say  on  behalf  of 
his  colleagues  and  himself  that  they 
hated  and  detested  that  J)andering  to 
the  base  passions  of  any  people.  They 
did  not  like  raking  up  those  things,  but 
when  they  went  down  to  the  constitu- 
encies of  those  hon.  Members  who  were 
parading  the  shortcomings  of  Ireland, 
it  was  rather  remarkable  that  they  were 
able  to  show  such  a  state  of  criminality 
that  made  the  contrast  most  appalling. 
His  hon.  friend  who  had  moved  this 
Resolution  had  referred  to  District-In- 
spector Preston's  Report.  He  did  not 
I  intend  to  go  into  that  subject  at  much 
j  length,  but  he  wished  to  say  that  they  held 
I  no  brief  to  defend  Inspector  Preston,  and 

■  all  he  would  say  was  that  he  hoped  he 
;  would  never  witness  again  such  a  painful 
I  exhibition  and  want  of  self-control  as 

he  witnessed  at  the  Court  where  this 
]  case   was  tried.     He   remembered  that 

District -Inspector  Preston  ventured  to 
!  say  a  word,  and  in  a  most  peremptory  way 

he  was  told  to  sit  down  or  he  would 
'  be  put  out  of  Court.  There  happened 
!  to  be  slight  applause  in  one  of  the  galleries 
I  when  he  went  up  there,  and  the  learned 
I  and  impartial  Judge  told  the  police  to 

■  clear  out  the  ragamuffins,  who,  by  the 
I  way,  included  such  men  as  the  Chairman 

of  the  County  Council  and  other  most 
respectable  people.  The  same  thing 
had  occurred  in  other  parts  of  Ireland. 
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The  right  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman 
who  acted  for  Lord  Ashtown  spoke  of 
Inspector  Preston  as  the  new  Sherlock 
Holmes.  The  evidence  of  District- 
Inspector  Preston  was  corroborated  in  , 
the  most  extraordinary  way  by  the 
-evidence  of  Captain  Lloyd,  one  of  His  , 
Majesty's  inspectors  of  explosives,  who 
was  sent  over  by  the  Home  Office  to  make 
inquiry,  and  Captain  Lloyd's  evidence  had 
not  been  contradicted  seriously  by  any 
•evidence  yet  produced.  Mr.  Hagreave,  who 
was  examined  for  Lord  Ashtown,  and 
would  naturally  be  anxious  to  give 
favourable  evidence,  said — 

**  That  the  balance  of  probabilities  was  cer- 
tainly in  favour  of  the  door  being  shut." 

That  was  all  the  exception  he  took  to  the 
report  of  Captain  Lloyd,  a  gentleman 
whose  life  was  spent  in  investigating  such 
matters.  District-Inspector  Preston  had 
been  held  up  to  odium  for  the  action  he 
had  taken  in  the  matter.  He  was  in- 
formed, though  he  could  not  vouch  for 
the  truth  of  it,  that  District-Inspector 
Preston  was  the  son  of  an  Orangeman, 
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usually  occupied  by  Lord  Ashtown 
when  he  attended  there.  On  the  strength 
of  that  anonymous  letter  the  police 
were  asked  to  be  in  ambush.  Five 
letters  were  sent  in  the  same  hand- 
writing to  the  constituents  of  his  hon. 
friead  asking  them  to  be  there  at  eleven 
o'clock.  Fortunately  for  themselves 
they  never  went  there,  because  the  police 
were  brought  across  the  fields,  so  that 
they  should  not  be  met  by  anyone,  with 
the  view  of  capturing  anyone  who  might 
be  implicated.  It  was  said  that  that  was 
done  because  Lord  Ashtown  gave  the 
police  the  information.  What  he  and  his 
friends  wanted  to  know  was  how  Lord 
Ashtown  got  the  information.  His  con- 
stituents were  deeply  interested  in  the 
matter.  He  believed  that  the  campaign 
of  vilifying  Ireland,  of  holding  up  their 
shortcomings  to  the  gaze  of  the  world, 
was  doomed  to  failure,  and  he  believed 
it  would  fail  in  one  respect.  This  Pro- 
testant Federation  was,  he  believed, 
determined  to  fan  up  religious  fanaticism 
as  much  as  they  could  in  Ireland.  What 
strange  things  were  done  in  the  name 


and  that  his  grandfather  was  an  Orange-  \  of  religion !    He  found  that  they  made 

'    "    bad  blood  between  Catholic  and  Protes- 
tant.    He  did  not  know  what  the  result 
would   be   among   Protestants,    but   he 
said  with  pride  that  he  knew  that  among 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  they  would  never 
succeed  in  stirring  up  that  bitter  feeling 
of  animosity  among  those  who  differed 
from    them.     It    had    been    the    proud 
boast  of  Ireland — and  God  will  that  it 
should  remain  so— that  if  they  found  a 
man  true  to  the  people,  they  cared  not 
from  what  land  he  came,  from  what  class 
he  sprang,   or  at  what  altar  he  might 
choose    to    worship.     Their  politics  had 
always  been  essentially  unsectarian,  and 
they   would   hunt  from   political  life  as 
a    renegade    anyone    who   endeavoured 
to  raise  that  wretched  spirit  of  religious 
animosity.     When  he  heard  of  intoler- 
ance   among    Orangemen,    in   his   heart 
he    blamed    them    hardly   in   the    least, 
for  this  reason,  they  had  been  brought  up 
in  that  spirit  of  intolerance,  and  if  one 
generation  was  educated  in  that  spirit 
it    would    take    many    generations     to 
undo     the      work     and       to      remove 
the    poison    which    had    been    instilled 
into  them.     In  a  remarkable  speech  on 
the  bigotry  in  connection  with  the  class 


man,  so  that  if  he  had  any  leaning  at  all 
it  would  have  been  on  the  side  of  Lord 
Ashtown  rather  than  that  of  the  people. 
The  whole  thing  was  only  part  and  parcel 
of  a  conspiracy  to  defame  Ireland.    It  I 
might  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  ; 
that  Lord  Ashtown  stated  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  plot  originated  in  Galway, 
and  that  it  was  carried  out  by  Galway 
men.     A  Mrs.   Walsh  approached  Lord 
Ashtown  with  the  view  of  finding  out 
who  the  conspirators  were.     She  wrote 
to  Lord  Ashtown,  and  after  various  letters 
had  been  sent  to  him  and    his    agent 
she  met  Lord  Ashtown  in  the  agent's 
office,  and  the  result  was  that  she  went 
to    Galway    and    saw    several    people. 
Various  letters  were  written,  and  several 
other  letters  were  sent  in  the  same  hand- 
writing to  constituents  of  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  East  Galway,  who  had 
•done  his  best  to  imravel    the  mystery. 
She  failed  to  get  any  direct  evidence,  and 
the  most  extraordinary  anonymous  letters 
were  written  to  Mrs.  Walsh  stating  among 
other    things    that    a    certain    number 
of    men    were    to    meet  at   Woodlawn 
at  eleven  o'clock  at   night  outside  the 
church  and  opposite  the  pew  which  was 
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of  Protestant  schools  prevailing   in   Ire-  glad     to     hear     those      cheeis.     wKcl 

lard,  Lord  Bjrron  said —  showed     that    he    was     not     wronging 

"  Better   send  children  to   those  islands  in  hon.     Members     below     the      gangw»T. 

the  South  Sea  where  they  might  more  humanely  He     thought     it     was      a      haid    thing 

learn    to  become  cannibals  —  it  would  be  less  that,   under  the  shelter   of  the   privilegP 

a/a^"Cnro%t"u't:T.^l^V%'Ss  ?f  the  House  a  man  should  be  attacW 

do  you  call  them  !  Rather  call  them  dunghills  m  that  way  after  having  faced  the  mufac, 

where  the  viper  of  intolerance  trains  her  young  and     having     twice     gone    through   the 

that  when  their  teeth  are  cut  and  their  poison  Courts.    [Ironical  cheers  from  the  Irbi 

v.nZ^Ztn^!Lr?L'r^^^^^                    "^^  Benches.]    He  understood  the  contempt 

venomous  to  stmg  the  Latholic.  ,.,,           wi           \    t          ^t 

„,  „  ,    J   ^,      1            ,         ,          J         J  which  hon.  Members    below   the  gang- 

\\ell  had  the  lesson  been  learned,  and  ^^^  ^^^  j^^  ^y  Courts  of  Justice.    W 

he  said    with  all  confidence  on  the  part  ^o^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^j^  ^^  ^^ 

of    Catholics,    that    they    would    never  ^            ^^^^^  ^^  j^^   ^^^^   ^^^  ^^, 

retahate    m    a   spmt    so  lowermg  and  examination  of  special  counsel  brought 

degradmg^  on   those    who  difiered  from  ^^^    ^^^^    j^^^^     ^^     ^^^^^    ^ 

them.       They     and     their     forefathers  character,  it  was  a  hard  thing  that  when 

had  learned  the  lesson  of  religious  tolera-  ^^^  ^^^^      ^^^  ^e„  conclusively  in  his 

tion  m  the  best  of  all  schools-m  the  ^^            ^^^   ^^^    insinuations    shouH 

bitter    school    of    persecution-and    m  ^  ^^     ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^   privilege  of  the 

the  words  of  another  eminent  English-  jj^^J    ^f     Commons     in      a     maimer 

^^^^  which   they   dared    not  repeat  outside. 

"  The    children    of    martyrs    can    never  be  Di^       the       House       realise       in       what 

persecutors."  position    Lord    Aflhtown    stood  ?     Loid 

He  begged  to  second  the  Motion.  Ashtown  had  been  attacked  that  night 

by    the     proposer     and     seconder     of 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  the  Resolution,  who  had  stated  in  sn 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  xnany  words  that  in  their  opinion 
interests  of  truth  and  justice  require  a  he  was  a  defamer  of  the  Irish  people, 
full  public  inquif}' upon  oath  into  all  the  He  put  it  to  the  sense  of  fair- 
circumstances  connected  with  the  ex-  pjay  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
plosion  at  Lord  Ashtown's  shooting  below  the  gangwav  that,  however  much 
lodge  at  Glenahiery  on  14th  August  last,  thev  might  agree"^  or  disagree  with  a 
including  the  subsequent  attempt  made  man's  action  in  political  criticism— 
to  incite  a  number  of  the  inhabitants  he  did  not  care  how  intense  the  dis- 
of  the  county  of  Galway  to  commit  an  approval  might  be— was  it  a  justifiable 
outrage  upon  Woodlawn  Church  on  31st  thing,  because  thev  disapproved  of 
August  last."— (Mr  Hat-Oand- Burke,)  Lord   Ashtown's   methods   of   criticism, 

to   come   there   and   repeat   under  the 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  could  not  help  protection    of   the    House,    insinuations 

thinking,   when  he  heard  the  reference  affecting  in  the  grossest  way  Lord  Ash- 

mide  by  the  seconder  of  the  Resolution  ton's  personal  character,  and  suggesting 

to  the  avaricious  maw  with  which  the  his  connection  with  an  outrage  for  which, 

British    Philistine    swallowed    clap-trap,  if  proved,  he  would  be  in  ordinary  course 

that   the   observation   must   have   been  under    custody  ?     Lord    Ashtown's    de- 

particularly  odious  to  the   mover,  who  famation  consisted  in  printing,  publish- 

iiddressed  the  burden  of  his  remarks  to  ing,  and  circulating  extracts  from    the 

British    Members.     He    had     heard     a  identical    newspapers    which    were   the 

YdTv  spirited  defence  of  Mr.   Inspector  organs  of  hon.  Members  themselves.  It 

Preston,  for  which  that  gentleman  would  was    no    shame     for    those    papers    to 

be  duly  grateful.     He  had  heard  repeated  make      the     statements,     but    it    was 

(ner  and  over  again,  under  privilege  of  a    shame    for    Lord    Ashtown    to  "ex- 

the  House,  unworthy  insinuations  against  tract  them  and  circulate  them !    How- 

the  honour  and  uprightness  of  character  ever  much  hon.   Members  disapproved 

of   Lord    Ashtown,   and   suggestions   of  of  such  defamation,  it  did  not  warrant 

(complicity  on  the  part  of  Lord  Ashtown  them  to  repeat  there,  under  privilege, 

in  the  explosion  at  Glenahier>\     [Cheers  insinuations  against  Lord  Ashtown  which, 

from    the    Irish     Benches.]      He    was  if  proved,  would  drive  him  into  disgrace 

Mr.  Power, 
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for  ever.  The  House  had  just  listened 
to  a  very  eloquent  and  moving  perora- 
tion— not  his  own — of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Waterford  about  the  viper  of 
intolerance.  Did  the  hon.  Member  agree 
with  him  that  the  viper  of  intolerance 
should  be  crushed  out  ?  [Cheers  from 
the  Irish  Benches.]  He  concurred  in 
those  cheers,  but  he  did  not  concur  in 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  viper  of  intolerance  was  only 
bred  to  sting  Roman  Catholics.  Lord 
Ashtown  was  a  Protestant ;  he  lived 
in  the  west  of  Ireland.  He  was  un- 
popular, and  the  reason  was  that  he 
was  the  champion  of  the  Imperial  Protes- 
tant Alliance.  [Irish  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh," 
and  "No."]  He  was  only  taking  the 
ground  occupied  by  the  hon.  Members 
below  the  gangway,  and  he  wanted  the 
House  to  consider  how  far  the  viper  of 
intolerance  in  Lord  Ashtown's  case  had 
been  bred  to  sting  Roman  Catholics. 
Lord  Ashtown  could  not  walk  up  his 
own  avenue  without  the  protection  of  a 
patrol  of  four  policemen,  and  he  carried 
a  shot-gun  with  him  every  day  of  his 
life.  Twelve  months  ago  a  man  was 
indicted  in  his  own  county,  at  the  Galway 
Assizes,  for  inciting  to  murder  Lord 
Ashtown.  It  was  not  an  incitement 
sent  by  post  to  one  or  two  people,  but 
an  incitement  made  to  an  excited  and 
crowded  audience  on  a  public  occasion. 

An  IRISH  MEMBER  :  Were  not  a 
large  number  of  police  present  on  that 
occasion  ? 

Mr.  MOORE  said  that  the  fact  that  a 
large  number  of  police  were  present 
showed  the  character  of  the  audience, 
and  that  the  police  were  required  to 
maintain  order.  The  Solicitor-General 
for  Ireland,  who  always  discharged  his 
duty  with  great  ability,  prosecuted  the 
man  who  was  indicted  for  inciting  to 
murder  Lord  Ashtown,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  the  jury — he 
could  say  nothing  else — ^that  it  was  a 
clear  case,  and  that  on  the  Crown  side 
they  were  entitled  to  a  conviction.  The 
Judge  also  said  that  it  was  a  clear  case, 
that  the  evidence  was  all  one  way,  and 
that  the  incitement  had  been  made 
almost  at  Lord  Ashtown's  own  hall-door. 
However,  the  jury  triumphantly  ac- 
quitted the  prisoner,  and  no  further 
action    was    taken    imder    the    present 
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Administration.  That  was  a  case  where 
the  viper  of  intolerance  was  brought 
up,  but  not  to  sting  a  Roman  Catholic. 
Lord  Ashtown  had  a  gamekeeper  to 
prevent  trespassers  on  his  property,  and 
on  two  occasions  within  the  last  eighteen 
months  his  gamekeepers  had  issued 
sununonses  against  men  for  poaching 
on  the  estate.  Gamekeeping  was  not  a 
popular  business  in  some  quarters,  but 
assuming  the  existence  of  the  viper 
of  intolerance,  it  happened  that  the 
gamekeeper  in  this  case  was  a  Protestant. 
One  of  the  men,  as  soon  as  the  summons 
for  poaching  was  issued,  took  out  a 
cross-summons  for  assault.  The  taking 
from  him  of  the  rabbit  which  he  had 
poached  constituted  the  assault  by  the 
gamekeeper  !  As  soon  as  the  Protestant 
gamekeeper  complaining  of  trespass  by 
the  man  came  before  the  bench  of 
magistrates  the  case  was  dismissed  as 
trumpery,  and  the  prosecuting  game- 
keeper was  lodged  in  gaol  for  assault.  So 
gross  was  this,  that  even  the  Government 
which  was  loth  and  slow  to  run  across  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Members  below  the  gang- 
way, telegraphed,  without  waiting  for  a 
process  of  certiorari^  to  the  prison  authori- 
ties to  liberate  the  prosecuting  game- 
keeper. That  had  happened  twice  within 
the  last  eighteen  months.  If  in  England 
such  a  case  had  happened  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  have  moved  the  magis- 
trates from  the  Bench,  but  in  Ireland 
there  still  remained  a  sure  and  certain 
hope  that  the  next  time  the  gamekeeper 
summoned  a  man  for  trespass,  similar 
treatment  would  again  be  dealt  out  to 
him.  These  were  the  conditions  under 
which  Lord  Ashtown  enjoyed  existence  i 
Reference  had  been  made  to  Judge 
Fitzgerald.  He  had  nothing  but  praise 
for  Judge  Fitzgerald,  having  Imown 
him  long  before  he  went  on  to  the 
Bench  at  Waterford  ;  and  under  stress  of 
public  life  he  would  be  sorry  to  hear 
anything  said  derogatory  to  that  gentle- 
man. As  a  Judge  in  a  case  which  came 
before  him  he  gave  a  decision  according 
as  he  saw  it  his  duty  to  do.  After  that. 
Judge  Fitzgerald  proposed  to  hunt  on 
the  plains  of  Meath  where  he  had  hunted 
for  years ;  but  the  local  branch  of  the 
IHsh  Land  League  said  he  was  an  abso- 
lutely unfit  man  to  ride  to  the  hunt  in 
his  own  country,  and  that  if  he  did  so 
they   would   break   up   the   hunt.    [An 
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ImsH  Membeb  :   And  properly  so.]    Did 
the  House  want  any  further  corrobera- 
tion  of  what  he  had  just  stated  than  the 
interruption  of  the  hon.  Member  below 
the    gangway  ?     Judge   Fitzgerald   was 
consequently  obliged  to  go  to  England 
for  his  hunting  amusement,   but  there 
was  no  viper  in  that  case,  because  Judge 
Fitzgerald     was    a     Roman     Catholic. 
In  the  case  in  the  County  Court  about 
the  explosion,  there  were     several  wit- 
nesses   for    Lord    Ashtown,    including 
Mrs.  Graham  and  Graham  himself,  and  it 
was  their  misfortime  to  give  evidence. 
The  witnesses  were  met  by  a  hostile  crowd 
on  their  way  back  from  the  Court  and 
were  hooted  and  stoned.     They  heard 
a  lot  about  intolerance,  but  surely  in 
the   case   of   Lord   Ashtown,   who   was 
treated    as    an    unconvicted    criminal, 
there  had  been  a  greal  deal.     Moreover, 
everyone  who  dared  to  lift  up  their  hand 
in  a  Court  of  Justice  and  swear  to  what 
was  true  was  assailed,  as  also  was  the 
Judge,  and  if  there  had  been  a  jury  they 
would  have  been  boycotted.     They  had 
as  an  expert  professional  witness  a  gentle- 
man   named    Scully,    a    surveyor,    and 
because  he  swore  on  his  oath  that  in 
his  opinion  a  window  was  shut  on  the 
occasion  in  question,  he  was  ordered  by 
the   Corporation  of  Waterford  to  send 
in  his  account,  and  his  employment  with 
them  had  been  terminated  because  he  at- 
tended upon  subpoena  and  gave  evidence 
in  favour  of  Lord  Ashtown.   And  yet  they 
heard    so    much    of    intolerance.    How 
was  Lord  Ashtown  situated  ?     His  char- 
acter had  been    twice    investigated  in 
regard  to  these  most  despicable  charges, 
and   it   had   twice    been    cleared   when 
every  possible  effort  had  been  made  by 
witnesses   and   counsel   to    blacken    it. 
And  these  attacks  continued,  notwith- 
standing  the    fact   that    on   one    occa- 
sion the  counsel  representing  the  opposing 
interest  got  up  in  Court  and  with   all 
the   sense    of   responsibility   of   a    pro- 
fessional man  said  that  not  a   shadow 
or  vestige  of  charge  was  made  against 
Lord  Ashtown. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  in- 
quired if  he  correctly  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  special  counsel 
had  been  brought  down  with  instructions 
to  blacken  Lord  Ashtown's  character  ? 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  never  intended 
to  apply  that  to  the  hon.  and  U    ued 

Mr.  Moore. 


Member.  There  was  another  special 
counsel  who  was  brought  down  on  behalf 
of  the  United  Irish  League,  and  anyone 
who  read  his  examination  would  see  that 
his  instructions  were  to  blacken  Lord 
Ashtown's  character.  He  said  that, 
entirely  unlike  that  counsel,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth,  who 
did  not  appear  on  that  occasion,  but 
on  another  with  a  full  sense  of  his 
responsibility  to  those  he  represented, 
made  no  charge  that  Lord  Ashtown  was 
guilty  of  any  personal  or  criminal  com- 
plicity in  any  outrage. 

A  NATIONALIST  MEMBER  said 
there  was  no  counsel  brought  down  by 
the  United  Irish  League.  The  other 
counsel  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred was  employed  by  the  ratepayers 
of  the  county. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  pursue  the  inquiry  as  to 
how  long  these  ratepayers  had  been 
members  of  the  United  Irish  League  or 
not. 

A  NATIONALIST  MEMBER :  They 
were  defending  their  own  interest. 

Mr.  MOORE,  continuing,  said  it  was 
a  hardship  that,  with  all  these  circum- 
stances in  the  knowledge  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  gangway,  again  from  those 
benches    insinuations    had    been    made 
against  Lord  Ashtown  imder  the  pro- 
tection of  the  privilege  of  the   House. 
Lord  Ashtown  had  been  placed  in  such  a 
position  that  practically  the  only  pleasure 
he  had  left  to  him  was  that  of  defending 
himself.     In  the  face  of  the  findings  of 
these    two    tribunals    recorded    in    lus 
favour  he  did  not  see  that  Lord  Ashtown 
had     anything    further    to    gain    from 
an  extraordinary  inquiry.     Why  should 
he  go  to  an  extraordinary  inquiry  when 
he  had  already  faced  twice  the   regu- 
lar tribunals  of  the  land  and  left  the 
Court  according  to  the  Judges  without 
a  stain  upon  his  character  ?^    In  the  case  • 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  was  indicted  and 
tried  with  great  reluctance  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  at 
the  Wicklow  Assizes  the  jury  disagreed. 

The    ATTORNEY-GENERAL    fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) :    By  what  authority  does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  say  that  the 
case  was  tried  with  great  reluctance  ? 


609                 ET^losion                 \l  April  1908}  {Glenahiery).               610 

Mb.  MOORE  :   I  did  not  say  the  case  Report.    He  did  not  know  how  many 

was  tried  with  great  reluctance,  but  he  statements     District-Inspector     Preston 

was  prosecuted  with  great  reluctance  ?  made  against  his  own  superiors,  whether 

Mr.  CHERRY:    On  what  authority  true  or  not,  but  by  his  Report  the  gravest 

does  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  iiijustice   was   done   to   Lord   Ashtown 

that  ?  i^  ^®  ^*s  an  innocent  man,  and  not  a 

Mr.   MOORE:    The  authority  of  a  ^^*^*>,  ^^  evidence  had  been  produced 

conversation    between    the    right    hon.  7^^  Ti?^  ^?^  *^.' ^^,Sf®  *^  ^^T! 

Gentleman  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in  ^^  ^^*^^  %f^l*-  ^  ^bej  had  had 

wWch  he  said  he  regretted  to  have  to  %^^e^  ^^^.^*  of  heated  rhetoric,  clouds 

prosecute  Members  of  ParHament  and  ^f 2^^"^  .""^    perorations,  and   a 

S^ted  having  to  do  so.  ^ff?^^  ^"J;^^,*  ^*  argument   but  abso- 

rrrro-n-nZ'     r\        -  lutely  Without  a  ucw  Suggestion  of  fact 

Mr.  cherry  :   Qmte  inaccurate.  from    beginning    to    end.    For    seven 

Mr.  MOORE  went  on  to  say  that  in  months  that  charge  of  District-Inspector 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  he  alluded  Preston  had  been  circulated  through  the 
to  the  jury  disagreed  and  there  was  no  country  as  an  official  document,  and  if 
suggestion  of  another  trial.  He  did  not  Lord  Ashtown  was  an  innocent  man 
want  another  trial,  but  merely  desired  it  *  did  him  grave  injustice.  What 
to  point  out  that  while  the  hon.  Member  did  that  Report  contain  ?  They 
was  held  to  be  exonerated,  in  the  case  had  it  on  the  evidence  of  District-In- 
of  Lord  Ashtown,  although  a  Court  had  spector  Preston  who  wrote  it.  There 
found  twice  in  his  favour,  the  suggestion  was  no  mistake  on  District-Inspector 
was  made  that  he  was  allowed  to  go  Preston's  part  as  to  how  the  statement 
about  an  unconvicted  criminal.  He  of  11th  September  afEected  Lord  Ash- 
was  not  going  to  rely  upon  the  presump-  town,  because,  on  cross-examination  at 
tion  of  British  law  that  every  man  was  Dungarven,  he  admitted  that  his  state- 
deemed  innocent  imtil  he  was  found  ment  contained  the  inference  of  a  most 
guilty.  That  was  not  what  hon.  Gentle-  grave  and  terrible  charge,  that  he  knew 
men  below  the  gangway  held  in  dealing  it  was  contained  in  it,  that  he  did 
with  the  case  of  Lord  Ashtown,  their  not  intend  to  convey  it,  and  yet  he 
idea  being  that  he  was  guilty  imtil  he  signed  it.  That  was  the  case  at  Dun- 
was  found  innocent.  But  let  the  House  garven  in  September,  1907.  From  that 
suppose  that  Lord  Ashtown  was  an  time  to  this  every  opportunity  had 
innocent  man,  he  had  been  treated  in  been  taken,  by  circulating  that  Report, 
thin  case  with  great  unfairness.  If  he  to  blacken  Lord  Ashtown's  name.  On 
was  an  innocent  man,  charges  which  14th  March,  at  the  second  trial.  District- 
were  absolutely  false  had  been  sedulously  Inspector  Preston  made  the  same  admis- 
distributed  throughout  the  country  and  sion,  and  the  men  who  circulated  that 
to  the  public  that  the  noble  Lord  ad-  Report  knew  that  he  admitted  that  he 
dressed  through  his  monthly  magazine,  never  intended  to  make  that  terrible 
Those  charges  had  been  brought  into  charge,  but  had  been  obliged  to  sign  it 
exbtence  five  or  six  months  ag6,  and  by  order  of  his  superiors.  Was  that 
published  and  circulated  with  all  the  fairplay  to  Lord  Ashtown?  That 
authority  which  must  necessarily  attach  identical  Report  was  part  of  the  case  on 
to  a  document  which  could  be  claimed  each  occasion  it  came  before  the  two 
to  be  official.  He  made  no  charge  Judges.  Judge  Fitzgerald  recognised 
whatever  against  the  Executive  Govern-  the  serious  import  of  that  statement^ 
ment  of  Ireland.  He  was  dealing  with  and  said  that  in  his  opinion  there  was 
subordinate  officials  with  whom  the  no  foundation  for  the  imputations, 
Qovemment  would  have  eventually  to  charges,  insinuations,  and  suggestions 
thresh  out  matters,  and  at  present  he  was  which  from  first  to  last  had  been 
deaHngwith  the  Report  of  11th  September,  heaped  on  Lord  Ashtown  and  his 
which  was  formulated  to  the  public,  and  he  innocent  servants ;  and  that  those  imputa- 
was  dealing  with  the  man  who  had  been  tions  had  their  origin  mainly  in  the 
pxaiaed  and  defended  that  evening  below  egregious  document  which  had  been 
the  gangway,  District-Inspector  Preston,  called  the  Report  of  District-Inspector 
beoauae  he  was  the  signatory  of  that  Preston.    The  other  Judge  dealt  with 
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statements  of  District-Inspector  Preston, 
a    responsible    police    oflRcer,    were    en- 
tirely   inaccurate,     and    that    it     was 
only    another   instance  of  the  hopeless 
confusion     to     which     an    unfortunate 
witness    could    be    sometimes    reduced 
when  in  the  hands  of  an  able  counsel, 
and,    with     those     excuses,    the    very 
grave  charges  made  by  District-Inspector 
Presto  1  against  his  superior  appeared  to 
be  allowed  to  drop.     District-Inspector 
Preston  stated  that  he  had  prepared  an 
oQginal  draft,  that  his  copy  was  taken, 
typed,  and  signed,  and  that  then  the 
original  draft  was  destroyed.     The  Chief 
Secretary    gave    them    an    explanation, 
practically    in    those    terms,    on    11th 
March.  He  wanted  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  full  import  of  that 
matter.  He  was  not  suggesting  thattheie 
was  not  a  perfectly  adequate  explanation. 
Theie    were    only    two    documents    in 
existence.     There  was  the  original  manu- 
script which  the  District -Inspector  called 
the    draft,    and    there    was   the    type- 
written copy  taken  from  it,  which  was 
signed.     The  original  draft,  he  said,  was 
destroyed,  and  in  his  evidence  the  Dis- 
trict-Inspector said  it   was  burned.     A 
question  was  raised  at  a  later  stage,  and 
a  more  extraordinjlry  conglomeration  of 
inadvertencies  he   thought   had   seldom 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  a  person  un- 
accustomed   to    such    cases.     On    30th 
March      the     Attorney  -  General      told 
them  that  the  document  which  the  In- 
spector-General produced  at  the  Water- 
ford  Assizes  was  not  the  original  state- 
ment of  11th  September  furnished  to  the 
parties,  but  District-Inspector  Preston's 
original   unsigned  draft    of    that  state- 
ment,   which    was     exactly    what  the 
Chief    Secretary    had    told     them    on 
11th  March  had  been    destroyed   after 
a  typed    and  signed    copy    had    been 
made.     The  Attorney-General's  attention 
was  directed  to  that  on  the  spot,  and  he 
said  no  statement  had  ever  been  made 
and   the   original   had   been   destroyed. 
Those  statements  were  absolutely  irre- 
concilable.    It    was    quite    possible   the 
right   hon.    Gentleman   might   have   an 
explanation,  but  so  many  inadvertences 
and  discrepancies 

Mr.  CHERRY:  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  suggest  that  the  docu- 
ments were  destroyed  on  my  suggestion, 
or  on  the  suggestion  of  my  right  hon. 
|riend  ? 


Mr.  MOORE  said  he  would  have  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  again  to 
do  him  the  honour  of  paying  a  little 
attention. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL,  on 
a  point  of  order,  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  speaking  fifty  minutes,  when  there 
was  only  a  limited  time  for  the  discus- 
sion, and  asked  whether  that  was  not 
an  abuse  of  the  liberties  of  the  House. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
introducing  this  Motion  spoke  nearly 
forty-five  minutes. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  :  With  great 
respect 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  However  long  the 
hon.  Member  speaks.  I  have  no  nower  to 
interfere. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  that  no  interruption 
from  below  the  gingway  would     deter 
him   from   doing   his   duty   justly   and 
fairly.     On  29th  February,  in  order  to 
take  adequate  steps  for  the  conduct  of 
his  case.  Lord  Ashtown's  advisers  wrote 
to  Dublin  Castle,  asking  if  the  Reports 
would  be  produced.     They  got  a  reply 
that   they   would   not   be   forthcoming. 
Two    days    later   the   Attorney-General 
wired    to    the    Castle    instructing    the 
Inspector-Greneral  to  produce  them,  but, 
by  another  inadvertence,   no  step  was 
taken    to    contradict    the    information 
already   given  to   Lord   Ashtown's   ad- 
visers,  who   went  down,  not   expecting 
to  have  the  Reports,  although,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  Attorney-General 
at  the  time,  they  were  entitled  to  have 
them.    When  the  Inspector-Gteneral  was 
called  upon  to  produce  the  original  state- 
ment of  11th  September,  he  did  not  do 
so  because,  as  the  Attorney-General  said 
in  his  answer,  he  had  with  him  a  marked 
copy,  and  he  considered  he  could    not 
hand   that   in.    Then   when    asked    on 
30th  September  to  produce  it  he  claimed 
privilege,  and,  when  the  Attorney-General 
was   asked   why  privilege   was   claimed 
for  the  Report,  he  said  their  instructions 
to  produce  the  Report  at  the  trial  were 
not  present  to  the  mind  of  the  Inspector- 
General.     With    such    an    accumulation 
of  inadvertencies  at  Waterford  Assizes, 
Lord  Ashtown  could,  if  the  trial  had  been 
in  any  way  adverse  to  him,  have  called 
for  a  new  trial ;  but,  in  spite  of  them,  he 
was  able  to  succeed.      The    ratepayers 
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who   mAfle  the  originjil   charge  againat 
Lord  A.ihtown  had  withdrawn,  and  the 
Courts     which    tried    his    cf-se    had    un- 
reaerverllv  acquitted  him.     These  horrible 
and     un  found  e<l     charges      were     abao- 
liitel7  and    in   every  way    unaustained. 
Every  police  officer  called  in  the  case, 
including  District-Inapector  Preston  him- 
self,  told    the     Court     that    they  had 
not  a  tittle  or  suggestion  of  evidence 
against    Lord   Ashtown.     When    asked, 
they  one  and  all  on  their  oaths  said  they 
had  no  evidence    or    suspicion  against 
him,  and,  yet  after  the  sworn  evidence 
of  that  army  of  witnesses,  hon.  Members 
below  the  gangway  attempted  to  raise 
suspicion    against    him    again    in    that 
House.     Reference   had   been   made   to 
the  evidence  of  Major  Lloyd,  the  Home 
Office    expert.     His    evidence    went    to 
establish    that    the    window    was    open 
and  not  shut  and  that,  therefore,   the 
explosion  took  place  from  inside.     There 
had  been   a  good    deal  of  declamation 
on     the       part     of     hon.      Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway  because    the  Judge 
did  not  accept  his  evidence ;    but  what 
was  the   evidence   on   the   other    side  ? 
Every    police   officer — County-Inspe-  tor 
Jennings,     Crjunty- Inspector    Richnrds, 
T>istrict- Inspector     Tweedle,     all     com- 
petent  men   against    whose     characters 
not  a  word  could  be  said— contradicterl 
Major   Lloyd.     Mr.    Hargreave,  of    the 
firm  of  Hargreave  and  Curtis,  of  London, 
a'gentleman  who  ought  to  be  just  as  good 
a  practical  man  as  Major  Lloyd,  swore 
that    the    window    was    down   and   the 
nhuttcn  barred.     A  second  expert  from 
Glasgow,    Mr.    Hunter,    who   had   been 
tradinjr  in  rjun powder  all  his  life,  gave 
evidence  absolutely  the  same  way.     Some 
of  these  exy^erts  were  on  the   spot  before 
Major  Lloyd.     The  County- Surveyor  of 
Tipperar}',  Mr.  Hackett,  and  Mr.  Scurry, 
all    irave    evidence    agr^^eing    that    the 
window    was    dr>wn    and    the    shutters 
barred.     That    absolutely    kno<?ked    the 
bottom  out  of  the  structure   on   which 
this  tcrribl«»  char^ie  was  btLscd,  that  the 
outrage  was  connnittcd  from  the  hoiis*-. 
He  thouirht,  when  the  Hous«?  considered 
all     the     circumstances,      they     would 
think  it  unfair  that  such  a  charjge  should 
have  been  made  that   night.     So  far   as 
Ijord   Ashtown   was  concerned,   he   did 
not    think    any    further    inquir>'    was 
required.     The  proper  place  to  investi- 

Mr,  Moore. 


j  gate  a  cnnmuil  chazge  was  bc&n  die 
regular  tribunals  of  tlie  lazid  with.  Judge 
and  jury.  If  there  should  be  an  inqmiy, 
then  the  propoaala  made  were  not  ade- 
quate. There  must  also  be  an  inqmrv 
into  the   conduct   of   the    snboTduiaces 

'  who  conducted  the  prosecution,  and 
who  made  the  statements  containing  t\uz 
terrible  charge  against  Lord  Ashtown. 
The  whole  matter  must  be  inqoized  into 

I  as  to  the  inception  of  the  changes  and 
as  to  how  the  statemotit  of  lltk  Septem- 

i  ber,  on  which  the  hon.  Membezs  based 
their  case,  came  into  existence,  and  he 
moved  an  Amendment  to  secure  that  end. 

Mb.  CTLARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,   S.^ 
said  he  would  not  detain  the  Hoose  many 
I  minutes  in  seconding  the  Amendment. 
I  He    would    like    to    recapitulate    veiy 
I  shortly  to  the  House,  because  he  thought 
I  it  had  for  the  moment  forgotten,  the 
I  sequence    of    events.      The     expkMion, 
'  which  formed  the  subject  of  that  debate, 
I  took  place  on  14th  August  last.     A  few 
j  hours  after  the  explosion  a   police-ser- 
I  geant  arrived  and  made  a  Report,  to 
:  which  he  had  no  objection  of  anj  sort. 
I  Later    in    the    dav    County-Inspector 
I  Jennings  together  with  the   county -in- 
j  spector  of  the  adjoining  county  and  a 
j  district  inspector  arrived  on  the  scene, 
j  carefully   examined  the   results  of   the 
I  explosion,  and   one  of   them   at   least, 
;  Inspector    Jennings,    made    a    Beport 
j  practically  on  the  spot,  which  was  for- 
i  warded  to  headquarters  in  Dublin.     The 
!  police   authorities  in  Dublin,  for   some 
'  reasr>n  or  other,  did  not  see  fit  to  leave 
j  the  investigation  of  the  crime  and  the 
crmduct   of   the   case   generally   in   the 
hands  of  any  of  the  three  officers,  but 
telegraphed  to  District-Inspector  Preston, 
who  had  been  detached  from  his  oidinarv 
,  duty  in  Waterford  for  special  duty  in 
..  the  North  of  Ireland,  to  come  back"  and 
!  take  charge  of  the  case.     He  arrived  on 
the  scene  of  the  explosion  od  17th  August, 
inspectcfl  it,  got  together  all  the  informa- 
tion he  i<»uld,  and  then  telegraphed  to 
hcad«[uartcrs  iusking  for  a  pcrsoqal  inter- 
i  \io\\\  he  prcsunied.  with  the  Inspector- 
General,  and  also  for  the  services  of  an 
expert    in    explosives.    Both    these   re- 
I  quests  were  granted.      The  services  of 
:  Captain  Lloyd  were  given  him,  and  he 
_  went    to    Dublin    and    interviewed,    he 
I  presumed,  the  Inspector-Geneial.     That 
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Report      made     on     7th      September. 
Presumably  after  that  interview  he  com- 
piled the  Report,  which  he  supposed,  in 
the  ordinary  routine  of  police  business, 
was  submitted  to  the  Inspector-General 
before  beiag  handed  over  to  the  parties 
to  the  case.    He  was  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  astonished,  in  fact,  he  would  be 
astonished  if  it  was  otherwise,  that  the 
Inspector-General,  or  whoever  read  that 
Report,  decided  instantly  that  it  was  a 
Report    which    ought    not    to    go    any 
further.     The     reason     was     perfectly 
apparent  why  the  Inspector-General  did 
not  wish  it  to  see  the  light  of  day.     A 
subsequent  document,  founded  upon  it, 
was  called  by  one  of  the  Judges  who 
tried  the  case  an  egregious  document. 
If  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  reading 
the  first  Report  of  Inspector  Preston, 
he  could  not  conceive  what  adjective  he 
would  have  applied  to  it.     Of  all  the 
ridiculous    documents    that    ever    came 
from  the  hands  of  one  who  was  supposed 
to  be  an  impartial  person  giving  a  calm 
and  reasoned  statement  of  what  he  saw, 
there  never  was  the  equal  of  that  first 
Report    of    Inspector    Preston.        The 
instructions  to  police  officers  in  Ireland 
said  that  the  statement  which  they  were 
expected  to  furnish  should — 

**  Have  no  relation  to  evidenre  which  would 
indicate  the  views  or  suspicions  of  the  police, 
but  should  simply  be  a  record  of  the  appearance 
presented  by  the  scene  when  visited  by  the 
police." 

Inspector  Preston  said  in  one  place — 

"  A  searching  examination  led  me  to  form  a 
very  definite  conclusion — " 

— that  was  the   first  thing  he  had  no 
right  to  say — 

**  That  at  the  time  the  explosion  occurred  the 
window  was  wide  open.'* 

He  had  no  right  in  the  world  to  make 
any  such  suggestion  as  that. 

"  Secondly,  that  the  shutters  of  the  window 
were  neither  shut  nor  barred  and  the  drawing- 
room  door  WJ18  wide  o|>cn." 

Later  on  he  said — 

"  In  view  of  the  statements  of  Ciraham  and 
C'urran  on  17th  August,  and  the  facts  as  re- 
;:;irded  the  window,  I. drew  the  four  cori'-hi^ions 
which  I  reported  personally  at  headquarters 
on  20th  August,  and  which  1  now  repeat  as 
they  practically  amount  to  facts  :  (1)  Stran^jers 
would  have  been  deterred  from  a  criminal 
intention  on  finding  the  window  unexpectedly 
open  :  (2)  Had  the  perpetrators  intended  to 
kill  Lord  Ashtown  they  would  have  been  more 
likely  to  do  so  if  they  had  put  the  bomb  inside 
the  room,  which  was  simple  when  the  window 


was  open  ;  (3)  To  open  the  window  shutters  and 
door  was  calculated  to  minimise  the  damage 
by  reducing  the  resistance  ;  (4)  If  Graham's 
and  Curran's  statements  are  correct  the  shutters 
must  have  been  unfastened  by  someone  from 
inside  between  9.30  and  the  time  of  the 
explosion." 

There  were  many  more  pecularities  in 
that  egregious  document  with  which  he 
need  not  trouble  the  House.    Whatever 
authorities    the     Report    came    before, 
exercised  a  very  wise  discretion  in  de- 
ciding that  it  was  not  to  be  supplied  to 
either  party  in  the  case.     Another  Re- 
port   was    furnished — a    Report    which 
was  ostensibly  founded    on  the  Report 
from   which  he  had  read   extracts,  and 
that    Report,     although    boiled    down 
very   considerably — he   did   not   say   in 
favour  of  Lord  Ashtown,  because  there 
were  several  statements  contained  in  the 
second  which,  had  they  been  printed  as 
they  were  originally  made  in  the  first, 
would  certainly  have  been  very  much 
more  in  his  favour,  was  sufficiently  ex- 
traordinary to  have  had  an  instant  effect 
when  it  was  posted  to  the  parties  con- 
cerned in  the  case,  one  of  them  being  the 
district    council,    which  was  the  party 
against  whom  the  action  for  malicious 
damage   was   brought.     From   one   end 
of  Ireland  to  the  other,  and  in  England 
also,  to  a  very  great  number  of  people 
who  read  it  the  idea  was  at  once  borne 
home   that    Lord   Ashtown    was   guilty 
of  the  abominable  charge  of  trying  to 
blow  up  his  own  house.     Here  was  a 
document   published   and   given   a    full 
week's  start  before  any  other  document 
counteracting    or    minimising    its    effect 
in  any  way  was  sent  out.     For  one  week 
that    document    was    allowed    to   have 
currency    throughout    the    length    and 
breadth  of  the  land.     He   was  not  at 
the   moment  blaming  anybody  in  par- 
ticular for  that.     All  he  said  was  that 
that   document  having   been   published, 
the  effect  was  that  Lord  Ashtown  was 
looked  upon,  not  only  by  hon.  Mem])ers 
below  tin*  gangway,  but  by  many  persons 
in     England     probably  t  with     Unionist 
leanings,  as  the  author  of  that  vile  deed. 
It  was  no  wonder  that  they,  the  friends 
of    Lord   Ashtown,   had   taken    a  great 
interest  in  the  matter  and  had  scrutinised 
each  step  in  its  progress  and  everything 
connected  with  it.     They  were  justified 
I  in  doing  so  because  the  very  first  act  of 
I  those  responsible  for  the  document  was 
to  throw,  wittingly  or  unwittingly — and 
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it  was  verv  hAid  to  believe  they  did  it 
iir.wirtir.gly —   a    very   heavy    cload   of 
nspicion  over  Lord  Ashtown.     Without 
going  into   details   he   maintained  that 
Lord  Aihtown  tad  thrown  all  those  sus- 
picions o5  in  the  most  conclasive  manner, 
and  that,  a*?cording  to  the  evidence  given 
a:  tne  two  trials,  to  every  fair-minded 
man  Lord  A  ^h town  stood  to-day  ahao- 
lately  absolved  frozi   any  complicity  in 
the  crixe.     One  of  the  chief  questions 
brought     up     at     the     trials     was    as 
to  whether  a  certain  window  was  open  or 
shat-     There    were    two   witnesses    who 
said  the   window   was   open.     One   was 
District-Inspector  Preston,  whose  opinion 
he  did  not  suppose  anybody  claimed  to 
he  t-?tter  than  that  of  the  three  other  police 
oncers  who  examined  the  scene  of  the 
erplorlon-     The  other  was  Captain  Lloyd. 
Distrin  -Inspector  Preston  in  his  evidence 
admitted  that  he  &ccompanie*i  Captain 
Lloyd  to  the  scene  of  the  explosion  and 
went   round   with   him.   without  having 
at  the  same  time  any  representative  on 
l*half  of  Lord  Ashtown,  and  pyl^itedout 
the  shutter*  lying  on  the  ^oot.  the  burn- 
ing window-sash,  etc..  and  explained  to 
him  his  own  theory  as  to  the  windows 
i:«ing  open.     Th^t  was  a  very  curious 
and   signincant   fict,   and  to  his   mind 
very  largely  minimised  any  weight  that 
might   he  attache»i  to   Captain  Lloyd's 
evidence.     On  the  other  hand,  every  other 
witness  who  examined  the  premises  said 
he  had  no  doubt  in  his  mind  that  the 
window    was    shut,    the    shutters    were 
barred,  and  the  pot  had   been  put  on 
the  window-sill  by  some  person  outride. 
Another  signinoant  fact  was  that  he  left 
out  fr?r^  his  Report  practically  all  the  in- 
formation with  reference  to  what  he  saw 
Tinier  the  tree  some  6*3  or  70  yards  away. 
When   gi-iung   a   full   statement   the   in- 
spe»:tor  ought  to  have  put  down  all  he 
saw    beneath    that    tree.     In    the    lirst 
Report  drawn  up  by  Inspector  PreMon 
he  did  state  all  he  saw  under  that  tree, 
cut  in  his  second  Report  he  only  reported 
the  part  which  told  against  Lord  Ash- 
town.    The    two   Judires   before   whom 


•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  koo.  Ibmba'? 
r-bservarion  is  most  imiMoper.  In  ti» 
^t  place  it  is  an  int«ni^taoa  vhick 
is  not  permissible,  and  in  the  second 
place  it  is  ktmsIv  offensive.  [Cries  of 
"  Withdraw^] 

Me.  BELL-X":  I  withdriw.  [Cr>s 
of  ^'  Apologise,  j    And  I  apcJogise. 

M2.  CHARLES  CRAIG  nid  tbAi 
he  an  1  his  hon.  friends  would  be  bOiD^ 
in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  try  i^ 
elucidate  the  question  and  clear  tk 
character  of  Lord  Aahtown.  Ther  wet 
come»i.  therefore,  the  opportnnitr  ^pk 
given  to  do  their  best  to  remoTe  the 
unjust  suspicion  resting  against  Lord 
Ashtown.  and  in  that  he  felt  pafectlr 
sure  that  they  had  been  sacceasfoL  A<ad 
then  as  xo  the  case  of  Minnie  Wakh. 

^Ms.  SPEAKER :  Order^  oido-.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  must  confine  himadf  to 
the  Amendment- 
Ms.  C^VRLES  CRAIG  said  the  Amaia* 
ment  was  supposed  to  apply  to  the 
wh:le  ResST'lution.  and  he  understood 
that  the  idea  of  the  mover  of  the  Reaoh- 
::<:>n  was  that  if  there  was  to  be  an 
inquiry  the  whole  case  of  Minnie  WsUl 
as  well  as  the  case  of  Lord  AshtowB, 
shouM  be  inquired  into.  As  to  the 
case  of  Minnie  Walsh«  he  said  that  on 
two  «>  casions  it  had  been  stated  by  the 
Attorney-GeneraL  on  behalf  of  the  Crown, 
that  he  ha*!  not  made  the  slightest 
a-.o usation  against  Lord  Ashtown.  Everr 
:er:er  that  had  passed  between  Lord 
Ashtown  or  his  agent  and  this  lady  had 
been  at  once  communicated  to  the 
p  lice.  ["  No."]  It  was  impossible  to 
argue  in  the  H^use  of  Commons  a  1^1 
oase  which  had  been  signed  in  Oourt 
and  that  was  not  the  place  to  do  it,  but 
he  st'X»ii  by  his  statement  that  cveiy 
letter  which  passed  between  IGnnie 
Walsh  and  L>rd  Ashtown  and  Us  ag^nt 
was  hande»i  to  the  police  as  soon  as 
it  was  received.  The  whole  thing 
was  a  job.  HesT«i  knew  by  whom 
it  was  c:'t  up.  and  all  he  had  to  aay  wis 


s^» 


e  H  rose  and  the  conntrr  li^  tha 


he  case  was  ^^^  /^;|;^  ^^^  i^  the  most    ,,.  .^;  ^,*  ,>^^  Attomey-Genwal  for  Iidsnd 

>.e    Chief    Secretary    that    Loid 


distinct  terms  that  there  was  no  jot  of 
evidence  to  pwve  that  Lord  .\shtown 
or  any  one  in  his  house  had  any  part  in 
the  o-JLtrage- 

M?.     BELLV     Salfv^rvi.    S.^ :      B>th 
Judges  were  l':::."»nist  hacks. 

Mr,  Charles  Craig. 


Ashtown  ha^i  no  more  to  do  wiCk  ikiX 
outrage  than  he  had. 

Amendment 
the 
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authorities,  and  all  the  oiroumstaDces  cod- 
neotod  with  the  preparation,  contents,  and 
circulation  of  the  police  reports,  and  of  the 
statement  of  the  11th  September,  1907,  signed 
by  District  Inspector  Preston  relating  thereto, 
and.*  ''—{Mr,  Moore), 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  cherry  said  he  was  sorry  he 
could  not  give  way  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo,  as  there  was  not  much  time 
left  and  somebody  must  speak  on  behalf  of 
the  Grovernment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  who  moved 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House, 
had  done  so  in  a  speech  of  unusual  length 
for  a  Wednesday  evening  debate,  and 
another  long  speech  had  followed,  the 
efEect  being  to  exclude  a  large  number 
of  hon.  Members  who  desired  to  take 
part  in  the  discussion.  He  proposed 
to  take  notice  of  one  or  two  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Armagh's  remarks  before  he 
stated  the  case  for  the  Government. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  began 
his  remarks  by  making  some  observa- 
tions about  Lord  Ashtown  being  very 
unpopular,  and  he  stated  that  because  he 
was  a  Protestant  he  was  unable  to  go  about 
in  the  county  of  Waterford  without 
the  protection  of  a  gun  and  the  police. 
Personally  that  observation  he  certainly 
must  resent  very  much,  for  he  knew, 
and  every  person  who  came  from  Water- 
ford  or  Galway  knew,  that  no  man  would 
be  attacked  there  because  he  was  a 
Protestant. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  was  being  mis- 
represented. He  stated  that  Lord  Ash- 
town was  unpopular  because  he  was  a 
Member  of  a  Protestant  circle.  [A 
Nationalist  Member  :  Tou  are  a 
slanderer  of  Ireland.] 

Mr.  cherry  said  the  impression 
conveyed  to  him  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  remarks  was  that  Lord  Ash- 
town was  unpopular  and  required  the 
protection  of  firearms  because  he  was  a 
Protestant.  That  was  a  statement  that 
he  resented  very  much,  because  he  was 
a  natiye  of  the  county  and  he  knew  no 
nuLEi  wLu  was  Ai^tAAkiiii  hv  f^uumi  of  1 
being  a  Protei 
directly  1 

unt^v-liia] 

ffUppimed  tci  b 
tomi*  At  ihfl 
\pecUm  3 mum* 


tion  as  to  whether  he  thought  the  outrage 
had  been  committed  by  persons  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Glenahiery,  said  that  he 
did  not  believe  that  any  of  the  native 
would  countenance  or  conceive  such  an 
outrage,  because  Lord  Ashtown  had 
always  been  well-disposed  towards  his 
tenants,  and  appreciated  by  them  as  a 
landlord.  The  Inspector  stated  that 
Lord  Ashtown  was  popular  in  the  dis- 
trict, that  there  was  no  ground  for  sug- 
gesting that  anybody  in  the  neighbour- 
hood committed  the  outrage,  and  that 
he  was  quite  satisfied  that  those  tenants 
who  had  been  suspected  of  committing 
the  outrage  were  quite  incapable  of  carry- 
ing out  such  a  plan.  He  had  been  able 
to  trace  satisfactorily  the  movement  of 
several  local  persons  whose  names  were 
suggested  as  being  implicated.  As  he 
was  trusted  with  a  free  hand  in  the 
case,  he  thought  it  hardly  necessary  or 
expedient  to  set  forth  in  detail  the 
methods  adopted  by  him. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Would  you 
read  the  opening  part  of  the  District- 
Inspector's  second  Report  ? 

Mr.  cherry  said  the  later  Report 
contained  the  following — 

"  I  visited  the  scene  again  yesterday  and  spent 
a  considerable  time  in  looking  into  matters 
in  connection  with  my  first  visit.  It  was  by 
no  means  clear  what  was  the  motive,  or  how 
or  where  the  outrage  was  planned.  The  only 
point  of  which  there  is  no  doubt  is  that  whoever 
placed  the  explosive  engine  had  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  domestic  arrangements." 

A  curious  thing  about  the  Report  was 
that  it  was  one  of  the  documents  which 
the  Government  were  charged  with 
suppressing.  It  was  moved  for  by  an 
hon.  Oentleman  opposite,  and  it  was 
published  at  his  request.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment had  made  some  reference  to  the  un- 
popularity of  Lord  Ashtown,  and  had 
gone  on  to  say  that  he  made  no  charge 
against  the  executive  Government,  his 
only  charge  being  against  the  subordinates 
of  the  Government.  Only  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  were  there  to  answer ; 
the  subordinates  were  away.  After  the 
last  seven  or  eight  months,  during  which, 
on  the  platform  and  in  the  Press,  the 
Goven  /  had  been  charged  with  fraud 
id  forgery  in  connection  with 

tr,    he   tho      it   that    was    a 
w  d         to  la         The  charges 

le,  i  piaoesy  in  Court, 
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where  the  Government  were  not  re- 
presented, and  where  a  Member  of  that 
House,  appearing  as  counsel  for  Lord 
Ashtown,  turned  what  ought  to  have 
been  the  trial  of  a  Civil  matter  into  an 
attack  on  the  Government  as  regarded 
their  conduct  of  public  affairs.  When 
the  Government  came  to  the  House 
prepared  to  face  their  accusers  the 
charges  were  withdrawn.  [An  Hon. 
Mbmbeb  :  Not  withdrawn.]  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  after  formally 
withdrawing  the  charges,  went  on  to 
make  insinuations  practically  repeating 
the  charges  made  in  Ireland  of  falsifying 
reports  and  suppressing  documents. 
[An  Hon.  Membeb  :  Who  made  the 
charges  ?]  The  charges  were  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and 
by  Lord  Ashtown  himself. 

♦Mr.  JAMES  CAMPBELL  (Dublin 
University)  said  there  was  not  one 
particle  of  truth  in  that  statement.  He 
never  made  any  such  charge  against  the 
Government  until  District  -  Inspector 
Preston  stated  to  him  in  Waterford 
that  he  had  put  his  name  to  this  Report 
of  the  11th  under  the  coercion  of  the 
Inspector-General,  that  he  did  not  believe 
the  contents  of  it,  and  that,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  the  contents  were  false.  When 
the  District-Inspector  said  that,  he 
replied — 

"  Very  well.  I  withdraw  any  imputation 
against  you,  and  the  blame  should  rest  on 
your  superiors  who  compelled  you  to  do  this.** 

Mr.  cherry  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  addressed  a  meeting  in  Dublin 
on  28th  November  before  the  Primrose 
League,and  in  the  Irish  Times  there  was 
a  full  report,  headed  '*  Paralysis  of  the 
Law  in  Ireland."  In  that  speech  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  cir- 
cumstances would  yet  be  brought  to  the 
light  of  day,  and  when  revealed  would 
form  the  most  discreditable  incident  in 
ihe  lifetime  of  the  present  tottering  and 
discredited  Government  from  whom 
might  God  grant  them  a  spc^cdy  and 
ha])j)y  clcliverancc.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  addressed  speeches  to 
two  Judges,  and  both  speeches  contained  a 
violent  attack  on  the  Government,  and 
totally  disregarded  the  facts  of  the  case 
he  was  supposed  to  be  stating.  What 
had  been  the  action  of  the  Government  ? 
The  first  they  knew  of  the  matter  was  on 
JJtIi  September,    when   they  heard   In- 


spector  Preston's  Report.  It  occurred 
to  them  that  that  Report  contained  a 
number  of  statements  which  were  grossly- 
compromising  to  Lord  Ashtown.  It 
also  contained  a  number  of  statements 
which  it  occurred  to  his  learned  colleague 
and  himself  it  was  only  fair  that  Lord 
Ashtown  should  know  before  the  hear- 
ing before  the  County  Court  Judge,  but 
they  were  anxous  also  to  protect  him 
from  statements  which  were  not  direct 
evidence,  but  only  hearsay  evidence,  ob- 
tained by  Inspector  Preston  from  his 
subordinates.  They  therefore  directed 
the  inspector  to  prepare  ^a  statement 
of  the  facts  giving  only  the  facts  to 
which  he  could  himself  depose  and 
excluding  any  inference  from  the  state- 
ments of  other  parties.  He  obeyed  that 
instruction  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
and  any  person  who  could  say  that  that 
second  document  was  cooked  or  pre- 
pared for  the  purpose  of  injuring  Lord 
Ashtown  said  what  was  absolutely  con- 
trary to  the  facts.  For  eight  months 
the  Government  had  been  attacked  on  the 
platform  with  a  violence  seldom  equalled 
even  in  the  busy  politics  of  Ireland. 
When  certain  documents  were  published 
Members  of  the  House,  friends  of  Lord 
Ashtown,  suggested  that  there  were 
other  documents  more  friendly  to  Lord 
Ashtown,  and  asked  that  they  should 
be  published.  Now  that  the  Papers  were 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  he  would 
ask  anybody  to  say  whether  the  papers 
which  were  published  or  those  which  the 
Government  were  accused  of  suppressing 
were  the  more  fair  to  Lord  Ashtown. 
Absolutely  unfounded  as  the  charges  were 
against  the  Government — and  he  be- 
lieved hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew 
them  to  be  unfoimded,  although  they  had 
not  the  courage  to  withdraw  them — they 
were  still  more  unfounded,  if  that  could 
be  possible,  against  the  permanent 
officials  Sir  Neville  Chamberlain  and  Sir 
Antony  MacDonnell.  Both  were  gentle- 
men high  in  the  service,  and  both  were 
incapable  c)f  dishonourable  conduct.  [An 
Hon  Member  :  "  What  about  the  in- 
quiry ? "]  It  would  be  impossible  to 
hold  an  inquiry  which  would  be  of  any 
real  use.  The  only  power  the  Govern- 
ment had  was  to  appoint  a  Vice-Regal 
Commission,  and  that  Commission  would 
have  no  power  to  compel  the  attendance  r  f 
witnesses,  or  to  administer  an  oath.     The 
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only  alternative  would  be  to  have'  a 
special  Act  of  Parliament  passed,  and 
with  the  amount  of  business  before  the 
House  now  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
to  pass  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  setting 
up  a  fresh  tribunal  with  the  requisite 
powers.  In  a  case  of  this  kind,  where 
there  was  such  a  conflict  of  testimony  and 
such  serious  charges  made,  it  was  highly 
undesirable  that  anybody  should  be 
examined  before  a  tribunal  not  em- 
powered to  administer  the  oath.  There- 
fore he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Before  we  go  to  a  division 
I  only  wish  to  say  we  are  for  an  inquiry. 
The  one  point  made  plain  by  this  debate 
is  that  hon.  Members  above  the  gangway 
are  afraid  of  an  inquiry. 

Mr.  MOORE  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) : 
Before  the  Amendment  is  withdrawn, 
I  would  like  to  say  that  it  is  impossible 


for  us  to  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
Attomey-(Jeneral,  which  I  may  say 
was  not  the  most  fortunate  speech  under 
the  circumstances,  and  in  view  of  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
throughout  the  whole  of  this  matter 
we  have  contended  that  any  inquiry 
ought  to  be  complete  and  thorough, 
and  I  entirely  agree  that  an  inquiry 
other  than  by  oath  would  be  ridiculous 
and  a  farce.  In  these  circumstances, 
so  far  as  Lord  Ashtown  is  concerned, 
we  maintain  that  he  ought  to  be  defended 
from  the  bench  opposite  in  the  face  of 
the  fact  that  the  inquiries  which  have 
already  been  held  have  cleared  him. 
If  a  special  Act  of  Parliament  were  to  be 
passed  in  this  case,  there  are  many  other 
matters  which  would  have  to  be  dealt 
with. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  110  ;  Noes, 
137.     (Division  List  No.  66.) 


Abraham, William  (Cork,  N.  E.) 

Ambrose,  Robert 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  Grecrge 

Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Belloc,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 

Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 

Boland,  John 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

(Mancy,  John  Joseph 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

( Vaig,Captain  James(Down,E.) 

(Vean,  Eugene 

Crooks,  William 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Joseph 

Dillon,  John 

Duffy,  William  J. 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Esmonde.  Sir  Thomas 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Ffrenoh,  Peter 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flet4:her,  J.  S. 

Flynn,  James  (Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Gilhoolv,  James 

Gill.  A.'H. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Qrayson,  Albert  Viotor 

K^tlX  Frrviftfick 
KAlpm.  J. 


AYES. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Hoaly,  Timothy  Michael 
Henderson,  Arthur(Durham) 
Hodge,  John 
Hogan,  Michael 
Hudson,  Walter 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kelley,  George  D. 
Kennedy.  Vincent  Paul 
Kettle.  Thomas  Michael 
Kilbride,  Denis 

Lamb,EdmundG.  (Leominster 
Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 
Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 
Lundon,  W. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
MaoNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 
MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,E.) 
M'Calmont,  Colonel  James 
M*Kean,  John 
M'Killop,  W. 
Meagher,  Michael 
Mceiian,  Patri<k  A.(Quecn'8  Co. 
Mooncy,  .1.  J. 
Muldoon,  John 
Murnaj^han,  Ck^orge 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
Murphy,  N.  J.  (Kilkenny,  S.) 
Nannefti,  Joseph  P. 
Nolan,  Joseph 

N       It.  Sir  Walter  Richard 
^  Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

«n>r,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
IOC,  T*  P.  (Liverpool) 


0*Doherty,  Philip 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

0*Dowd,  John 

O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 

0'Kelly,Jame8(Rosoommon,N. 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

O'Shee,  James  John 

Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Roddy.  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterford) 

Richards,T.F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roche,  John  (Galway.  East) 

Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool^ 

Seddon,  J. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Sheehy,  David 

Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool, Walton) 

Smyth,Thomas  F.  (Lei trim,  S.  j 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Wads  worth,  J. 

Waldron,  LiiiinnKc  Ambrose 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Watt,  Henry  A. 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 

Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughtoni 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick    O'Brien. 
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Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Agnew,  George  William 
Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
fiaker,  Joseph  A.  (Fin8buiy,E.) 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barker,  John 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barry,Redmond  J.  (Tyrone,N.) 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Beck,  A.  Cecil 
Bellairs,  Carlvon 
Bennett,  R  N. 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Boulton,  A.  C.  F. 
Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Bright,  J.  A. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Causton.Rt  Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
Clough,  William 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collin8,Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Pancras,W 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Corbett,C  H  (Su8sex.E.Grinsfd 
Cory,  Sir  Cliflford  John 
Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 
DaTies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
DaTies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.  Pancras,N. 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camboine) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Esslemont,  Greorge  Bimie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett.  R.  Lacey 
Fen  wick,  Charles 


NOES. 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
I  Fullerton,  Hugh 
I  Gladstone,Rt.Hn  Herbert  John 

Glen-Coats,SirT.  (Renfrew, W.) 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hart-Davies,  T. 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
I  Hazel,  Dr.  A.  £. 
I  Hedges,  A.  Paget 
i  Helme,  Norval  Watson 
I  Higham,  John  Shaip 
:  Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
<  Hope,W.Bateman  (Somer8et,N 
I  Homiman,  Emslie  John 
'  Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
'  Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

Hyde,  Clarendon 
I  Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
'  Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
j  Jardine,  Sir  J. 
!  Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
'.  Lai£aw,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 
!  Lever,A.  Levy  (Essex,  Harwich 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lloyd-Greorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

M*CaUum,  John  M. 
'  M*Crae,  George 

M*Laren,  Sir  C.  B.  (Leicester) 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Marks,G.  Croydon  (Launceston) 
.  Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Middlebrook,  William 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morse.  I^  I^ 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 


Newnee,  F.  (Notta.  BMsetkw) 
Nicholls,  George 
Nichol80ii,GliArles  N.(DoncMt^r 
Norman,  Sir  Henry 
Norton,  Gapt.  OecsU  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Pickerseill,  Edward  Han 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstaa 
RichardsyThomas  (W.Moiiiii'th 
Ridfldale,  K  A. 
Roberts,  CSiarles  H  (Lincoln) 
Robinson,  8. 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Samnel,  Herbert  I«.(CaevelMid) 
Sears,  J»  £■ 
Sikock*  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  AUsebrook 
Sinclair»  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Maokensie 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Strauss,  £.  A.  (Abingdcm) 
Tennant^ir  Edward  (Sslisboiy 
Tennant,  H  J.  (BerinckBhir») 
Thoma8,David  Alfred  (Merthyi 
Thomp6on,J.  W.H  (Somflfset,E. 
Tomkmson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Waring,  Walter 
Wason, John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  B.) 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (HaUhz) 
Whittaker,  Sir  Tliomas  Filmv 
WUes,  Thomas 
Williamson,  A. 

Wilson,  J.  W.  (WoroestenlL  K. 
Winfrey,  R. 

TXLLXBS  VOK  THB  NOK»-^fr. 

J.  A}  Pease  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Lewis. 


FERRIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Standing  Committee. 


CHILDREN  [EXPENSES]. 
Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  payment  out  of  moneys  provided 
by  Parliament  of  any  expenses  incurred 
imder  any  Act  of  the  present  session  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  relating 
to  the  Protection  of  Children  and  Young 
Persons  (King's  Recommendation  signi- 
fied),  To-morrow. — {Mr.   Pease.) 

LOTTERIES  AND  ADVERTISEMENTS. 
Lords  Message  [25th  March],  relating 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee 


on  Lotteries  and  Advertisements,  con- 
sidered. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Oommittee 
of  Five  Members  be  appointed  to  join 
with  a  Committee  to  be  appointed  bj 
the  Lords  to  inquire  into  the  law : — (1) 
as  to  lotteries,  including  the  sale  of 
lottery  bonds,  competitions  for  prises 
which  involve  an  element  of  chance, 
and  advertisements  relating  there  to 
(2)  as  to  indecent  literature  and  pictmes 
and  advertisements  rehiting  to  things 
indecent  or  immoral;  and  to  lepoft 
what  Amendments,  if  any,  in  the  law 
are  necessary  or  desirable. 

The  Committee  was  accoidin^y  nomin- 
ated   of:— Mr.    Beckett.    Mr.    HsEbert 
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Craig,  Mr.  Hastings  Duncan,  Mr.  O'Malley 
and  Mr.  Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 

Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them 
therewith. — (Mr.  George  Whiteley.) 


DUBLIN  STEAMBOAT  SERVICE. 
Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  desire  to  put  a  question  either  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  tor  Ireland  or  the 
Postmaster-General  with  reference  to  a 
very  curious,  if  not  a  very  serious,  state 
of  things  which  has  arisen  at  Kingstown 
Harbour  in  connection  with  the  mail 
service,  and  the  permission  given  to  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  to  use  the  Carlisle  Pier  at  that 
place.  Two  telegrams  have  been  handed 
to  me  in  the  course  of  the  evening.  The 
first  says — 

**Wheii  ''Ulster"  landins  mails  and  pas- 
sengers, Harbour  Master^  representative 
attempted  by  force  to  pi  event  the  ship's  rope 
being  let  go,  and  in  doing  so  a»saalted  oom- 
pany's  packet  porter  in  charge  of  the  rope. 
Attempt  was  unsucoeasful,  and  vessel  swung 
and  got  into  her  usual  berth.  Will  wire  any 
further  information.'* 

The  second  telegram  read — 

'*  Harbour  Master  has  isMued  notice  to 
Captain  Birch  to  move  ship  to  buoy." 

I  presume  away  from  the  pier. 

*'He  will  not,  of  course,  comply.  If  he  did 
morning  mail  could  not  go  out,  and  company 
would  be  liable  to  heavy  penalties.  Shall  wire 
a^ain  if  anything  transpires.'' 

The  question  I  have  to  put  is  whether 
either  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
any  information  on  the  subject,  and 
whether  they  can  confirm,  deny,  or  ex- 
plain these  statements.  U  they  cannot 
do  so,  will  they  take  immediate 
steps  to  ascertain  the  exact  state  of 
things  at  Kingstown  ?  It  must  be  per- 
fectly obvious  to  the  Postmaster- 
General  that  if  the  mail  steamers  are  not 
allowed  to  remain  at  their  usual  berths, 
they  will  not  be  able  to  comply  with  the 
contracts  into  which  they  have  entered 
with  His  Majesty's  Government,  and,  I 
suppose,  in  that  ^se,  the  Postmaster- 
General  will  hardly  put  the  company  to 
the  coat  of  an  action  to  recover  the  heavy 
penalties  for  which  they  are  liable  by  i 


any  failure  to  deliver  the  mails  in  time. 
I  cannot  say  anything  more  on  the 
subject  now,  but  it  is  quite  obvious  from 
what  I  have  read  that  a  serious  state  of 
things  has  arisen,  and  that  possibly  we 
are  only  at  the  commencement  of  a  state 
of  things  still  more  serious.  I  must  say 
that,  for  my  own  part,  I  have  convinced 
myself  that  the  action  of  the  Government 
and  the  Treasury  in  coming  to  this 
arrangement  with  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company,  which  has  led  to  the 
state  of  things  mentioned  in  these 
telegrams,  is  a  most  important  one  for 
the  Port  of  Dublin.  It  has  robbed  the 
Port  of  Dublin  of  £5,000  a  year,  and 
that  is  a  thing  which  the  Postmaster- 
General,  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  may  take  from 
me  will  be  debated  in  this  House  on 
every  possible  opportunity. 

Mr.  MOONEY  (Newry) :  Before  any 
reply  is  given,  I  should  like  to  say  I  also 
have  received  a  telegram  in  connection 
with  the  same  matter.  It  reads  as 
follows — 

"When  "Ulster"  was  moving  into  her  berth  to 
start  to-morrow  mo-ning  a  notice  was  received 
from  the  Harbour  Master  ordering  her  master 
not  to  move  the  vessel  from  her  present 
moorings  without  authority.  Captain  Birch 
disregarded  the  order.  Had  he  obeyed  it  the 
"Ulster"  would  have  sustained  serious  damage 
at  low  water,  and  been  unable  to  take  out  the 
the  mails  to-morrow  morning,  in  all  probability. 
When  one  of  the  packet  porters  was  ordered 
to  throw  the  rope  off  the  bollard  to  move  the 
ship,  Superintendent  Tal1>ot  ordered  him  to 
desist,  and  arrested  him  for  not  obeying  the 
order.  The  suiierintendent  informed  the 
managing  director,  who  was  present,  he  would 
take  bail,  and  accordingly  Mr.  Watson  pro- 
ceeded to  the  police  station  to  give  the 
required  security.— Watson.'* 
The  Postmaster-General  ought  to  have 
that  information  before  he  makes  any 
statement 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  This  is 
an  attempt  by  the  Treasury  to  hold  the 
King's  mails  exactly  comparable  to  the 
case  in  which  a  postboy  in  Galway  is 
carrying  the  King's  writs  to  put  the 
people  out  of  their  cabins,  and  in  which 
the  people  sometimes  assemble,  seize  the 
postman,  and  destroy  the  writs.  They 
do  that  to  save  their  lives  and  their 
cabins.  The  Treasury,  which  is  now 
supreme  in  all,  are  doing  this  in  order 
to  save  a  few  ducats.  What  I  want  to 
know  is  this.  Are  we  governed  by  the 
Treasury  or  by  the  King  ?  Who  is  in 
command  of  the  police  ?     Why  are  the 
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King's  officers  lent  in  a  dispute  pending 
in  London  in  the  King's  Court,  where 
a  Petition  of  Eight  is  being  tried  on 
this  question?  Why  should  the  Chief 
Secretary  lend  the  armed  forces  to  take 
one  side  in  this  dispute?  Eeally  the 
time  has  come  when  we  shall  have  to 
take  the  Treasury  thugs  by  the  throat. 
They  seem  to  be  superior  to  the  law. 
AVe  will  have  to  take  some  stand  with 
reference  to  this  Treasury  action.  I  do 
not  care  who  is  right  or  who  is  wrong  in 
the  matter.  There  is  at  this  moment 
pending  in  London  a  matter  in  which  it 
must  be  declared,  "Let  right  be  done.*' 
That  is  signed  by  the  King,  and  here 
are  vessels  getting  a  subsidy  of  £1,000,000 
for  twenty  years,  and  the  Treasury  see 
the  chance  of  saving  a  few  hundreds 
with  the  London  and  North  Western, 
which  swindles  Dublin  out  of  £5,000  a 
year,  and  the  Treasury,  in  order  to  pro- 
mote this  sordid  arrangement,  break  in 
upon  every  tradition  of  the  law,  and 
actually  get  the  Chief  Secretary  to  lend 
the  Dublin  police,  for  which  the  city  of 
Dublin  is  paying  £40,000  a  year,  to 
swindle  Dublin  out  of  £5,000  a  year.  Is 
Ireland  governed  by  a  Treasury  clerk  or 
by  a  Cabinet  Minister  1  The  insolence  of 
this  body  will  have  to  be  put  down.  We 
will  have  to  have  a  separate  Department 
to  deal  with  Irish  affairs.  That  is  not 
"separatism."  We  will  have  to  have  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Treasury  conduct.  We  will  not  allow  a 
single  action  of  the  Treasury  to  go  for- 
ward without  inquiry.  As  for  the 
Post  Office,  they  have  always  been 
the  slaves  of  the  Treasury,  because 
they  are  dependent  upon  them  ;  but  Ire- 
land is  supposed  to  have  an  independent 
Minister,  and  here  we  have  the  fact  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  lending  his  police  to 
take  part  in  this  dispute.  He  has,  in 
my  opinion,  vindicated  the  action  of  the 
Galway  peasants,  who  seize  the  postboy 
who  is  carrying  writs. 

The  postmaster-general  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) 
The  hon.  Member  told  me  that  he  would 
raise  the  question  on  the  adjournment. 
The  telegrams  were  not  then  in  my  pos- 
session, I  had  no  such  information  myself. 
I  have  no  doubt  the  information  con- 
tained in  them  will  be  conveyed  to  the 
Treasury,  and  to  me,  in  the  morning,  and 
meanwhile,  I  am  sure  the  House  would 
not  expect  me  to  give  any  expression  of 

Mr.  T.  M.  Heciy. 


of  the  House. 


in 


opinion  with  reference  to  it  now.  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  whole  quesdn 
is  suhjvdice — 

MR.T.  M.  HEALY:  Then  why  call  tbft 
police  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Theque^ 
tion  being  svib  judke^  tAxQ  point  remains: 
upon  which  side  action  should  be  taken) 
The  whole  matter  is  a  very  difficult  and 
delicate  one  to  deal  with,  and  of  ooone, 
my  interest  in  it,  as  Postmaster-Qenenl, 
is  in  the  effective  carrying  of  the  maik 
To-morrow,  no  doubt,  I  shall  have  full  in 
formation  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford): 
I  gather  from  the  right  hon.  Gtodemin 
that  he  will  make  inquiry  by  telegraph, 
so  as  to  be  in  a  position  to  give  us 
information  at  question  time  to-morrow. 

The  CHIEF  SEGEETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol,  N.):  I 
may  say  I  have  lent  no  police  to  anyone. 
I  have  heard  of  this  matter  now  for  the 
first  time,  and  it  was  only  when  the  tele- 
gram was  read  I  became  acquainted  with 
it.  I  will  also  make  inquiries  by  tele- 
gram. 

Mr.  MOONEY:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  finds  than  what  has  been 
stated  is  correct  will  he  order  the  im- 
mediate release  of  the  porter  ? 

Mr.  BIREELL  :  I  will  do  what  I  can. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  will  to-morrow  pat 
Questions  both  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  the  Attorney-General  with  regarjl  to 
this  question. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL:  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  why  any  official 
has  dared  to  take  any  such  action  without 
consulting  him  ? 

The  FINANCLAIi  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury)  :  I  wish  to  say  on  behalf  of  myself 
and  the  Treasury,  that  the  first  I  heard 
of  this  matter  was  at  five  minutes  to 
eleven.  As  far  as  the  Kingstown  harbour 
is  concerned  we  will  never  consent  to  its 
being  under  the  control  of  any  private 
company. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  not  the 
question. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Uoose  adjourned  at  twenty-nine 
minntet  after  Eleven  o  elook. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS. 
Thursday,  2nd  April,  1908. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Tramways  Order  Confirmation  (No.  1) 
Bill  [h.l.].— Committed. 

Bromley  and  Grays  (Jas  Bill ;  Glyn- 
corrwg  Urban  District  Council  Bill ; 
Lincoln  Corporation  Bill. — Brought  from 

^  the  Conmions,  read  1*,  and  referred  to 

i  the  Examiners. 

J  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
5  sional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.].— Read 
[^  2*  (according  to  order). 

I  Bristol  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Bristol 
g  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Keighley  Corpora- 
g  tion  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Wath-upon-Deame 
I  Urban  District  Council  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
e  Ravensthorpe  Urban  District  Council 
5  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Rhymney  and  Aber  Valleys 
I  Gas  and  Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Leith  Burgh 
5,  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Ammanford  Urban  District 
|2  Council  Water  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Llanelly  and 
^  Burry  Port  Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Conway  and  Colwyn  Bay  Joint  Water 
Board  Bill. — Report  from  the  Committee 
of  Selection,,  that  the  Earl  of  Albemarle 
be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said 
Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of  Vcrulam  ; 
read,  and  agreed  to. 


3 
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PETITIONS. 


fe         LAND  VALUES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 
^  —PETITION  AGAINST. 

J  Thb  Earl  OP  CAMPERDOWN  :  My 
^  LordSy  I  beg  to  present  a  petition  from 
tke  county  council  of  the  county  oi 
Forfar  against  the  Land  Values  (Scot- 
land) BiU.  They  say  that,  being  en- 
trosted  with  the  administrative  and 
financial  business  of  that  county,  they 
have  carefully  considered  the  Bill,  and 
are  of  opinion  that  it  should  not  receive 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  for  the  follow- 
ing among  other  reasons — videlicet,  that 
the  Bill  in  requiring  the  capital  land 
value  of  lands  and  heritages,  not  being 
lands  and  heritages  falling  to  be  valued 
by  the  Assessor  of  Railways  and  Canals, 
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to  be  entered  in  the  Valuation  Roll, 
would,  if  passed,  entail  enormous  ex- 
pense upon  coimties  without  conferring 
upon  them  any  corresponding  benefits, 
that  the  Bill  does  not  state  any  purpose 
for  which  it  is  necessary  or  desirable 
that  the  said  capital  land  value  should 
be  entered  in  the  Valuation  Roll ;  and 
that  in  any  case  no  good  purpose  can  be 
served  by  entering  in  the  Valuation  Roll 
the  capital  land  value  of  agricultural 
lands  in  counties  where  both  the  land 
and  the  buildings  thereon  belong  to  the 
same  person. 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

LOTTERIES  AND  INDECENT 
ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
have  appointed  a  Committee  to  consist 
of  Five  Members  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  this  House  to  consider  the  said  subject, 
and  request  this  House  to  appoint  an 
equal  number  of  Lords  to  be  joined 
with  the  Members  of  their  House. 

TRADE  REPORTS :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  3967.  Finances  of  Denmark. 

Presented  (by  conmiand),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889. 

Annual  Report  on  the  state  of  the 

finances  of  the   University  of  Glasgow 

under  the  provisions  of  Section  30  of 

the  Act,  for  the  year  1906-1907. 

SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  30th  March, 
1908,  declaring  that  Mr.  Grcorge  Samuel 
Newth,  Lecture  Assistant,  Normal  School 
of  Science,  Board  of  Education,  was 
appointed  without  a  Civil  Service  certifi- 
cate through  inadvertence  on  the  part 
of  the  head  of  his  department. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889. 

University  Court  Ordinances — 

No.  24.  (Aberdeen,  No.  2.)  Regulations 
for  Degrees  in  Arts. 

Z 
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No.  *2^,  (Al)or(loon,  No.  3.)  RegulatioiiH 
AH  to  HurHiirios,  oti*. 

\m\k\  hoforo    tUo  lloiiso    (pursuant    to 
Act),  luul  to  Im  print od,     (No.  45.) 
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POST  OFFICE  CX)NSOLU)ATION 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

[Second  Reading.] 
Order  of  the  day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing road. 


SMALL  m>LI)lN(;S  AND  ALLOTMKNTS         The  Earl  OF  GRANAJID  :   My  Lords, 
(SrOTLANP)  HILL  |ii.i.].  j  this  is  purely  a  ConsolidatioiuBiU,  which, 

ILnwo    in    Oonmiittw    (aixording    to    }^'^^^  ^^«  ^^fP^i«^«^  f®'**"^  Acts  that 


[Tho  Karl  of  Onslow  in  the  Chair.] 

rUuuk^A  I  to  2l»  agrtHHl  to. 

Haiwo  27: 

l.ORP  8.\LT0rN  movod  an  Anieud- 
mont  to  I  ho  otTivt  that  no  land  should 
Iv  authorisod  l\v  ati  Or\lor  under  this 
.\ot  to  Ih*  aci\uired  oompulsorily  wliioh, 
at  I  ho  da  to  of  iho  Orvlor  was  Unnij  '*  usovi 
for  drvnvii  or  t\*iv»i\ru;j:  txshiuj;  nets/*  Ho 
ox^xUimsl  that  land  rv>uud  a  jjr\»At  niany 
towns  on  tho  soa  ooas:  Wiki  vory  much 
usoxl  for  this  purj\v<o,  and  iho  objoot  of 
his  A«\o.ndn\out  w^^  to  sAtOa:uar\i  that 
lav.d  u\  tho  iutotw:  of  nshormon. 


,'  have  since  been  added,  was  submitted 
!  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  in  1896.  I  trust  your  Lord- 
ships will  give  the  Bill  a  Seccmd  Reading. 


Movovl.  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\''— (Jfe  Ear!  of  Granard.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2\  and  com- 
mit toil  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Hniso  on  Tuestiav  next. 


MUNICIPAL  REPRESENTATION 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

Ko;id    3*   v^*«^<>^uig    *o    order),   and 
oAsso^.l,  a:ui  sor.t  to  the  Commons. 


CV>r\TT  COURTS  BILL  [mjl]. 
^Secoxd  Rxaung.] 
Miivi  uV  %^N^»  •  .^r  Nftr^  '.Aiui  u«^i  for        ^^^'^^  •  '^'*  "-^  ^T  *-"r  the  Second  Rcad- 


V:uo V, *;  !v,o : ;t    v.\ . ^  \  *\ 


rsv   L'  Kl    CHAXCKLLOR      (Lord 
:>is   K^v;.    .y  V  \MrKS;\nVN   N.V,:    L.xyv:vxs  :    My  Lrnis.  I  n«d  say  but 

'V  ""V*.    '  '     ■■    ""  '    -i>v:*':.;*  :•  .  <.t:  .:.    wtv  ::v.  t.  .-r.".>  :::  &skii;^  jt«nr  Lordships 

•■^'V-'  '-^   •"'='•   ""— '    :/  a:^--^  A  >evv".i  R^^^-iinc  to  this  Bill. 

^.-   vAv.*..-   :  y.i:-   \.-   '-^As    \:  ,:,.i.<  yi-^.  \-ir:::2<  wisis.  not  them- 

.-.  :    :r:'     Vv.v;\.     s;*,v:-<  .-."..■..tv  :<*.-..  iT-i  h  »  tite  same  Bill 

A  .   V--'    AS    ;.\  «:    L  r.i.>.'r.yi>    «r«c    to   on   the 

\C.  ■    •.    ,:  -'.y  -. rf  l^'vsacr.    Last  year 

:  .;•  'r^.  "   -i>  ...:r.v.~':»*.i  by  myself;    it 

^^-'.^..  :.'         v.ssj^iv'    ::.r.  :x-    ""-^    H:-'sieL    knt,   nn- 

:.::.;  s-'/y.    Wr.Ariv.    'ht   i*te   of  other 

■S  •**•  v.\.vs..--s    ■-.:..•/:.   :■.  vlV'I  -•re   r*  dispc«fd 

:  X.     r::-      '.   v.'l  .  ":.>  ay  ti»t  the 

-  -  *^v".  '..  "in       v^        ,^  _■  ^--r  -Tij  r^ggeaacat  my 

^ '■'■  '.A>   .        \^:     iu:*.'  -.'  't»f  5:c*  in  con- 

''-'>•*         -^       .*  ■    'r   >      jtT.— -.'•iTMfi.':  -."f  tb#  law 

«*->''"•      '■       -.  .:      ,:  ;    .-■■    V.-iirrsw     T^j«v  are 

.'  .X-    ->    :     :•  I.  r*    "viii.'i    desvnY 

>•  :■     '  ■       1   r-'r-^i  7-    :cj*  jfts  year 

Vv^.     ■-     .    -j**    jxr»ri:'a?B  in 

i       •     •  -  >k;  :is"^.-ij:f    n    B   im- 

."  •  ^-      .  ■>-  ."•:•".     I     2iaTl^    beet 
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regard  ta  that ;  but  I  think  a  wise 
course  has  been  taken  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  the  subject,  for  undoubtedly 
there  is  a  controversial  aspect.  The 
second  point  is  this.  It  is  more  than 
thirty  years  since  the  Judicature  Com- 
mission recommended  that  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  and  the  County  Court 
should  form  part  of  one  system  instead 
of  being  separate  and  independent,  as 
they  are  now;  and,  although  Lord 
Cairns  did  not  approve  of  the  recom- 
mendation at  the  time,  he  subsequently 
changed  his  mind  and  brought  in  and 
carried  through  this  House  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  that 
recommendation  I  will  not  say  that 
that  ought  to  be  done  at  once.  I  am 
satisfied  that  it  cannot  very  well  be 
done  without  some  inquiry,  and  I  intend 
to  propose  an  inquiry.  I  ask  to  be 
excused  for  referring  to  those  two  matters 
even  so  shortly,  because  I  do  not  wish 
it  to  be  supposed  that  this  Bill  represents 
all  that  I  think  might  be  done,  or, 
indeed,  ought  to  be  done,  in  regard  to 
the  business  of,  and  arrangements  re- 
lating to.  County  Courts. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2»."— (^Ae  Lord  Chancellor.) 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords, 
I  trust  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
about  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  and 
coming  as  it  does  with  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack,  I  have  no  doubt  your 
Lordships  will  be  prepared  to  give  it  a 
ready  acceptance.  I  presume  that  in 
the  present  state  of  public  business  it 
is  not  desirable  to  overload  any  Bills ; 
but  I  hope  I  may  ask  for  the  assistance 
of  my  noble  and  learned  friend  in  in- 
serting an  Amendment  to  allow  the 
solicitor  profession  to  be  represented  on 
the  rule-making  authority. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty 
minutes  before  "Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  half-past  Ten 
o'olook. 


HOUSE   OP   COMMONS. 
Thursday,  2nd  April,  1908. 


The   House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Bromley  and  Grays  Gas  Bill;  Glyn- 
corrwg  Urban  District  Council  Bill ; 
Lincoln  Corporation  Bill.  —  Read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Dover  Graving  Docks  Bill ;  Louth  and 
East  Coast  Railway  (Transfer)  Bill  ; 
Dundalk  Urban  District  Council  Bill. — 
Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Reports 
to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Knott  End  Railway  Bill— Reported, 
with  Amendments  [Title  amended]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill  [Lords].  — 
Reported,  without  Amendment  ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (Geoup  E). 
Colonel  Seelt  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  E  of  Private  Bills ;  That» 
for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the  Com- 
mittee had  adjourned  till  Monday  next, 
at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PETITIONS. 

(X)AL    MINES   (EIGHT  HOimS)  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  against :  From  Liverpool ; 
and,  Mining  Association  of  Great  Britain  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EARL,  WILLIAM  ROBERT  ALBERT, 
Petition  from  William  Rol^ert  Albert 

Earl,   for  redress  of  grievances;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
ANI>  WALES)  BILL. 

Petiti<»s  from  Weathall,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

Z  2 
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ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Truro 
Yeovil ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


and, 


LICENSING  BILL. 


Petitions  against :  From  Bath  ;  Billing- 
hurst  ;  Birmingham ;  Bradford  ;  Colgate ; 
Easebourne  ;  Eccleshall ;  Greasborough 
(two) ;  Hemmingfield ;  Kilnhurst ;  London 
and  other  places;  Middlesbrough; 
North  Bucks ;  Kawmarsh ;  Rotherham 
(four) ;  Sheffield  (eight)  ;  Swinton 
(twelve) ;  Thomhill ;  AVest  Sussex 
(three) ;  and  Woking  and  Cranleigh ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

Petititions  for  alteration ;  From  Colne 
and  Nelson ;  Daventry ;  Helidon ;  Sunday 
School  Union ;  Truro  ;  and,  Wigston 
Magna ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Petitions  in  favour  ;  From  Ardwick ; 
Barrow-in-Furness  (two) ;  Batley  (three) ; 
Belper ;  Bridport ;  Berry  (three) ; 
Caersalem ;  Canterbury  (three) ;  Copping- 
ton  ;  Coppenhall ;  Cramlington  Colliery  ; 
Crewe ;  Didmarton  ;  Dobwalls  ;  Durham ; 
East  Looe  ;  Eccles  (two) ;  Garstang ; 
Glasgow  ;  Halifax  :  Iligham  :  Kelvedon ; 
Lancaster  (seven) ;  Liskeard  (four) ;  i 
Littlehampton  ;  Llauedwen  ;  Llang- 
ristiolus  ;  Luddenfoot ;  Motherwell :  New 
Delaval ;  New  Kilpatrick ;  Northowram  ; 
North  Salford ;  North  Shields ;  North 
Walbottle  ;  Ossett :  Pendleton ;  Pensilva  ; 
Polruan ;  Ritigwood  ;  Rothesay  (two) ; 
St.  Andrews  ;  St.  Helens  :  St.  Hilary  ; 
St.  Mary's  (Scilly)  ;  Sheffield;  Shotton; 
Southsea ;  Streatham  (two) ;  Street ; 
Thornby  ;  Timsbury  :  Tunbridge  Wells  ; 
Waring  Green ;  West  Dulwich ;  and, 
Yeovil  and  Sherborne ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL  AND  LIQUOR  TRAFFIC 
(LOCAL  OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Stranraer,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
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SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  UQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petition      from     Middlesbrough,    in 
favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SHOP  BILLS. 
Petition  from  Westminster,    against; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


LIQUOR     TRAFFIC     (LOCAL     OPTION) 
(SCOTl^ND)  BILL. 


Petition  from  Paisley,  in  favour 
upon  the  Table. 


to  lie 


OUTDOOR      RELIEF     FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES  ACTS.  1S94  AND  1904. 

Petitions  from  Bothwell,  for  extension 
to  Scotland  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


CROWN'S  NOMINEE  ACCOUNT. 
Abstract  Account  presented,  of  receipts 
and  payments  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor, 
in  the  year  ended  3l8t  December,  1907, 
in  the  Administration  of  Estates  on  behalf 
of  the  Ciown,  and  Alphabetical  List 
of  Intestates'  Estates  in  respect  of  which 
Letters  of  Administration  were  granted 
to  the  Treasury  Solicitor  as  Crown's 
Nominee,  and  of  other  cases  (partial 
intestacies,  &c)  in  which  accounts  were 
opened  in  the  Books  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor  in  the  same  year,  in  respect  of 
moneys  received  by  him  as  Crown's 
Nominee  [by  Act];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  113.] 

SUPERANNUATION  ACTS,  1884. 
Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  30th  March,  1908,  declaring  that 
Mr.  George  Samuel  Newth,  Lecture 
Assistant,  Normal  School  of  Science, 
Board  of  Education,  was  appointed  with- 
out a  Civil  Service  Cert&cate  through 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  Head  of 
his  Department  [by  Act] ;  to  Ue  upon  the 
Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copy  presented,    of    Diplomatic   and 
I  Consular    Report,    Annual    Series,   Na 
I  3967   [by  Command] ;    to  lie  upon  the 
i  Table. 

L^NH-ERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

i  Copy  presented,  of  Univeraity  Court 
'  Ordinance  No.  XXIV.  (Abeideen,  Na  2) 

(Regulations  for  D^^rees  in  Arts)  [by 
.  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table»  and  to  be 

printed.     [No.  114.] 

'    UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT.  1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

Copy  presented,  of  Univenity  Goort 
j  Ordinance  No.  XXY.  (Aberdeen  Na  3) 
1  (Regulations  as  to  Biimrie%  Jka)  [ly 
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Act]  j  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  115.] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  GLASGOW. 
Copy  presented,  of  Abstract  of  Accounts 
of  the  University  of  Glasgow  for  the  year 
ending  30th  September,  1907  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  116.] 

PAPER  LAID  ON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Criminal  Appeal  Kules,  Copy  of 
the  Criminal  Appeal  Rules,  1908  [by 
Act]. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Bonlaliy  Letter  Arrangements. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
any  petition  has  been  received  by 
him  from  the  inhabitants  of  Bonlahy, 
County  lion^ord,  and  neighbourhood, 
for  an  evenmff  as  well  as  a  morning 
cleiirance  of  the  pillar-box  there;  and 
will  he  direct  that  this  be  done. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,)  The 
petition  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  been  duly  received,  and  inquiry 
18  being  made.  I  hope  shortly  to  be  able 
to  send  a  reply. 

Goventry  Post  Office  Medical  Officer. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  medical 
officer  of  the  post  office  at  Coventry 
is  about  85  years  of  age,  and  that 
many  of  the  staff  at  Coventry  attend 
other  medical  men  at  their  own  expense, 
owing  to  their  dissatisfaction  with  the 
medical  officer's  treatment ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  his  advanced  age,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  appoint  another  medical  officer. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Button.)  I 
am  having  inquiry  made,  and  will  com- 
municate the  result  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Dudley  and  Birmingham  Post  Office 
Scale  of  Wages. 

Mr.  STAVELEY-HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
Geneiml  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  employees  in  the  poet  office  at  Dudley 


receive  12s.  a  week  less  than  those  em- 
ployed at  Birmingham,  and  that  the 
employees  at  Dudley  are  compelled  to 
pass  an  examination  in  telegraphy  and 
postal  work,  which  test  is  not  required 
of  those  employed  at  Birmingham;  and 
whether  he  will  state  the  reason  for  the 
difference  in  remuneration. 

Mr.  STAVELEY-HILL  :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  are  officers  in  the  Dudley 
post  office  with  thirty  years  service  who 
are  receiving  448.  per  week,  while  those 
similarly  employed  at  Birmingham,  with 
a  less  amount  of  service,  are  receiving 
568.  per  week ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
the  reason  for  this*  difference. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  I 
will  answer  the  two  Questions  together. 
Under  the  recommendation  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Post  Office  Servants  the 
new  classification  of  towns  in  respect  of 
scales  of  pay  is  to  be  based  primarily  on 
the  volume  of  work  modified  where 
necessary  by  the  cost  of  living.  The 
unit  of  work  at  Birmingham  is  7,400, 
which  places  it  in  Class  1.  The  index 
number  of  the  cost  of  living  at  Birming- 
ham, as  ascertained  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  is  96.  The  unit  of  work  at 
Dudley  is  only  168,  and  the  index 
number  of  the  cost  of  living  90,  the 
average  being  100.  Sorting  clerks  and 
telegraphists  at  all  provincial  offices  are 
liable  to  be  employed  on  sorting  or 
telegraph  work  as  the  exigencies  of  the 
service  may  require ;  but  at  the  large 
offices,  though  the  work  is  more  trying, 
the  conditions  are  nearly  always  such 
that  officers  are,  in  practice,  employed 
exclusively  on  sorting  or  telegraph  duties, 
as  the  case  may  be,  and  it  is  not,  there- 
fore, necessary  to  train  them  all  fully  on 
both  classes  of  work. 

Postal  Officers  and  Territorial  Force 
Camps. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  can  state  whether  postal 
servants  who  are  members  of  the 
Territorial  Forces  will  have  leave  of 
absence  from  official  duties  to  attend 
camp ;  if  they  will  receive  their  Civil 
Service  pay  during  these  periods;  and 
whether  he  can  state  the  regulations 
issued  by  the  Post  Office  dealing  with 
this  subject. 
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{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,)  The 
regulations  authorised  by  the  Treasury 
provide  for  the  grant  of  special  leave  up 
to  a  maximum  of  fifteen  days  in  such 
cases.  The  Treasury  Regulations  as 
regards  pay  will  be  published  im- 
mediately. 


carefully  considered,  and  it  has  been  de- 
cided not  to  make  any  reduction  in  the 

fee. 


Dnndee  Telegraphists'  Wages. 
Mr.    WILKIE    (Dundee):    To 
the     Postmaster-General    whether 
maximum  wages  of  male  telegraphists  at 
Dundee,  as  a  result  of  the  departmental 
interpretation   of  the   Hobhouse  award, 
remains  at  the    figure   fixed    in   1890 ; 
whether  the  maximum  at  Edinburgh  is 
4s.  per  week   higher  than  at  Dundee  ; 
whether    the    recent  *  Board    of    Trade 
Returns  show  that  Dundee  is  the  city  in 


Tipton  Death  Inquiry. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp 
ton,  W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department^  whetiier  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  death  d 
ask  !  ^  ^^^  named  David  Pearson,  at  Tipton, 
the  I  ^  Staffordshire,  upon  whose  body  an  in- 
quest was  held  and  a  verdict  returned  of 
death  from  natural  canses,  accelerated  by 
I  excessive  drinking  and  exposure ;  whether 
!  he  is  aware  that  it  is  alleged  that  a 
noxious  drug  had  been  given  this  man ; 
whether,   under  the  circumstanoes,  the 
authorities  had  taken  the  necessary  steps 
to  elicit  the  true  cause  of  this  man's  death ; 


Scotland  in  which  the  cost  of  living  for  ,  and  whether  he  intends  to  take  any  steps 

'    " ^     — -i--_-  further    inquiries  into 


the  working  classes  is  highest;  and 
whether  he  will  investigate  the  position 
of  affairs  at  Dundee. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Bvxton,)  In 
1890  there  were  two  classes  of  sorting 
clerks  and  telegraphists  at  Dundee.    The 
first-class  had  a  maximum  of  50s.,  and  the 
second-class  a  maximum  of   40s.      The 
classification  of  Dundee  has  been  deter- 
mined on  the  lines  recommended  by  the 
the    Select    Committee  on    Post    Office 
Servants,   that  is   to  say,  primarily   on  i 
volume  of  work  modified    whore   neces-  > 
sary    by    cost    of    living.     The    volume 
of  work   at   Dundee   is   represented   by 
about   1,120    units   which    places  it    in 
Class  II.,  the  range  of  which  is  from  800  i 
to  1,700  units,  and  as  the  cost  of  living  | 
is  not  exceptionally  high,  it  remains  in 
Class  II.  On  the  same  principle  Edinburgh 
with  about  4,780  units  of  work,  and  with 
the  cost  of  livin<r 
in  Dundee. 


towards  making 
this  case. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Secreiary  Gladstaiu.) 
I  have  no  information  as  to  u^  case  save 
that  contained  in  the  newspaper  report 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  kindly  seat 
me,  but  I  am  making  inquiries  and  will 
communicate  the  result  to  him. 

Children  in  PaUic-Honaes. 
Mr.  FIENNES  (Gzfoidshire^Banbuiy): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  widespread  interest  taken  in  the 
question  of  women  taking  infants  ud 
young  children  to  public-houses,  he  wili 
circulate  to  all  Members  the  Home  Office 
Keport  on  this  subject  [Cd.  3813]. 


remains 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  CHadskme) 
The  Paper  in  question  has  been  laid  upon 

r  practically  the  same  as    ^^^  J^^^^  *?.t  i"  ^?  ^?^^  ^^? 

ins  in  Class  I  accordance  with  the  usual  rule  as  to  the 

'  distribution  of  Command  Papers.  Gopiei 

can  be  obtained  by  any  Member  inter 

\ro  pvT  v^;:  /g  u    ^  xt  x    rp      ,.  .^    '  ®^^^^  ^"  application  at  the  Vote  ofltee. 
Mr.  BiLhb  (Salford,  N.) :  To  ask  the  | 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 1  Beligiouslnstmction  in  Training  OdliCeii 


Naturalisation  Fees. 


ment  whether,  having  regard  to  the  exi)ec 
tations  hold  out  by  the  Prime  Minister  to 
an  important  deputation  several  months 
ago,  he  is  yet  able  to  promise  a  reduction 
of  the  fee  charged  for  naturalisation  in 


Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone.  K.) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Boaxd  of  EduM- 
tion,  in  how  many,  and  which  of  the 
training  colleges  no  religious  instruction 
is  given ;    and  how  many  students  are 


this  country,  so  that  it  may  conform  more  !  provided  'for  at  such  colleiras. 


nearly  to  the   smaller 
foreign  countries. 


fees   charged   in 

{Answered   by  Mr.    McKemia.)    The 
i  Board  have  not  hitherto  made  inquiriei 
(AnMwerrd  by  Mr,  ^erreiary  Gladsfonr.)  I  as   to  the  religious  instmotios  given  in 
The   question   has  been   very  fully  and  .  training  colleges,  and  1  tegr«t^  thttefon^- 
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that  my  information  is  confined  to  the 
colleges  provided  by  the  London  County 
Council,  to  which  I  referred  in  my  answer 
to  the  noble  Lord  on  the  20th  March. 

Egsrptlan  Administration. 
Mr.  kettle  (Tyrone,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
whether,  according  to  the  present  politi- 
cal arrangements  in  Egypt,  it  is  within 
the  competence  of  the  Khedive  to  grant 
a  constitution  or  representative  legislature 
to  the  people  of  Egypt. 

(Aimoered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edtoard  Grey.) 
Under  present  conditions,  it  would  be 
necessary  that  if  any  step  of  the  nature 
referred  to  were  taken,  it  should  be  only 
in  consultation  with  His  Majesty's  Gov- 
ernment. 

Handi  Ghiefship. 
Mb.  MICKLEM  (Hertfordshire,  Wat- 
ford) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  whether  there  is  any  record  of  the 

E>unds  upon  which  the  memorial  of 
ja  Dusht  Nikandan  Sen,  Chief  of  Sukeh 
State,  Punjaub,  presented  in  1904,  and 
praying  that  the  Raja's  claims  to  the 
chief  ship  of  Mandi  might  be  inquired  into 
and  considered,  was  rejected  by  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  India ;  and  if  so, 
whether  he  will  state  the  reasons  for  such 
rejection,  and  whether  the  Raja  was 
informed  why  he  was  not  accorded  a 
hearing. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.) 
The  proceedings  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council,  which  resulted  in  the  rejection 
of  the  memorial  referred  to,  are  on  record. 
The  reason  for  the  rejection  of  the  mem- 
orial was  that  it  established  no  ground 
for  interfering  with  the  orders  passed  by 
the  Government  of  India  in  1897,  recog- 
nising the  adoption,  by  the  late  chief,  of  a 
son  who  is  the  present  chief.  The  mem- 
orialist was  duly  informed  that  the 
Secretary  of  State,  after  fully  considering 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  cases,  saw  no 
reason  for  interfering  with  the  orders  of 
1897. 

Sdeet  Oommittee  on  East  India  Finance. 
Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
if  he  is  aware  that  on  page  909  of  the 
Third  Report  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  East  Indda  Finance,  ordered  by  this 


House  to  be  printed  on  28th  July,  1873, 
a  table  is  given  showing  the  average 
effective  strength  of  the  European  army 
in  India  from  the  year  1862-3  to  the 
year  1871-2 ;  that  in  that  table  the  fol^ 
lowing  totals  for  the  years  specified  are 
given:  18623,69,732;  1863-4,  67,712; 
1867-8,  55,237  ;  1868-9,  55,756  ;  1870-1, 
56,694  :  1871-2,  58,437  ;  that  the  figures 
now  given  for  the  same  years  are  as  fol- 
lows :  1862,  73,174  ;  1863,  76,085 ;  1867, 
65,467;  1868,61,897;  1870,56,954; 
1871,  58,368;  and  will  he  state  the  rea- 
son for  these  discrepancies. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.)  I 
do  not  know  how  the  figures  printed  in 
1873  were  arrived  at,  but  they  appear 
to  be  averages  for  several  months  of 
each  year,  with  the  omission  of  com- 
missioned officers.  The  figures  given  by 
me  on  the  26th  March  included  commiss- 
ioned officers,  as  requested  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and,  as  I  then  stated,  represent- 
ed the  established  and  not  the  actual 
strength. 

Defence  of  India. 
Sir  H.  cotton  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  India,  if  he  will  state 
in  what  year  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  which  sat  shortly  after  the 
Mutiny  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
forces  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
InHia,  and  advised  that  80,000  British 
troops  were  required,  was  presented  to 
this  House ;  and  what  is  the  reference 
number  of  the  Command  Paper  in  which 
that  Report  was  published. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.) 
The  Report  was  presented  in  1859.  The 
reference  number  of  the  Command  Paper 
is  CA  2515. 

British  (Harrison  in  India. 
Sir  H.  COTTON  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  answer  to  a  question  put 
on  13th  March,  1906,  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  CamberwcU  the  following 
figures  were  given  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  of  the  total  strength  of  the 
British  forces  serving  in  India  in  the 
years  specified  :  January  1897,  76,995  ; 
January  1900,  66,581 ;  January  1901, 
63,623;  January  1902,  63,958;  January 
1903,  75,740;  October  1903,  76,380; 
October  1904,  76,938;  October  1905, 
78,061 ;  and  that  the  figures  now  given 
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for  the  same  years  are  as  follows  : 
1897-8,  76,376  ;  1900-1,  65,581 ;  1901- 
2,  62,999;  1902-3,  59,497;  1903-4, 
74,709  ;  1904-5.  74,872  ;  1905-6,  77,268 ; 
and  will  he  state  the  reason  for  these 
discrepancies. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Marley.) 
The  figures  given  by  me  on  the  26th  of 
March  last  were  then  stated  to  be  for  the 
Ist  of  April  in  each  year.  The  reason  of 
the  discrepancy  between  those  figures 
and  those  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  gave  two  years  ago  for  January 
and  October,  is  to  bo  found  in  the  fact 
that  the  numbers  vary  at  different  times 
of  the  year  according  to  the  relief  move- 
ments of  troops  between  India  and  this 
country. 

Women  Clerks  at  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
will  state  the  respective  numbers  of 
women  clerks  from  each  branch  of  the 
Post  Ottice  in  London  whose  names  are 
noted  as  desiring  transfer  to  Dublin  ;  and 
seeing  that  junior  members  of  such  clerks, 
to  the  exclusion  of  their  seniors,  are  about 
to  be  transferred  to  Dublin,  will  he  say 
whether  all  future  transfers  will  be  re- 
gulated according  to  seniority  and 
e<iuality  of  efficiency. 

{Anstveted  hj  Mr.  Sijdney  Ihuton.)  The 
total  number  of  women  clerks  who  have 
applied  for  transfer  to  Dublin  is  fifty- 
eight,  of  whom  eighteen  are  employed  in 
the  Accountant-Generars  Department, 
twonty-nino  in  the  Savings  Bank,  and 
eleven  in  the  Money  Order  Dei>iirtment. 
IVioritv  of  application  is  the  governing 
fact-or  in  the  case  of  transfers. 

^\\\.  FIKLD:  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
Gonoral  whether,  seeing  that  a  number  of 
Savings  Hank  women  clerks  were  asked 
by  the  Savings  Biink  authorities,  either 
privately  or  officially,  sometime  before 
the  present  Government  came  into  office, 
if  they  w«>uld  serve  in  Dublin,  that  the 
])eroentages  of  Irish  de]>o3its  and  with- 
drawals inado  thmugh  British  dejK)>it 
l>ooksand  vice  versii.  as  worked  out  by  the 
Savings  Bank,  either  privately  or  officially, 
show  only  one  per  cent,  approximately  on 
the  totx^ls,  that,  apart  from  the  enormous 
inconvenience  to  Irish  depositors,  Ireland 
loses  .£,S0,000  per  annum  by  having  the 
Irish   Savings  Bank    accounts    kept    in 


London,  that  99  per  cent,  of  the 
factured  stuff  used  in  the  Post  Office  in 
Ireland  is  not  manufactured  in  Irdud, 
that  clerical  work  can  be  as  efficiently, 
and,  haying  regard  to  the  cost  of  hoasing 
accommodation,  more  economically  per- 
formed in  Dublin  than  in  London,  and 
that  it  would  be  more  in  conformity  with 
Irish  ideas  if  the  Irish  Savings  Bank 
accounts  were  kept  in  Dublin,  he  will 
further  consider  toe  advisability  of  trans- 
ferring the  work  of  keeping  these  aooonnta 
from  London  to  Dublin. 

(Ansivered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,)  I 
am  afraid  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  tbe 
replies  I  gave  my  hon.  friend  on  the 
subject  last  session. 

Permanent  Assistant  Secretazy  to 
the  Treasory. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  explain,  in 
reference  to  the  promotion  of  Mr.  BUn 
over  Mr.  Crowly  as  Permanent  Assistant 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who  was  the 
official  responsible  for  this  selection,  and 

i  what  proof  did  he  put  forward  as  to  Hr. 

I  Blain  being  more  meritorious  than  Mr. 
Crowly  for  the  superior  appointment 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Bunciman,)  This 
appointment  was  made  by  the  Board  of 

Treasury. 

I 
The  Assistant  Comptroller  and  Auditor. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  months  sick  leave  the  late  Mr. 
Gleadowe  had  during  the  year  immedi- 
I  ately  preceding  his  appointment  at 
I  assistant  comptroller  ana  auditor ;  for 
what  length  of  time  did  he  occupy  the  lat- 
ter position,  and  what  sick  leave  did  he 
have  during  this  period;  and  whether, 
contrary  to  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department  Act^  he  was  selected  for  die 
position  of  assistant  comptroller  and 
auditor  by  the  permanent  officials  <rf  die 
Treasury. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Bunciman,)  Mr. 
Gleadowe  has  been  dead  more  than  four 
years,  and  in  these  circumstanoes,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  make  inquiries  as  to  the 
amount  of  his  sick  leave.  His  appoint- 
ment was  made  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Exchequer  ai^  Andit 
Department  Act. 
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Prerention  of  Bailway  Accidents. 

Mr.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire,  Rush- 
cliflfe) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  any  special  appoint- 
ments of  persons  have  been  made  under 
Section  15  of  The  Railway  Employment 
(Prevention  of  Accidents)  Act,  1900; 
and  whether  any  iuquiries  have  been  held 
and  experiments  have  been  made  under 
the  same  section. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Kearley,)  The  two 
assistant  inspecting  officers  of  railways, 
who  have  conducted  practically  all  the 
inspections  made  under  the  Act  of  1900, 
were  added  to  the  staff  of  the  department 
in  January  1901.  An  additional  sub- 
inspecting  officer  was  also  appointed  in 
March  1904.  In  addition  to  the  inquiries 
which  are  continually  being  held,  where 
necessary,  by  these  officers  into  the 
causes  of  accidents  to  railway  servants, 
and  to  numerous  inspections  under 
Section  1 3  of  the  Act,  special  investigation 
has  been  made  in  some  cases  where  a 
railway  company  has  objected  to  a  imle 
proposed  by  the  Board  under  the  Act  for 
reasons  connected  with  special  circum- 
stances on  a  railway.  The  Railway 
Employment  Safety  Appliances  Com- 
mittee, who  were  appointed  in  April  1906, 
were  also  directed,  inter  alia^  to  make 
with  the  co-operation  of  the  railway 
companies  such  experiments  as  they 
deemed  expedient.  From  the  Committee's 
Reports  it  appears  that  they  have  made 
experiments  with  either-side  brakes  for 
waggons,  and  have  also  examined  many 
inventions  and  appliances. 

Bailway  Waggon  Couplings. 
Mr.  ELLIS :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  any  com- 
mittee has  been  appointed  by  him  to 
consider  and  report  upon  the  matter  of 
automatic  couplings  of  railway  waggons, 
of  whom  it  is  composed,  has  such  com- 
mittee carried  out  any  experiments,  has 
it  reported;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
nature  of  such  report,  and,  if  not,  how 
soon  is  it  likely  to  report. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Kearley.)  The  Rail- 
way Safety  Appliances  Committee  (con- 
sisting of  Colonel  Yorke,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  and  Mr.  Turnbull)  have  con- 
sidered, among  other  matters,  the 
quMtion  of  automatic  couplings.  They 
reported,  after  very  full  consideration, 
that  it  appeared  to  be  impracticable  to  fit 


such  appliances  to  existing  waggon  stock, 
and  that  consequently  any  extensive  tests 
of  automatic  couplers  under  present  con- 
ditions would  be  of  no  value. 

Prevention  of  Bailway  Accidents—Bales. 
Mr.  ELLIS  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  rules  have 
been  made,  and  are  now  in  force,  with 
respect  to  all  the  twelve  subjects 
mentioned  in  the  schedule  to  The 
Railway  Employment  (Prevention  of 
Accidents)  Act,  1900;  if  not,  which  of 
the  subjects  are  still  without  rules,  and 
at  what  stage  is  the  action  necessary  to 
make  or  complete  the  rules  respecting  it 
or  them ;  whether  any  rules  have  been 
made  under  Section  1,  Sub  section  (2), 
of  the  Act,  and,  if  so,  what  is  their 
nature ;  whether  any  rules  have  been 
made  under  Section  1,  Sub-section  (3),  of 
the  Act,  and,  in  that  case,  what  is  their 
nature;  and  whether  any  specific  order 
has  been  made  under  Section  8  of  the 
Act,  and,  if  so,  what  is  its  nature. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr,  Kearley,)  Rules  are 
now  in  force  with  regard  to  nine  of  the 
twelve  subjects  scheduled  to  the  Act  of 
1900,  and  a  proposed  rule  was  published 
last  August  with  regard  to  a  further 
subject,  brake  levers  on  both  sides  of 
waggons,  and  has  now  been  modified  in 
view  of  certain  objections  received  there- 
to. It  has  not  yet  been  thought  necessary 
to  make  rules  with  regard  to  No.  7, 
position  of  offices,  etc.,  or  No.  8,  mark- 
ing of  fouling  points,  as  such  matters 
can  be  more  conveniently  dealt  with, 
should  occasion  arise,  than  by  general 
rule  under  Section  1(1).  No  rules  have 
been  made  under  Section  1  (2)  and  (3) 
of  the  Act,  nor  have  any  specific  ordeVs 
under  Section  8  been  found  necessary. 

Irish  Provident  Assurance  Company. 

Mr.  N.  J.  MURPHY  (Kilkenny,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  his  attention,  or  the  attention  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  has  been 
drawn  to  the  position  of  affairs  of  ihe 
Irish  Provident  Assurance  Company, 
Limited,  and  to  the  fact  that  thousands 
of  pounds  of  the  policy-holders'  money 
have  been  spent  by  the  directors  in 
various  schemes  with  the  object  of 
making  profits  for  themselves ;  and  also 
that  the  funds  of  the  company  are  not 
properly  safeguarded  in  the  interests  of 
the     policyholders,     which     makes     it 
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possible  for  tho  directors  to  use  the  funds 
of  the  company  for  their  own  personal 
purposes,  without  any  power  of  control 
being  accorded  to  the  members  of  the 
company  ;  and  will  the  Government  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  having  an 
investigation  made  into  the  working  of 
the  Irish  Provident  AssuKince  Company,  , 
l.imited,  to  follow  on  the  investigations  j  President  of  the   Board  of   Agriciutan^ 


bridge  for  passengers  at  Peterboroiigli 
station,  and  that  the  company  do  not 
consider  a  subway  for  luggage  neceani;. 

Ordnance  Snnrey  Maps. 
Mr.    FETHERSrONHAUGH    (Fer- 
nijuiagh,  N.):    To  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Somerset,  as  representinff  the 


whether  the  Ordnance  Survey  mapi 
were  formerly  printed  in  Ireland  from 
copper-plates,  and  are  they  at  present 
printed  in  England  from  ano-plates;  are 
maps  printed  from  zinc-plates  inferior  to 
copper  plate  maps ;  and  will  he  have  the 
recent  Survey  maps,  for  example,  the 
six  inch  maps  for  county  Leitrim,  com- 
pared by  an  expert  with  the  maps  of  the 
former  Sur\'ey,  and  ask  for  his  report 
whether  the  old  standard  of  excellence, 
either  in  printing  or  paper,  is  maintained 
in  the  new  Survey. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Stracke^.) 
The  maps  on  a  scale  of  six-inch  to  a 
mile  were  formerly  engraved  on  copper, 
but  they  have  been  printed  by  means  of 
zinc-plates  for  venr  many  years  past  both 
in  England  and  Ireland.  The  processes 
adopted  give  a  good  clear  result,  they 
are  far  chcjiper  and  more  rapid  thin 
engraving,  and  the  maps  can,  by  this 
means,  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
public  within  a  reasonable  time  of  the 
survey  or  revision.  In  the  case  of 
the  county  of  Leitrim,  the  maps  published 
in  1882-6  were  drawn  on  stone  as  an 
next,  the  proportion  of  members  re(]uirc(l  experiment.  Various  causes  contribated 
for  the  purposes  of  an  application  will  be  to  the  deterioration  of  the  stones,  and 
reduced  from  one-fifth  to  one-tenth.  within   the  last  few  yeats  it  has  been 

I  f  oundnecessary  to  reproduce  by  helio-rinco- 

Peterborough  Railway  Station.  graphy  twenty-two  out  of  thirty-eight 

Lord    J.    JOICKV-CKGIL    (Lincoln-   sheets  comprising  the  county,  so  as  to 

shire,  Stamford) :  To  ask  the  1 'resident    bring  them  up  to  the  standud  of  other 


which  were  conducted  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  but  were  dis- 
continued in  conse<|uence  of  tho  proposed 
amalgamation  of  the  Irish  Provident 
with  the  National  Standard  Corporation, 
Limited,  and  which  amalgamation  was 
not  carried  out. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Kearley,)  The 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been 
called  from  time  to  time  to  the  affaii"s 
of  the  Irish  Provident  Assurance  Com- 
j)any,  Limited,  but  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
circumstances  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  As  stated  in  the  Answers 
given  on  the  23r(l  April  last  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Kerry,  and  on  the 
22nd  August  last  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick,  the  only  power  vested  in 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  that,  under  Sections 
56  and  57  of  the  The  Companies  Act, 
1862,  of  appointing  an  inspector  upon 
the  application  of  members  holding  not 
less  than  one  fifth  of  the  share  capital  of 
the  company  for  the  time  being  issued. 
I  may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  by 
the  Companies  Act  oi  last  year,  which 
will  coffie  into  operation  on  the  1st  July 


of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  ho  will  use  his 
influence  with  the  directors  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  in  order  to 
induce  them  to  construct  at  Peterborough, 
with  as  little  delay  as  po.ssil>le,  a  sub- 
way for  luggage  and  passi^ngors,  and  by 
soloing  n'duce  the  constant  risk  to  life 
and  limb  to  which  their  servants  are 
exposed  b\'  having  to  carry  luggage,  etc., 
over  the  permanent  way. 


six-inch  maps.  The  county  of  Leitrim  is 
now  being  re-surveyed  on  the  twenty- 
five-inch  scale,  and  within  the  next 
few  years  existing  maps  will  be  super- 
seded. There  is  no  necessity  to  resort 
to  expert  advice  outside  the  Ordnanoe 
Survev  in  the  matter. 


Herefordshire  Hill-Climbixig  Oontesfea 
Mk.   CATHGART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  To  ask  the  President  o^ 

{Ansinrnfhf/ Mr.  Kf'adei/.)     The  Boanl    the   Local   Government  Board,  whether 
of  Trade  communicated  with  the  railway    his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
company    in    this    matter  on    receiving  j  hill-climbing  contests  which  the  Hereford- 
shire Automobile  Club  propose  to  hoM 


notice  of  the  noble  Lord  s  (Question,  and  ' 


are   informed   that    there   is   already   a 


on  Cockshut  Hill;  whether,  as  promised 
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by  Wm  cm  the  27th  May,  1907  in  this 
House,  he  communicated  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
on  the  subject  of  such  contests  ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  his  own 
opinion  expressed  on  the  same  date,  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  now 
taking  steps  either  to  prohibit  such 
contests  on  public  roads  altogether,  or  at 
least  to  confine  them  to  such  times  and 
places  as  will  ensure  the  public  safety. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  My 
attention  has  not  been  called  to  the 
first  matter  referred  to  in  the  Question. 
The  Answer  as  regards  the  second  part 
of  it  is  in  the  affirmative.  As  I  pointed 
out,  in  replying  to  my  hon.  friend's 
Question  of  the  27th  May  last,  the 
administration  of  the  law  relating  to 
the  use  of  the  highways  by  motor  cars  is 
practically  in  the  hands  of  the  local 
police,  and  I  am  not  myself  in  a  position 
to  take  action  in  cases  of  this  kind. 

Imported  Kidneys. 
Mb.  COUBTHOPE  (Sussex,  Eye): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
(Government  Board  whether  a  quantity  of 
preserved  kidneys  imported  from  America 
nave  been  seized  in  the  City  of  London 
as  unfit  for  human  food ;  what  quantity 
of  boric  acid  or  other  preservative  they 
contained,  and  what  quantity  of  such 
preservative  per  gallon  and  per  pound  is 
considered  deleterious  to  health ;  and 
when  the  promised  regulations  dealing 
with  the  importation  and  sale  of  unsound 
food  will  be  issued. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)     The 
answer,  as  regards  the  first  point  in  the 
Question,  is    in    the    affirmative.     Two 
samples  were  submitted   to   the  public 
analyst.     In  the  first  case  he  reported 
that  the  fluid  in  which  the  kidneys  were 
preserved   and  the   kidneys  themselves  ■ 
each  contained  2*1  per  cent,  of  boric  acid,  | 
which  was  equivalent  to  1,470  grains  per 
gallon  of  the  fluid,  and  147  grains  per 
pound  of  the  kidneys,  respectively.     In  i 
the  other  case  the  analyst's  report  showed  I 
that  the  kidneys  contained  1.46  per  cent.  | 
of  boric  acid  (equivalent  to  1022  grains  | 
per  pound),  whilst  the  fluid  contained  | 
1.7    per    cent,  of    bone  acid   (equal   to 
1,190  grains  per  gallon).     The  answer,  as 
regards  the  third  point,  depends  on   a 
number  of  considerations  which  cannot 
eoDveniently  be  discussed  in  reply  to  a 


Question.  I  may,  however,  say  that  the 
presence  in  imported  kidneys  of  propor- 
tions of  boric  acid  so  large  as  those  given 
above  is  decidedly  objectionable  from  the 
point  of  view  of  public  health,  and  I  am 
advised  that  it  is  wholly  unnecessary,  I 
propose  to  give  special  attention  to  im- 
ported preserved  kidneys  in  the  regula- 
tions referred  to  in  the  last  part  of  the 
Question.  These  regulations  are  in  an 
advanced  state  of  preparation. 

Scottish  Slaughter-houses. 
Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  is 
aware  that  it  is  the  practice  of  some  local 
authorities  in  Scotland  to  let  the  burgh 
slaughter-house  to  yearly  tenants,  who 
reimburse  themselves  by  the  collection  of 
dues  from  butchers  for  the  use  of  the 
slaughter-house,  and  that  these  tenants 
perform  the  duty  of  meat  inspectors; 
and  will  he  say  what  control  the  local 
authorities  have  over  the  yearly  tenants 
of  the  burgh  slaughter-houses  to  insure 
the  proper  discharge  of  their  duties  as 
official  meat  inspectors,  and  do  the  local 
authorities  demand  that  these  tenants 
should  have  the  qualifications  for  meat 
inspectors  specified  under  Recommenda- 
tions, Meat— B,  by  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Tuberculosis,  1898. 

{Annoered  by  Mr,  Sinclair.)  I  am  aware 
that  in  several  burghs  the  slaughter- 
house is  lot  to  a  local  butcher  who,  in 
some  instances,  reimburses  himself  by  the 
collection  of  dues;  that  in  one  or  two 
instances  known  to  the  Local  Covornment 
Board  the  tenants  are  understood  to 
report  diseased  or  unsound  carcases  to 
the  sanitary  officials :  but  that,  in  the 
majority  of  burghs  with  public  slaughter- 
houses, the  sanitary  inspector  and  veter- 
inary surgeon  visit  daily  or  at  such 
other  intervals  as  may  be  necessary  for 
eff^ective  supervision.  So  far  as  I  am 
aware  the  local  authorities  do  not  demand 
that  the  tenants  of  their  slaughter-houses 
shall  possess  the  qualifications  specified 
by  the  Royal  Commission  on  Tuber- 
culosis.. 

Education  Grants. 
Mr.  NIELD  (^Middlesex,  Ealing) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  the  contemplated 
increased  grants  to  be  made  under  the 
Education  Bill  will  involve  an  additional 
charge  on  the  Exchequer  of  Xl,400,000, 
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apart  from  and  independently  of  th#t 
projxised  increase  in  the  scale  of  grants  to 
be  made  u>  contracted-out  schools :  and 
whether  any  estimate  has  been  formed  by 
the  Depaitment  as  to  what  the  increase 
in  the^e  last-named  grants  is  likely  to 
amount  Vj. 

(An<tr-fr^Af  by  \fr,  JfrKenna.)  Xo,  Sir. 
The  estimate*  of  £1,400,000  represent* 
the  toul  increase  in  the  Exchequer 
gmnthf  in  aid  of  elementary  educati  *n 
uuder  the  Bill  No  estimate  of  the 
amo:jnt  of  grant  payable  to  voluntary 
sth^Xils  can  r>e  formed  until  the  approxi- 
mate num>^r  of  children  attending  those 
sch'x^ls  i-b  known  :  but.  as  the  average 
rate  of  grant  per  child  throughout  the 
cou'jtry  will  amount  to  47».,  the  total  cost 
Vj  ihff  Kxch*.-'^uer  will  not  >>e  materially 
affectei  bv  the  number  of  voluntary 
gf.h'yjk  or  of  children  attending  them. 

Prirately  Owned  Voluntary  Schools. 

Mk.  MELD:  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  BoarJ  of  Krlucation  whether  the 
J>rjiartment  would  sJinction,  as  within 
Claii^*:  3,  Subwseciion  3,  of  the  Education 
i>ii],  an  arrangement  whereby,  as  a  con- 
'iiijon  of  the  transfer  of  a  privately- 
ownei  voltintary  elementary  school,  a 
local  e'iucation  authority  gave  an  under- 
taking x/j  the  owner  of  the  school  that 
the  s';h«^>'>l -house  ijhould  l>e  placed  at  the 
dij:|>r/sal  of  such  private  owner  on  school- 
*lay  evenings  and  during  holidays. 

(Aniiv:f:rfA  hij  Mr,  McKenna.)  The 
arrangement  referred  to  in  the  Question 
wo.jl'i  not  be  [Xj«iblc  as  a  condition  of 
tra'ibfer  under  Clause  3  (3;. 


Sales 


of  Liquors  in  Pablic-hooses 
and  Hotels. 


he  can  jet  fix  the  date  oo  which  he  will 
iatroduce  the  Budget. 


(Answered  by  Mr,  AsguUJL) 
vet  able  to  fix  a  definite  dav. 


I  am  not 


LiBenmng  Rednetioii  Pttiod. 
Mr.  BARNARD  (Kiddenninstor) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheqoer, 
whether,  in  reference  to  SalMdanae  (1) 
of  Clause  1  of  the  Licensing  Bill,  relatmg 
to  the  reduction  period  of  fourteen  yeusi 
such  reduction  period  or  time  limit,  in 
view  of  the  provisions  of  Clause  3,  wis 
based  upon  any  statistical  or  actoariil 
data  ;  whether  such  data  are  available  to 
Members  of  the  House  or  general  pnUie, 
and  where  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
lay  a  Paper  containing  the  information 
referred  to. 

(Answered  6y  Mr,  Asquiih.)  The  re- 
duction period  of  foorteen  jeara  was 
adopted  as  being  of  a  reasonable  length, 
regard  being  had  to  all  the  drcnmstances 
of  the  case,  many  of  which  are  not  of 
such  a  character  that  they  cook!  be 
given  any  precise  mathematical  expres- 
sion. It  is  not  founded  upon  any 
statistical  or  actuarial  data. 

Hill  Estate,  Doneraile,  Coon^  Ckirk. 

Mr.  FLYNX  (Cork,  N.):  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieatenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners are  aware  that  the  tenants  on  the 
Hill,  otherwise  Del  Be,  estate,  Kilooleman, 
Doneraile,  county  Cork,  signed  the  pur- 
chase agreements  in  May,  1906,  and, 
consented  to  pay  interest  at  4  per  cent 
on  the  purchase  money  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  transaction  would  be 
completed  within  six  or  twelve  months, 
whereas 


it   is  not  yet  completed;  and 
SiKlIhMiVKlMBEK  (Wandsworth) -whether,   in  view    of    the    burdensome 


To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  proiKjrtioii  does  the  quantity  and 
vahie  iti  excisaVjJe  liquor  sold  through  the 
channel  of  public-houses  and  hotels  bear 
to  the  whole  amount  distributed  or  con- 
Huriicd  throughout  England  and  Wales 
rcKjiectively. 


(xinswer&l     by      Mr. 
Kt'jitistics  are  available. 


Asquith.)       No 


The  Budget. 
Mk.  HOHNIMAN  (Chelsea) :    To  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer      let 


nature  of  the  interest,  the  Commissioners 
will  take  steps  either  to  complete  the 
sale  immediately  or  to  reduce  the  interest 
to  the  normal  rate  of  3^  per  cent. 

I 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BUrdl.)  The  agree- 
;  ments  for  the  sale  in  this  case  were  lodged 
I  with  the  Estate  Commissioners  in  August 
1906,  and  some  considerable  time  must 
elapse  before  the  estate  reaches  its  turn 
to  1)0  dealt  with.  The  rate  of  interest  in 
lieu  of  rent  is  a  matter  of  arrangement 
between  the  parties,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners are  bound  by  stivtute  to  coUecl 
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the  interest  mentioned  in  the  purchase 
agreement.  The  Commissioners  have 
no  power  to  reduce  the  rate  of  interest, 
ana  they  do  not  consider  thatthej  would 
be  justitied  in  taking  the  case  out  of  its 
proper  turn. 

'Whalley  Estate  Evicted  Tenant. 
Mr  MURNAGHAN  (Tyrone,  Mid.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Ideatenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  yet  satisfied  them- 
selves as  to  the  claim  of  Robert  Patterson 
for  reinstatement  in  his  former  holding 
on  the  Whalley  estate  in  the  townland  of 
Striff,  near  Mountfield,  county  Tyrone ; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  their  decision. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirrclL)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  regard  Robert  Patterson 
as  a  suitable  person  to  receive  a  holding, 
and  the  case  has  been  referred  to  an 
inspector  with  a  view  to  providing  him 
with  one  if  possible. 

Irish  School  Accommodation. 
Mw.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  explain  what  is  meant 
by  the  Commissioners  of  National  Edu- 
cation by  the  expression  adequate  accom- 
modation of  a  satisfactory  kind  in  Rule 
127b  j  and  if  he  is  aware  that  in  many 
schools,  without  any  addition  to  the  out- 
offices,  the  junior  boys  are  packed  into 
the  girls'  schools  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  this  fact,  he  will  have  the  rule  referred 
to  carried  out  in  every  school. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  in  applying  Rule  127b  they 
have  not  considered  it  necessary  to  define 
the  character  of  the  accommodation  which 
should  be  afforded  in  a  girls'  school, 
further  than  that  it  should  be  adequate 
and  satisfactory.  Before  enforcing  the 
role  in  any  case,  the  Commissioners  obtain 
their  inspector's  report  upon  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  having  regard  to  the 
conditions  of  both  the  boys'  and  girls' 
schools,  they  thfin  determine  which  of 
these  schools  should  be  attended  by  the 
infant  boys.  Objections  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  rule  on  sanitary  or  other 
grounds  are  fully  considered,  and  the  en- 
rolment of  infant  boys  in  girls'  schools  is' 
not  insisted  upon  in  all  cases. 


Bockhill  Untenanted  Lands. 


Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  (Limerick, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  say 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners  have 
purchased  the  untenanted  lands  of  Style- 
park,  Rockhill,  in  the  county  of  Limerick, 
the  property  of  Mr.  F.  H.  Wise ;  if  so, 
will  they  take  steps  to  have  them  divided 
amongst  the  small  holders  and  labourers 
in  the  district;  and  whether,  in  the 
event  of  their  not  having  purchased  the 
lands,  will  they  take  steps  to  do  so. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  had  the  lands  in 
question  inspected,  and  the  owner  has 
instituted  formal  proceedings  for  the  sale 
of  these  lands  to  the  Commissioners, 
who  will  deal  with  the  matter  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible. 

Bruree  Evicted  Farms. 
Mr  O^SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  who  is  the  person 
in  occupation  of  the  holding  from  which 
the  Dan  worth  family  was  evicted  at 
Garryfine,  Bruree,  in  the  county  of 
Limerick  ;  what  is  the  date  and  nature  of 
the  alleged  tenancy ;  and  have  the  Estates 
Commissioners  made  any  inquiry  as  to 
whether  the  alleged  tenant  is  willing  to 
give  up  the  place  to  the  Dunworth's,  and, 
if  so,  with  what  result. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birr  ell.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  understand  that  the  farm 
formerly  held  by  the  Dunworth  family  is 
now  in  the  possession  of  Messrs  R.  and 
C.  Saunders.  The  Commissioners  con- 
sider Robert  and  Jeremiah  Dunworth  to 
be  suitable  persons  to  receive  holdings  if 
such  can  be  provided  for  them.  The  file 
of  papers  referring  to  the  case  is  at 
present  in  the  hands  of  an  inspector  for 
the  purposes  of  an  inquiry,  and  the  Com- 
missioners are  therefore  unable  to  give  the 
other  details  asked  for  in  the  Question. 

Bockhill  Untenanted  Land. 
Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  what  steps  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  taken  to 
purchase  the  untenanted  lands  at  Ijally- 
clough,  Rockhill,  in  the  county  of 
Limerick,  the  property  of  Mr.  Patrick 
Carroll,   with   the   view    to    have   them 
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parcelled  out  into  small  holdings  amongst 
the  labourers  and  for  the  purpose  of 
enlarging  the  j?inall  holdings  there. 

(Ati.<iCfrfd  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  are  unable  to  identify  the 
lands  referred  to  in  the  Question,  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  furnish  them  with 
the  name  and  address  of  the  agent  they 
will  make  inquiries  in  the  matter. 

Knockaderry  Evicted  TeDant 
Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  why  the  Estates 
Commissioners  are  not  reinstating  Mrs. 
Scanhin,  of  Knockaderry,  in  the  county 
of  Limerick,  in  the  holding  from  which 
herself  and  her  huslmnd,  since  deceased, 
were  evicted  at  Kilgulban  and  which  is 
in  the  laiidlord's  hands  ;  and  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  will  put  the 
Evicteil  Tenants  Act  into  force  in  this 
case. 

(An.'iicert'd  by  Mr.  BinrU.)  The  Estates 
Coinniissionei-s  ciaisidor  Mrs.  Scanlan  to 
be  a  suitable  person  to  work  a  holding,  . 


other  tenanted  estates,  the  reason  being 
that  the  funds  of  the  Board  are  at  present 
insufficient  for  the  execution  of  the 
necessary  improvement  works.  For  a  full 
statement  of  the  case  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  my  Answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  on  4th  March  last  The  Board 
cannot  at  present  say  when  it  will  be 
possible  to  resume  negotdations  for 
purchase. 

Officers  of  Disbanded  Militia  BattaliooB. 
Sir  T.  GLEN-COATS  (Renfrewshire, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  officers  of  Militia  battalioDS 
ordered  to  be  disbanded  who  have  elected 
to  transfer  to  other  units  may  be 
transferred  now  and  receive,  after  the 
next  training  of  their  new  unit,  the 
uniform  allowance  of  £40  alluded  to  in 
special  Army  Order  of  23rd  December 
last. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  ffaldcme.) 
These  officers  cannot  be  transferred  at 
present.  They  must  be  attached  to 
another  unit  until  it  is  converted  into  a 


and  thev   have  referred   her  case  to  an  i  reserve    battalion    at    the    end    of    the 


inspector  with  the  object  of  providing  her 
with  a  farm  if  possible. 

Blake  Estate,  Mayo. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  negotia- 
tions have  l>een  entered  into  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  for  the 
purchase  of  the  Blake  estate,  in  the 
Claremorris  union,  rounty  Mayo  ;  is  he 
aware  that  the  need  exists  for  the 
improvemont  of  the  condition  of  the 
tenant?  «»n  this  estate  owing  to  the  small- 
nesr?  of  their  holdings,  the  interior  qualiiy 
of  the  lan^l,  ami  the  loss  sustaineil  yearly 
in  e«»nse<|uenie  of  the  harvest  Htx>ding  of 
an  ad.jnining  river  ;  that  these  negotiations 
apjKwr  to  have  been  broken  otl'  by  the 
Board,  although  the  landlord  and  tenants 
have  agreed  to  leave  the  matter  in  their 
h:in»ls  :  and,  it  so,  why  :  and  when  will 
they  reopen  them  witli  a  view  to  Ci)m- 
ploting  a  sale  that  would  bring  immediate 
relief  to  a  ImxIv  of  inijx>veri3hed  tenantry. 

{An.<i.yrr'.n'ii  Mr.  Bi^yU.)  The  estate 
in  question  has  been  orVered  for  sale  to 
the  Congested  l>istricts  Board,  bur  the 
Board  have  l»een  obliged  to  suspend  the 


annual  training  of  1908,  when  they  wiU 
be  posted  to  it  and  receive  the  actoal 
expenses  involved  by  the  change  of 
uniform  not  exceeding  £40. 

Retired  Volunteers  Qflleen. 
Mr.  LAMONT  (Buteahire):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
retired  officers  of  YolunteerSp  who  retain 
their  rank  and  uniform,  will  be  given  the 
siime  privilege  in  the  Territorial  Army. 

(Atmcered  by  Mr,  Seereiary  ffaUaneJ) 
In  accordance  with  paragraph  60  of  Part 
I.  of  the  special  Army  Order  of  the  18th 
March  (Scheme  for  the  Transfer,  etc.)  an 
officer  of  the  Territorial  Force  resigniiig 
with  not  less  than  fifteen  yean  commis- 
sioned service  will,  on  the  reoommends- 
tion  of  his  commanding  officer,  beeli^ble 
to  retain  his  rank  and  wear  the  preecnbed 
uniform. 

Volunteer  Seniority* 
Mr.  S£A\TRXS  (I^beth,  Brixton): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wir 
whether  a  Vohmteer,  being  a  member  of 
a  battalion  which  has  been  either  dis- 
banded or  amalgamated  under  the  new 
scheme,  mav  join  a  regiment  ofcber  thsn 
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been  amalgamated,  and  retain  his  rank 
and  seniority,  should  the  commanding 
offieer  of  such  regiment  be  prepared  to 
accept  him  on  those  terms. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  IlaUlane.) 
The  regulations  permitting  such  Yokin- 
teers  to  join  other  units  and  retain  their 
rank  on  transfer  are  set  forth  in  para- 
graphs 80  and  81,  Part  I.,  of  the  Special 
Army  Order  of  18th  March  (Scheme  for 
the  transfer,  etc.).  The  question  of 
seniority  is  left  to  the  commanding 
officer  and  association  to  decide.  In  case 
of  a  difference  of  opinion  the  officer  com- 
manding the  brigade  will  decide. 

Volunteer  Long  Service  Medal. 
Mr.  SEAVERNS  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  a  Volunteer 
or  non-commissioned  officer  with  nineteen 
years  and  six  months  service,  who  may 
be  unable  to  accept  service  in  the  Terri- 
torial Force,  will  be  allowed  to  attach 
himself  to  a  Territorial  regiment  for  six 
months  only  and  fulfil  the  requirements 
of  the  Volunteer  regulations,  and  thereby 
qualify  for  and  receive  the  long  service 
medal;  and  whether  the  Volunteer  so 
attached  for  six  months  to  a  Territorial 
regiment  will  be  allowed  to  retain  his 
present  rank  of  non-commissioned  officer, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  period  retire  with 
all  the  privileges  now  in  force  according 
to  his  rank. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary/  Ilaldane,) 
The  reply  to  the  Question  is  in  the 
negative.  Special  consideration,  will, 
however,  be  given  to  Volunteers  unable 
to  join  the  Territorial  Force,  and  instruc- 
tion will  shortly  be  issued  in  regard  to 
the  grant  of  the  long  service  modal  and 
any  privileges  on  retirement. 

Oaae   of  John  Eilleen,  Boyal  Munster 
Fusiliers. 

Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
John  Killeen,  reserve  man.  No.  4134, 
late  Boyal  Munster  Fusiliers,  whose 
reserve  pay  was  stopped  for  1907,  owing 
to  his  fuling  to  comply  with  regulations 
as  to  hia  putting  in  one  day's  firing  in 
each  year;  is  he  aware  that  this  man's 
excuse  is  that,  through  lack  of  employ- 
ment at  home,  he  had  to  go  to  Glasgow 
and  Liverpool  to  look  for  work  and  so 
',  hit  one  day's  musketry  drill,  and 
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,  that  he  is  willing  to  make  up  for  this  by 
I  doing  one  more  day's  drill  as  may  be 
ordered  ;  and  whether  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  now  receive  the  pay 
that  was  stopped  from  him. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Ilaldane.) 
Nothing  is  known  of  this  case  in  the  War 
Office.  The  general  officer  commanding- 
in-Chief  concerned  will  be  asked  to  report. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


British  Material  for  Admiralty  Contracts. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
i  to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  asking  contractors, 
when  tendring  for  large  contracts  for 
Admiralty  works,  to  state  whether  they 
propose   to   employ   British   or   Foreign 

i  granite  or  cement. 

i 

!  The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY  (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee): I  think  the  hon.  Member's  sug- 
gestion may  quite  reasonably  be  in- 
cluded in  the  category  of  questions 
which,  in  debate  on  the  10th  March,  I 
undertook  to  consider  in  connection  with 
the  contract  for  Rosyth. 

Cost  of  British  and  Foreign  Granite 
for  Admiralty  Works. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  give 
information  with  regard  to  the  relative 
C08t  of  British  and  Foreign  granite, 
delivered  at  Portsmouth,  Haulbowline, 
and  Rosyth,  respectively. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  This 
Question  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

Speed  of  British  Torpedoes. 
Captain  FABER  (Hampshire,  An- 
dover) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  torpedoes  used  in 
the  British  Navy  are  from  eight  to  ton 
knots  slower  than  those  used  by  foreign 
fleets  ;  whether  the  Bliss-Leavitt  appar- 
atus would  remedy  this  defect ;  whether, 
owing  to  this  slowness,  the  bow  tube  can- 
I  not  be  installed  in  our  destroyers  or  fast 
craft  for  fear  of  the  vessel  overrunning 
the  torpedo ;  and  whether  the  use  of  the 
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bow  tube  would  enable  the  destroyer  to 
attack  with  least  risk  to  herself  and  most 
effect  on  the  enemy. 

Mr.  EDMUND  KOBERTSON :  The 
Answers  to  all  four  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  Questions  are  in  the  negative. 

Captain  FABER  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  Japanese  suffered  severely  at 
Port  Arthur  through  not  having  at  that 
time  the  bow  tubes  ? 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  That 
is  a  question  of  which  I  think  I  ought  to 
have  notice. 

Stonemasons'  Hours  on  Dockyard  Works. 
Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if 
the  hours  worked  in  the  construction  of 
the  dockyards  at  Keyham  and  Haul- 
bowline  by  the  stonemasons  are  10  per 
day  and  the  wages  paid  6d.  per  hour; 
and  if  those  are  the  trade  union  rates  of 
wages  in  the  respective  districts. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  The 
stonemasons  employed  by  the  contractor 
at  Haulbowline  work  fifty-three  and  a  half 
hours  weekly  —  six  hours  on  Satur- 
days, and  nine  and  a  half  other  days. 
Their  weekly  wage  is  36s.,  which  equals 
8d.  per  hour,  the  current  rate  for  Queens- 
town.  The  only  stonemasons  employed 
by  contractoi-s  at  Keyham  are  on  piece- 
work. The  current  rate  for  stonemasons 
in  the  Devonport  district  is  8d.  per  hour. 

Mr.  fell  :  And  are  not  the  wages 
paid  in  Norway  at  the  rate  of  6d.  an 
hour  as  against  8d.  in  Cornwall  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Mr.  T.  M,  HKALY  (Louth,  N.) :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  the 
name  of  the  Norwegian  firm  who  supply 
this  granite  ? 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  The 
only  firm  we  deal  with  is  an  English 
firm. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  '\Vill  tUe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  get  the  name  of  the  Nor- 
wegian firm  from  which  the  patriotic 
British  firm  get  their  granite  ? 


Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-unte. 
Lyme) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gtentlemin 
see  that  all  stones  for  Gk>venmiflnt 
dockyards  are  bought  in  the  oheapeit 
markets  ? 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
heard  of  the  Donegal  quarries  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Artillery  Militia  Staff. 
Major  ANSTRLT^HER  -  GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
can  now  inform  the  House  what  propor- 
tion of  the  stafi^  of  the  Artillery  Miutia 
are  to  be  abolished  in  the  different  ranks 
under  the  new  regime. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  HAjiDANK,  Haddington): 
There  will  be  a  total  decrease  in  the  staff 
of  the  Artillery  Militia  of  thirty  sergeant- 
majors,  422  staff  sergeants  and  sergeants, 
166  other  ranks.  Tnese  must  either  be 
absorbed  in  the  RegularGarrison  Artillery, 
or,  if  suitable,  used  as  permanent  staff  m 
the  Territorial  Artillery.  Further  it  is 
possible  that  some  of  them  may  be  utilised 
as  permanent  staff  for  the  R^rve  Field 
Artillery. 

Irish  MlUtia. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
how  many  towns  in  Ireland  are  affected 
by  the  change  of  the  local  Militia  depot 
under  the  new  Territorial  Army  Act; 
and  can  he  give  details  of  the  central 
depots  to  which  Militia  recruits  are  in 
future  to  be  moved,  and  the  old  depots 
which  they  are  to  be  compelled  to  leave. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  All  the  recruits  for 
the  Special  Reserve  will  drill  on  enlist- 
ment at  the  depots,  but  if  accommodation 
proves  insufficient  it  may  be  necessary 
to  use  some  of  the  old  Militia  barracb 
at  detached  stations.  The  central  depots 
are  the  depots  of  the  regimental  distncts. 
By  reference  to  the  Army  List  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  will  therefore  he 
readily  able  to  obtain  the  detailed  in- 
formation he  desires.  It  may  be  added 
that  several  Militia  units  did  not  drill 
recruits  at  their  detached  headquarters. 
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Captain  CRAIG :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
fourteen  towns  will  be  affected  by  the 
change  1 

Mr.  TTALDANE:  Quite  probably ;  I 
cannot  say. 

Irish  Militia  and  Teomanry  Officers. 

Cap  FAIN  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
can  state  exactly  the  status  of  Irish 
Militia  and  Yeomanry  officers  under  the 
new  Territorial  Army  scheme  ;  how  far 
such  scheme  extends  to  Ireland ;  whether 
he  could  lay  upon  the  Table  a  short 
statement  of  the  conditions  under  which 
officers  and  men  joining  the  Militia  and 
Yeomanry  in  future  will  be  recruited ; 
and  whether  eicisting  officers  and  new 
ones  joining  are  liable  for  compulsory 
service  abroad  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  There  is  no  Terri- 
torial Force  in  Ireland.  The  conditions 
under  which  officers  and  men  of  the 
Irish  Militia  may  join  the  Special  Reserve 
are  shown  in  detail  in  Special  Army 
Order  of  23rd  September,  1907.  A 
similar  order  as  regards  the  Irish 
Yeomanry  will  shortly  be  issued.  Both 
officers  and  men  of  the  Irish  Militia  who 
join  the  Special  Reserve  at  the  present 
time  or  officers  and  men  who  do  so  in 
the  future  will  join  with  a  liability  to 
serve  abroad  in  the  event  of  war.  A 
similar  condition  will  be  imposed  upon 
the  Irish  Yeomanry. 

Captain  CRAIG  asked  what  course 
was  open  to  the  officers  of  the  Irish 
Militia. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said  they  could  join 
the  Special  Reserve. 

Captain  CRAIG  :  But  if  they  do  not 
want  to  join  the  Special  Reserve  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  Militia  as  such 
ceases  to  exist,  and  the  Special  Reserve 
takes  its  place. 

Bushmills  Postmaster  and  Pension 
Warrant. 

Captain  CRAIG:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  action  taken 
by  the  postmaster,  Mr.  Alexander  Park, 
at  Bushmills  in  respect  of  the  pension 
warrant  of  Mr.  Hugh  MTall,  by  refusing 
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as  postmaster  to  deliver  the  pension 
warrant  to  Mr.  MTall  unless  he  assented 
to  the  deduction  by  the  postmaster  of  a 
debt  of  17s.  due  to  him  in  his  private 
capacity  as  a  draper  ;  if  the  postmaster 
was  justified  by  the  rules  of  the  depart- 
ment in  so  acting ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps 
will  be  taken  to  secure  that  pensions  in 
Bushmills  and  elsewhere  will  reach  those 
entitled  without  illegal  deductions. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  My  right  hon.  friend  has  asked  me 
to  reply  to  this  Question.  I  am  making 
inquiry  in  the  matter,  and  will  communi- 
cate the  result  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Cordite. 
Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  what  were  the  terms  of 
reference  to  the  conference  of  experts 
who  recently  inquired  into  questions 
affecting  the  durability  and  safety  of 
cordite. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  It  is  not  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  service  to  state  at 
present  the  terms  of  reference  to  the 
Conference  held  under  the  presidency  of 
Lord  Rayleigh. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  Will  the  report 
be  made  public  1 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  am  not  at  all 
sure. 

Case  of  Daniel  Gallagher,  late  of  the 
Inniskilling  fusiliers. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  case  of  Daniel  Gallagher,  who 
served  in  the  Inniskilling  Fusiliers  from 
12th  July,  1893,  till  his  discharge  on  10th 
April,  1905,  his  character  being  described 
on  his  discharge  paper  very  good ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  out  of  his  total 
service  of  eleven  years  and  nine  months, 
Gallagher  served  ten  years  and  six  months 
continuously  abroad,  was  on  active 
service  in  India  and  South  Africa,  is  the 
holder  of  two  medals  and  six  clasps,  but 
on  his  discharge  only  received  an  allowance 
of  6d.  a  day  by  getting  attached  to  the 
Army  Reserve,  and  that  this  allowance 
must  soon  cease  ;  and  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  Gallpghor  is  in  rapid 
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('(»finuTriiitii(iri  arifl  hAfl  (»o«ri  rlischareed  as 
inniralJo  from  the  ({allynhannon  Union 
Mrmiiitiil,  whnt  flto{)fi,  if  any,  will  the 
ftUthoritioH  talco  to  Kiuniro  him  from  desti- 
tution for  thn  rnniflun  of  a  life  which  is 
(hawing  Ut  a  rlono  from  hanJHhiim 
RiiRl/Minorl  in  militiuy  Borvico. 

Mm.  IlyMiDANK:  ln(|uiry  is  being 
niMilo  into  thin  vnm\  and  thn  hon.  and 
Ifwirnnd  Monihor  will  bo  duly  informed  of 
I  ho  roRult.. 

IitPtruction  in  Indian  Vernacular 
LanKiiAKOB 

Mu.  ICMKS  (Montgnmory  HmMugh}-)  : 
I  boi;loMsU  I  ho  Si'orolnry  of  Stijito  tor 
Indin  whothor  ho  in  |)ro|mrod  to  HUggost 
lo  I  ho  Intliau  Uovoninioni  that  instruo 
tion  in  its  Rohi>olR,  following  tho  praotioo 
whioh  h;»R  pnn*'d  »o  smvisHful  in  •]a]);in, 
should  bo  givon,  as  far  a»  |H)ssibU\  in  I  ho 
xornaoular  languagosof  ditt'oront  parts  oi 
tho  Indian  Kmpiro. 

Vwv  SKrKKr\UV  OF  STATK  vvk 
IN  IMA  ^Mr.  Moin.K\.  Montn^so  lulrghs^: 
It  \\:\%  alwAx  »  Ivon  tho  |v^]iov  ot  tho  Indian 
IV^v^vnuont  ot  r.dnv\uion  t*^  adopt  tho 
xoin;»on]ar  languagos  as  tho  modnnn  of 
in<Tir«tit^n  \n  \]w  primary  soh^vMs,  and 
10  a  laro^  o\tont  m  iho  s«vontiary 
Slh,\^^s.  Vho  iioxorniuont  of  India  aro 
^oil  a*\^,na'.nt«si  xx.ih  tho  moth^is  in  uso 
•iH  .Vs]v-^n.  aiid  1  haiN^ly  thir.k  n  is  noo<^s- 
s.^ ;  \  1 1^^  IV. 0  t  o  oa Vi  \W\\   a 1 1 on ;  i on  t o  t  h 0 
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hi 


tr-v 
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LVS 

i  *Vi 


tl'O    o\|m;M 

v^Vto;  ;ri  N  .isl.k.   ",«..{ 0  . 

:iw  :i:v     i\*s\    \)u-  «\p.».'4 

:r.Mv.    in*-"ii.i     )x      il.Ts 
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is"-    .^'     I  It 


;hi 


'..■   ■»•#!. 

T-Wi    to 


•  *  '..  i  .  ."•"  IT 
roro"0"«"'t  IT.  ;hi 
u     { he    interMV 
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in  Seifltari  and  Kain,  but  I  have  no  other 
information. 

Mu.  OGRADV  (Leeds,  R) :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  account  for  this 
diminution  ? 


Mil  MOKLEY: 
I  cannot. 


No,  Sir  ;  I  am  afraid 


Penfliona  of  Indian  Army  Olllcen. 

Mr.  SMEATON  (Stirlingshire):  I 
lM*g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
If<lia  whether  Lord  Kitchener,  the 
Connnjindcr-iii-Ghief  in  India,  recom- 
niondod  )u8t  year  that  the  previous 
('oniniisHioned  service,  out  of  India,  of 
otfioors  of  the  Indian  Army  up  to  a 
period  <»f  live  years  be  allowed  to  reckon 
as  sorvico  towards  Indian  pension; 
whether  this  roconimendatiuD  was  su  - 
porit'd  by  the  Government  <.f  India;  and 
whothor  it  has  been  accepted  by  the 
Socrotary  of  State. 

Mk.  MORLEY:  Proposals  to  the 
otloot  stated  in  the  Question  were 
made  by  the  Government  of  India  last 
year,  subject  to  a  proviso  that  the 
ohargos  oniailod  should  be  borne  by  the 
Home  Gx^vernnient.  A  decision  has  not 
yet  Ivon  arriveii  at  on  these  proposals. 

Indian  Wliipinnff  Act. 
Mk.  OGKADY:  1  beg  10  ask  the 
St^.-rot^ary  of  StAte  for  India  whether  hi? 
an  0:11  ion  has  ^v(n  oalled  to  the  fact  that 
S  r  Haixey  Adaius^in,  at  a  sitiing  of  the 
roijur-.l  ot  ludia^  announced  that  the 
Ame^iiimoni  lo  the  W  hi  piling  Act  would 
re*i".KV  ihr  ir.imlx^r  of  stripes  lor  juveniles 
a  no.  irna  x*^  limii  the  number  in 
o;  her  »*ses  oi  ^  ioienee  :  and  whether. 
hnx  ^ic  rtpird  to  ti:r  statement  made  lu 
il.iv  Honsf  that  iuvpjiiles  shonid  be 
fvempt  !r»^m  whipping  for  political 
»it^en»N's.  hf  csT.  now  a^tsur^  ibe  11  oust 
J  hat  n[  iewisi  ir.  ihi*  panicnlar  the  Act 
s>i».'  iw*  ftmender.  in  accordani*e  with 
;hf  i*!ri"lc«    trver. 

Vv.  MOKLI.Y  1  see  no  incor.- 
sisien.  '»«^:vv{»r.  :hv  rwo  sTKTemenl^ 
ii'iCi*..  ».'!..  ■  h»iv<-  nc  reai^on  xo  donhi 
thii:  :ht  iiii.  a^  it  srands  cxom]it(' 
;j.voTn»T^  Iron  v  hippinp  for  politica 
oflFen.N^  hui  i:  IS  (ioct>  no*.  1  lan  assun 
mx  hoTi.  fnem".  ihut  ;hi  uecessan 
Awpniimer:  vi).  hi  niadt 
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Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.) : 
When  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expect  to  get  a  copy  of  the  Bill — by  the 
next  mail] 


Mr.  MORLEY: 
will  arrive. 


whether  imperial  sanction  has  been  solici- 
ted for  a  scheme  of  linking  up  the  railway 
systems  of  Ceylon  and  Inaia  by  means  of 
a  bridge  over  the  Palk  Straits  via  the 
islands  of  Manar  and  Eamswaram ;  and 
I  cannot  say  when  it  whether  His  Majesty's  Government  are 
favourable  to  this  project. 


Defence  of  the  North  West  Frontier 
of  India. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  movable  columns  on 
the  North  West  frontier  of  India  are 
fully  equipped  with  transport,  com- 
missariat, and  medical  services,  and 
ready  to  march  immediately  in  case  of 
need. 

Mr.  MORLEY :  The  movable  columns 
on  the  North  West  frontier  of  India 
are  all  ready  to  march  at  a  moment's 
notice.  The  statf  and  various  units  are 
detailed  and  schemes  exist  for  the 
immediate  mobilisation  of  the  columns 
when  tequired.  The  additional  supplies, 
etc.,  necessary  to  enable  them  to  Keep 
the  field  are  so  located  as  to  be  obtain- 
able at  short  notice. 

Mails  to  Tristan  da  Cnnha. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  it  is  intended  to  send 
a  mail  in  the  course  of  this  year  to 
Tristan  da  Cunha,  and  when  the  last  mail 
was  sent. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury  ;  for  Mr.  Churchill)  :  I  cannot 
say  when  the  next  mail  will  be  despatched. 
The  last  mail  left  the  Cape  in  February 
of  last  year.  A  ship  left  the  Cape  on 
29th  February  last  for  Tristan  and  inquiry 
was  made  in  January  with  regard  to  this 
ship,  but  the  information  was  not  received 
in  time  to  despatch  mails  from  this 
country. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  Is 
the  House  to  understand  that  the 
despatch  of  mails  to  and  from  this  island 
is  entirely  guided  by  chance  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  I  believe  the 
despatch  is  distinctly  irregular. 

Cingalese  and  Indian  Railways. 
Mr,  LONSDALE :   I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 


Mr.  RUNCIMAN  (for  Mr.CHURCHiLL) : 
No,  Sir. 

Martial  Law  in  Zolnland. 
Mr.G.  GREENWOOD  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if  he  can 
state  the  number  of  natives  arrested 
or  detained  in  custody  under  martial  law 
in  Zululand  and  the  northern  territory  of 
Natal  since  the  9th  December  last,  the 
number  of  natives  tried  or  still  awaiting 
trial,  the  number  convicted,  and  the 
number  sentenced  to  imprisonment  or 
fines ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 
natives  who  have  been  flogged  since  that 
date  under  sentence  of  any  ma^trate  or 
by  order  of  any  other  person  claiming  to 
exercise  the  powers  of  martial  law. 

MR.RUNCIMAN  (for  Mr.  Churchill): 
Sir  Duncan  McKenzie  reported  that 
during  his  operations  in  Zululand  five 
natives  were  tried  and  flogged.  Two 
magistrates  were  deputed  to  administer 
martial  law,  one  of  whom  tried  no  cases 
and  the  other  tried  twenty-six  cases, 
punished  five  persons,  and  discharged  a 
considerable  number  left  in  prison  by 
Sir  Duncan  McKenzie.  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  has  no  informa- 
tion of  any  further  cases,  and  the  Gk)vernor 
has  informed  him  that  he  came  across 
little  evidence  of  use  of  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  martial  law  during  his  visit  to 
the  divisions  of  Zululand  most  affected 
by  the  operations  of  the  Militia  and 
police.  No  complaints  were  made  to 
Sir  M.  Nathan  by  the  Zulus  of  harsh 
treatment  under  martial  law. 


Csemova  and  Slovak  Biots. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  has  obtained  any  report  from 
any  of  our  Consuls  in  Austro-Hungary  as 
to  the  riots  and  massacre  at  Csernova,  or 
as  to  the  trials  of  and  sentences  passea  on 
the  Slovak  rioters  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  lay  them  before  this  Housu. 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  The 
incident  referred  to  has  been  fully  re- 
ported in  the  Press,  and  the  despatches 
on  the  subject  whi(*h  have  been  received 
from  His  Majesty's  representatives  at 
Vienna  and  Budapest  do  not  add  any- 
thing material  to  the  information  so 
published. 


Mr.    WEDGWOOD:    In  view  of  the  I 
friendly   relations   that  obtain   between  j 
this   country   and   the    Magyar  Govern-  j 
ment,  could  not  the  right  hon.  Gentlenjan 
call   for   some   official    report    from   the 
Magyar  Government  on  this  subject"? 

Sir   EDWARD   GREY :   To  call  for  ' 
official    documents     respecting     internal 
affairs  of  another  country  is  not  calculated  : 
to  conduce  to  friendly  relations. 

Irish  Lace  Frauds. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  prosecution  and  hning  of 
La  Samaritaine,  a  French  firm  trading  in 
Regent  Street,  London,  for  exposing  and 
selling  as  Irish  lace  a  French-made  crochet 
blouse  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  num- 
bers of  American  and  other  visitors  have 
miule  similar  purchases  in  the  belief  that 
they  were  obtaining  lace  made  in  Ireland  ; 
and  whether,  with  a  view  to  putting  on 
their  guard  American  visitors  to  London 
and  other  places  where  this  dishonest 
form  of  trading  has  been  carried  on,  he 
will  convey  to  the  proper  authorities  in 
the  United  States  a  notification  of  the 
fact  that  such  practices  exist  and  of  the 
damage  thereby  caused  to  an  iuiportant 
Irish  industry. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY^  I  iim  aware 
of  the  facts  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  but  so  far  as  I  can  gather  the 
representatives  of  the  Irish  lace  industry 
are  in  a  position  to  protect  their  own 
interests,  antl  I  do  not  see  on  what  ground 
I  could  ask  authorities  in  the  Unitctl 
States  to  take  action  in  the  matter.  I 
hope  the  publicity  wliich  has  been  given 
to  the  matter  already  will  be  beneficial. 

Mr.  BOLAND  :  But  cannot  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  utilise  machinery  at  his 
disposal—  the     British    Consuls    in    tlie 


United  States — to  circulate  the  informa- 
tion? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  Yes,  I  am 
quite  willing  to  communicate  any  informa 
tion  to  the  British  Consuls;  I  thought 
the  hon.  Member  referred  to  the  United 
States  Consuls. 

Cruelty  to  AnimalB  in  Egypt. 
Mr.  j.  M.  ROBERTSON  (North- 
umberland, Tyneside)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
British  Agent-General  in  Egypt  to  grave 
complaints  which  have  been  made  as  to 
the  recent  neglect  of  regulations  for  the 
prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals  in  Cairo 
and  elsewhere  since  the  retirement  of 
Major  Jarvis,  and  urge  upon  him  the 
importance  of  enforcing,  ana,  if  necessary, 
strengthening,  such  regulations. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  have  no 
official  information  that  complaints  have 
been  made  such  as  those  described  by  the 
hon.  Member.  But  I  will  inquire  of  His 
Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul-tieneral,  and 
bring  to  his  notice  the  complaints  referred 
to.  It  is,  of  course,  very  desirable  that 
adequate  precautions  should  be  taken  to 
prevent  cruelty. 

British  Advisers  to  Egyptian 
Government. 
Mr.  kettle  (Tyrone,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  there  is  contained  in  the 
instructions  issued  to  the  English  advisers 
to  the  various  ministries  of  the  Egyptian 
Government,  or  in  any  other  official 
document,  any  definition  of  the  power 
|X)tsessed  by  these  advisers  of  enforcing 
their  views  ;  whether  the  advice  tendered 
by  them  is  rather  in  the  nature  of  a 
command  which  must  be  obeyed;  and 
whether,  in  case  of  a  conflict  of  opinion 
between  a  Minister  and  his  advisers,  the 
view  of  the  former  or  that  of  the  latter 
prevails. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  official  instructions  to  the 
British  advisers  defining  their  duties. 
All  (juestions  of  importance  are  discussed 
between  the  Minister  and  his  adviser,  and 
if  the  Ministers  views  are  in  conflict  with 
those  of  the  adviser  and  no  agreement 
can  be  arrived  at,  the  matter  would  be 
referred  to    His    Majesty's   Agent  and 
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Consul-General  who,  if  necessary,  would 
take  the  instructions  of  His  Majesty's 
Government. 

Police  Weekly  Rest  Day. 
Mr.  remnant  (Finsbury,  Holborn)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  ilome  Department  when  he  proposes 
to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  granting  a  weekly 
rest-day  to  the  members  of  the  police 
forces  of  this  country. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
STONE,  Leeds,  AV.) :  As  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  remnant  :  Can  the  right  lion 
Gentleman  give  a  more  definite  answer, 
seeing  that  the  matter  has  been  before  the 
House  so  long. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Really  the  hon. 
Member  is  asking,  only  in  other  words, 
exactly  the  same  Question  as  has  been 
answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Peckham  Election. 
Captain  FABER  :  I  bet:  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  will  state  the  num- 
ber of  daily  police  court  -charges  for 
drunkenness  in  Peckham  during  the 
ten  days  previous  to  the  late  election  at 
that  place  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  During  the  period 
referred  to  there  were  in  all  ten  cases. 
There  was  the  same  number  of  cases  at 
Peckham  during  the  corresponding  period 
of  the  year  1907. 

Captain  FABER:  May  we,  therefore, 
take  it  this  was  a  sober  election  1 

Mr.  COLLINS  ^(Lanibeth,  Kenning- 
ton) :  May  1  ask  If  the  Home  Secretary 
will  endeavour  to  procure  a  return  show- 
ing how  many  barrels  of  beer  and  how 
many  gallons  of  spirits  were  consumed 
at  Peckham  during  those  ten  days  ? 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) : 
Having  regard  to  the  reckless  charges 
made  by  His  Majesty's  Ministers  and 
others  in  regard  to  this  election 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  onhT.  That 
js  a  matter  for  argument — on  the  platform. 


Mr.  pike  PEASE  (Darlington): 
How  many  of  the  persons  arrested  were 
Peckham  residents,  and  how  many  came 
from  other  parts  of  London  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  cannot  say. 

Suppressed  Licences  in  Newcastle-under- 
Lyme. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  can  give  the  number  of 
houses  closed  in  Newcastle-under-Lyme 
under  the  Licensing  Act  of  1904  ;  what 
was  the  sum  paid  in  compensation ;  what 
proportion  of  the  compensation  was  paid 
to  the  tenants  ;  and  whether  there  is  any 
record  of  any  compensation  paid  to  the 
workmen  or  servants  who  lost  situations 
through  the  closing  of  houses. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  volumes  of 
Licensing  Statistics  show  that  twelve 
licensed  premises  in  Newcastle-under- 
Lyme  have  been  closed  under  the  com- 
pensation provisions  of  the  Licensing  Act, 
1904.  A  total  sum  of  £4,045  was  paid 
in  compensation,  of  which  £2  j5,  or  rather 
more  than  six  per  cent.,  went  to  the. 
licence  holders.  I  have  no  information 
on  the  last  point  in  the  Question.  Com- 
pensation under  the  Act  is  limited  to 
persons  (including  the  licence  holder) 
interested  in  the  premises. 

Motor  'Bus  Noise  and  Vibration. 
Sir  HENRY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  expert  opinion  shows  that 
deterioration  of  the  machinery  of  motor 
omnibuses,  such  as  produces  excessive 
noise  and  vil)ration,  occurs  in  a  much 
shorter  period  than  a  year ;  what  limit 
upon  noise  and  vibration  is  adopted  as 
the  standard  for  licence  ;  and  what  officers 
are  entrusted  with  the  duty  of  periodically 
making  those  reports  upon  motor  omni- 
buses in  consc(|uence  of  which  many  of 
them  have  had  to  be  ordered  ofl'  the  road. 

Mr.  (GLADSTONE :  The  maclunery  of 
a  motor  omnibus  may  deteriorate  in  less 
than  a  year  owing  to  wear  and  tear,  and 
neglect  to  remedy  defects  as  they  occur. 
In  such  cases,  if  noise  and  vibration 
result,  the  omnibus  is  reported  by 
officers  of  the  Public  Carriage  Staff,  a 
dopartnuMit  of  t\w  Metropolitan  Police, 
and  is  removed  from  the  streets  until  the 
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defects  are  remedied.  In  the  absence  of 
any  scientific  standard  for  noise  and 
vibration  caused  by  omnibuses  the  police 
have  to  be  guided  by  common  sense  in 
deciding  whether  an  omnibus  is  fit  for 
licence  m  these  respects.  The  cases  are 
dealt  with  by  a  small  committee,  not 
selected  from  the  Public  Carriage  Staff, 
which  consists  of  an  Assistant  Com- 
missioner, a  chief  constable,  and  a 
member  of  the  Commissioner's  staff. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill 
Mr.  LEVERTON  HARRIS  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  he  can  now  state  upon  what  date 
before  Easter  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill 
will  be  taken. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :   I  am  afraid  not 
before  Easter. 

Unemployment  in  Berlin. 
Mr.  GOULDING  (Worcester) :  I  beg  | 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  93,000  people  out  of 
work  in  Berlin  in  1901  included  those 
who  were  altogether  without  work  and 
those  employed  for  a  few  hours  at 
reduced  wages,  and  also  included  males 
and  females. 

The     PARLIAMENTARY     SECRE-  ! 
TARY  TO  THE  BOARD  of  TRADE  (Mr. 
Kearley,    Devonport) :    His   Majesty's  \ 
Consul    General     in    Frankfort    in    his 
Report  for  1901  states  that  an  inquiry  ' 
into  unemployment  in  Berlin,  undertaken  ' 
by  the  Stiitistical  Secretary  of  the  Berlin 
Hoard  of   Statistics  in  conjunction  with 
the   Corporation  of   the   Trade   Unions,  ' 
showed  that  on  1st  November,  1901,  "jis  : 
many  as  93,000  hands  wore  either  alto- 
uother  without  work   or  were  only  em- 
ployed for  a  few  hours  at  reiluced  wages.'* 
lie  adds,  **0f  the  unemployed,  72,116 
were  males,  and  .0,884  females." 

Shipping  Rings. 
Mr,  LONSDALE :   I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  when 
he  expects  to  receive  the  Repi^rt  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Shipping  Rings. 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  I  understand  the 
Royal  Commission  hope  to  issue  their 
Report  by  the  end  of  the  year 


Cornish  and  Aberdeen  Granite  Quarries. 
Mr.  FELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  what 
are  the  hours  worked  and  the  wages  paid 
in  the  Cornish  and  Aberdeen  granite 
quarries  which  have  failed  to  compete 
with  the  Norwegian  quarries  in  the  supply 
of  granite  for  the  Government  dockyaras. 

Mr.  KEARLEY :  The  summer  hours 
of  labour  at  Aberdeen  granite  qoarries 
are  56  and  57  per  week,  and  the  average 
weekly  earnings  of  quarriers  for  a  full 
week  about  258.  6d.  As  regards  Cornwall 
the  information  is  not  yet  available. 

Import  Duties. 
Mr.  J.  F.  MASON  (Windsor)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  name  any  European 
country  which  derives  more  revenue  per 
head  of  its  population  from  import  duties 
than  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  KEARLEY :  Yes,  Sir.  Norway 
and  Denmark. 

Mr.  J.  F.  MASON :  Are  those  the  only 

two  countries  1 

Mr.  KEARLEY:   As  far  as  I  know. 

Imported  Hops. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  s.s.  "Adriatic"  has  arrived  or  is 
expected  in  a  British  port  with  a  cargo 
of  hops  ;  and,  if  so,  where  such  hops  were 
produced,  how  many  hundredweights  of 
hops  the  vessel  contained,  what  is  their 
declared  value,  and  at  what  price  they 
have  been  advertised  for  sale  on  the 
British  market. 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  Thi^  vessel  is,  I 
understand,  expected  to  dock  at  South- 
ampton to-day.  The  Board  of  Trade  can 
give  no  information  as  to  her  cargo. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  get  the  information  1 

Mr.  KEARLEY :  It  is  not  the  practice 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  seek  out  to 
give  publicity  to  individual  consignments. 
The  total  imports,  country  of  origin,  and 
values  and  quantities  appear  in  the 
annual  Returns. 
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Oompensation  for  Slaoffhtered 
Tuberculous  Cattle. 


Captain  FABER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether,  seeing  the  loss 
which  is  now  borne  by  breeders  and 
butchers  through  the  frequent  slaughter- 
ing of  fat  cattle  on  account  of  disease, 
he  can  see  his  way  to  recommend  sub- 
stantial compensation  for  them,  and  also  a 
uniform  system  of  inspection  of  meat  by 
qualified  men. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
BUHNS,  Battersea) :  My  hon.  friend  has 
asked  me  to  reply  to  this  Question.  I 
presume  that  the  disease  referred  to  in 
it  is  tuberculosis.  If  so,  I  would  point 
out  that  the  slaughter  of  animals  suffer- 
ing therefrom  is  seldom  effected  at  the 
instance  of  local  authorities.  Their 
duties  are  in  the  main  confined  to  the 
examination  and  seizure  of  unsound  meat 
intended  for  the  food  of  man,  and  hence 
they  do  not  commonly  arise  until  after 
the  animal  has  been  slaughtered.  I 
cannot  make  any  promise  with  regard  to 
compeasation,  but  I  may  state  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  have  issued 
more  than  one  circular  with  a  view  of 
securing  uniformity  in  the  methods  of 
inspection  and  seizure  of  meat,  and  they 
believe  that  the  views  expressed  in  those 
circulars  are  usually  acted  upon  by  local 
authorities. 

Excessiye  Motor  Speeds. 
Mr.  CATHGART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  risk  to  life  and  limb  by  the  speed 
ut  which  motor  cars  are  driven  on  the 
roads  belonging  to  the  public,  and  to  the 
damage  done  to  the  roads  by  heavy  cars 
being  driven  at  an  excessive  speed  ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  introducing  legislation  to  stop  racing 
on  public  roads. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  matters  referred  to  in 
the  Question.  I  am  considering  whether 
anything  can  be  done  to  prevent  damage 
U>  roads  by  heavy  motor  cars.  Driving 
motor  cars  at  excessive  speed  is  forbidden 
by  law  now.  The  administration  of  the 
law  is  practically  a  matter  for  the  local 
police. 


Captain  CRAIG:  Is  the  ri-ht  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  asked  the  Question  was  himself 
heavily  fined  for  exceeding  the  speed 
limit  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  That  knowledge 
would  not  aflfect  my  interpretation  of  the 
law  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON:  Has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  no  jurisdiction 
about  racing  on  public  roads  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  The  question  of 
racing  on  roads  is  entirely  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  local  police. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON  (Yorkshire, 
E.R.  (Holderness) :  Where  is  there  any 
racing  on  roads  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Poor  Law  Chaplains. 
Mr.  T.  M.  'OBERT  ON:  I  b  g  ^o 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  how  many  Poor  Law  Unions 
pay  Nonconformist  ministers  and  Catholic 
priests  for  clerical  services. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  Appointments 
of  this  kind  do  not  require  the  sanction 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  I 
am  unable  to  say  in  how  many  cases  they 
have  been  made.  Some  information  was 
obtained  on  the  subject  in  1901  as  re- 
gards the  Metropolis.  There  were  then 
in  London,  forty-six  workhouses  and 
twenty-four  workhouse  infirmaries.  It 
appeared  that  Roman  Catholic  instructors 
had  been  appointed  at  twenty-five  work- 
houses ana  sixteen  infirmaries,  whilst 
there  were  Nonconformist  instructors  at 
six  workhouses  and  three  infirmaries. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  extend  his  survey  to 
Ireland,  where  in  162  workhouses  nearly 
all  controlled  by  Catholics,  we  pay  both 
Catholic  and  Presbyterian  chaplains  ? 


Mr.    JOHN    BURNS: 
without  my  pale. 


Ireland    is 


Post  Office  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Accounts. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
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he  has  yot  completed  his  examination 
into  the  accounts  of  the  Post  Office 
telegraphs  and  telephones,  with  a  view  to 
presenting  them  to  the  House  in  such  a 
form  as  to  show  the  net  annual  profit  or 
not  annual  loss  to  the  taxpayer  after 
allowing  for  depreciation  of  plant,  for 
interest  upon  loans,  and  for  compound 
interest  upon  payments  made  out  of  the 
Exchequer,  to  meet  capital  expenditure 
or  to  meet  losses  in  previous  years ;  and 
how  soon  he  will  be  able  to  publish  such 
accounts. 

Thk  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  As   my  hon.  friend  is  aware,  last 
autumn   I   appointed    a    Committee    to 
consider  the  various  accounts  and  returns 
presented   to  Parliament  in   connection 
with  the  telegraph  and  telephone  services, 
and   to   report  in    what    manner    those 
accounts  and  returns  can  be  modified  or 
supplemented  so  as  to  show  more  clearly 
the   financial  results  of    those   services. 
The  Committee  consisted  of  Mr.  C.  A. 
King,  the  Comptroller  and  Accountant- 
General  ^f  the   Post  Office,  Mr.  Blain, 
Assistant-Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr. 
Bromley,  Accountant-General  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  and  Mr.  Peat,  President  of 
the  Institute  of  Chartered  Accountants.    I 
have  received  a  preliminary  Report  from 
the  Committee,  and  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  year  1908-9  a  separation  has  been 
made  in  the  manner  i*ecommended  by  the 
Committee,  between  telegraph  and  tele- 
phone expenditure ;   and   the  telephone 
revenue  will  be  shown  separately.     The 
Comnuttt»e  are  ?u)W  examining  the  further 
question  of  the  preparation  of  accounts 
so  as  to  show   the  profit  or  loss  to  the 
taxpayer   on    meh    >ervice.     The   points 
mentioned   l\v    my    hon.   friend   will   no 
doubt  Ih)  considered  by  them. 

G.PO-  Overwork  in  the  Secretary *s 
Office. 

Mu.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreiiitch, 
iloxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postnuister- 
General,  whether  ho  is  aware  that  the 
praetico  of  working  beyond  the  prescriWd 
hours  in  the  Secretary's  office  has  bea^me 
usual,  arisini;  from  pressure  of  work ; 
whether  two  members  of  the  start*  of  this 
office  are  at  present  absent  on  pwlonged 
siok  absence  through  nervous  breakdown 
arising  from  overwork  ;  whether  the  chief 
medical  officer  has  made  any  report  to 
him  upon  the  subject ;   and,  if  the  chief 
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medical  officer  has  not  ^  ep^rted,  why  be 
has  not  reported,  and,  if  he  has  reported, 
what  steps  the  Postmaster-General  intend* 
to  take. 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  I  am  aware 
that  there  has  been  great  pressure  of 
work  in  several  branches  of  the  Secretary's 
office  for  some  time  past,  mainly  in  con- 
nection with  the  recent  Select  Committee 
on  Post  Office  Servants  and  the  changes 
which  are  now  being  carried  out  in  con- 
sequence of  its  Report ;  and  I  highly 
appreciate  the  zeal  and  willingness  witti 
which  the  staff  of  that  office  of  all  grades 
have  met  the  demands  upon  them.  No 
members  of  the  staff  are  at  present  away 
on  prolonged  sick  absence  from  the  causes 
stated,  and,  in  any  case,  it  would  not  be 
pirt  of  the  duty  of  the  chief  medical 
officer  to  have  cognisance  of  such  a  case, 
if  one  existed. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  Have  any  officen 
been  absent  on  sick  leave,  having  broken 
down  through  over-work. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Fromtimo 
to  time  officers  are  absent  through  illneaSi 
but  1  am  glad  to  say  none  are  at  present 


Mr.    CLAUDE 
recently  been  1 


HAY.     Have    they 


[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

The  Postmaster-General  and  the 
Earl  ol  Granard. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  fines, 
reductions  in  rank,  and  dismissals  of 
Post  Office  officials,  ordered  in  the  name 
of  the  Postmaster-General  but  actually 
approved  under  the  authority  of  the 
Earl  of  Granard,  are  valid;  if  so,  what 
is  the  authority  that  makes  them  so; 
and,  if  not,  what  course  he  proposes  to 
take  as  regards  these  cases. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  found, 
siK>n  after  coming  into  office,  that  the 
mass  of  detail  for  which  I  was  responsible 
was  so  great  that,  as  I  did  not  enjoy 
the  advantage  of  an  Under-Secretary,  I 
required  the  assistance  of  a  Parliamentary 
colleague.  I  represented  the  matter  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  requested  him  to 
give  me  the  assistance  of  some  member  of 
the  Government  who  was  not  oocu^ied 
with    Departmental  work.     Tlie  PnmQ 
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Minister  kindly  assented  to  this  course, 
an<l  appointed  Lord  Granard,  a  member 
of  the  Government,  to  perform  on 
niv  behalf  and  on  my  responsi- 
bility such  duties  as  I  might  assign 
to  him,  and  to  represent  the  Post  Office 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  accept,  of 
course,  full  responsibility  for  every 
act  done  by  Lora  Granard,  with  whom 
I  am  in  daily  communication  and  in 
whose  judgment  I  have  full  confidence. 
I  should  like  to  add  that  I  am  much 
indebted  to  Lord  Granard  for  the  valu- 
able assistance  he  has  given  me,  without 
which  I  should  have  found  it  difficult 
adequately  lo  fulfil  my  official  duties 
during  the  past  two  years. 

Ml.  CLAUDE  HAY:  While  I  should  be 
the  last  to  question  the  capacity  of  the 
noble  Loi*d,  I  must  ask  will  the  n^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  state  under  what  statute  he 
has  power  to  depute  his  responsibility  to 
another ) 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  have 
power  under  various  statutes,  and  under 
my  warrant,  or  whatever  it  is  called-- 
the  document  I  signed  when  I  came  into 
office — I  have  power  to  do  what  I  have 
done  in  Lord  Granard's  case. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY:  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  power  to  depute  to 
another  the  responsibility  of  signature  ^ 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  Certainly. 
I  am,  of  course,  responsible  in  the  last 
resort. 

Confldential  R^^ ports  in  the  Post 
Office- 

Mr.  CLAUDK  HAY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  P»)8tmaster- General  whether  he  feels 
bound  by  the  recommendation  made  in 
the  74th  paragraph  of  the  Report  of  the 
Hobhouse  Committee,  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee recommend  that  every  reasonable 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  of  bring 
ing  the  accuser  and  accused  face  to  face, 
and  that  every  charge  made  in  connection 
with  secret  reports  should  be  communi- 
cated in  full  to  the  accused,  and  every 
opiportunity  afforded  of  procuring  rebut- 
ting evidence  and  of  proving  his  innocence; 
ana>  if  so,  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take 
to  secure  that  his  approval  of  this  recom- 
xoei^dation  be  made  known  to  all  members 
of  this  staff  and  to  secure  that  it  is  fairly 
^ad  freely  carried  out. 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  I  have 
given  the  recommendation  contained  in 
Paragragh  74  of  the  Report  and  the  other 
paragraphs,  referring  to  the  question  of 
confidential  reporting,  etc.,  careful  con- 
sideration. But  I  have  promised  to 
discuss  the  question  with  some  of  the 
associations  representing  the  postal  ser- 
vants, and  I  desire  to  hear  what  they 
may  have  to  say  on  the  matter  before 
laying  down  definite  instructions  in 
regard  to  the  matter. 

Cardiff  Postmen  as  Sorters. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolver- 
hampton, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  he  is  awarfe 
that  several  postmen  at  Cardiff,  who  have 
been  employed  since  April,  1906,  as  an 
experiment  on  minor  sorting  duties,  for 
which  allowances  of  48.  per  week  were 
paid  them,  with  the  understanding  that 
if  the  scheme  was  not  finally  adopted 
these  allowances  were  to  cease,  are  now 
being  deprived  of  the  allowances, 
although  the  scheme  has  been  fini^Uy 
adopted  in  accordance  with  the  Hobhouse 
Committee's  recommendation  that  minor 
sorting  duties  should  be  performed  by 
postmen ;  and  will  he  say  what  action  he 
proposes  to  take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  The  scheme 
of  employing  postmen  on  full  indoor 
duties  was  an  experiment  and  is  not 
being  adopted  as  a  permanent  arrange- 
ment, and  the  allowances  paid  during 
the  experimental  stage  of  this  scheme  for 
exceptional  work  will  disappear  as  the 
duties  are  rearranged.  I  aui  adopting 
the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee (Paragraphs  328  and  341)  that 
primary  sorting  should  be  one  of  the 
recognised  duties  of  postmen. 

Teachers*  Begistration  Council. 
Sm  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versitv) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  registrar  of  the  old 
Teachers'  Registration  Council  was  ap- 
pointed in  1902  from  among  a  large 
number  of  candidates  for  the  post,  under 
an  agreement  approved  by  the  Board, 
which  stated  that,  whilst  the  engagement 
was  terminable  by  six  months  notice  on 
either  side,  the  age  of  retirement  should 
be  sixty  years,  or,  by  the  consent  of  the 
council,  sixty -five  years  ;  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  appointment 
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was  formally  approved  by  the  Board  and 
was  accordingly  regarded  as  an  ordinary 
official  appointment,  the  Board  will  en- 
deavour to  secure  the  continuance  in  his 
office  under  the  new  council  of  the 
present  registrar,  or  give  him  compensa- 
tion for  dismissal ;  and  whether  he  will 
similarly  take  into  favourable  considera- 
tion the  position  of  other  members  of  the 
staff  of  the  old  council. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) :  The  Answer  to  the  first 
pait  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  appointment  of  officers  of  the  new 
council  will  rest  with  that  body  when 
constituted.  In  view  of  the  terms  of 
the  agreement  I  do  not  think  any  case 
for  compensation  can  be  established,  and 
indeed  the  Board  in  any  case  have  no 
funds  from  which  such  compensation 
could  be  payable.  The  position  of  the 
remaining  members  of  the  staff  is  under 
consideration. 

Sir  PHILIP  MAGNUS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  he  can  now  say  what  arrange- 
ments will  be  made  for  continuing  the 
work  of  the  Teachers'  Registration 
Council,  which  ceased  to  exist  on  the 
Slst  March,  and  what  sum  of  money  was 
handed  over  to  the  Board  as  the  balance 
in  hand  from  the  old  council. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  can  add  nothing 
at  present  to  the  Answer  which  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford 
University  on  the  25th  March.  The 
balance  handed  over  to  the  Board  was 
£2,971  8s.  7d. 

Suspected  Rabies  at  Northampton. 

Mk.  LAURKNCE  hardy  (Kent, 
Ashford) :  1  l>eg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether  he  can  give  any  further  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  outbreak  of  rabies 
at  Northampton ;  and  whether  it  has 
proved  conclusively,  by  experimental 
inoculation  or  by  other  tests,  that  the 
cases  reported  as  rabies  were  actually 
cases  of  that  disease. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE  :  I  beg  also  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  Board  of   Agriculture, 


whether  the  two  suspected  cases  of  ralnes 
at  Northampton  have,  on  investigation, 
proved  to  be  cases  of  that  disease. 

The  treasurer  of  the  HOUSEt 
HOLD  (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
setshire, S.) :  The  results  of  the  inocula- 
tive tests  made  in  connection  with  the 
suspected  cases  of  rabies  were,  I  am  glad 
to  say,  negative,  and  the  Muzzling  Order 
was  revoked  on  the  3 1st  ultimo  by  an 
Order  which  comes  into  operation 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY:  Then  is 
it  the  opinion  that  these  were  not  cases 

of  rabies  at  all  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  Yes. 

Footand-Mouth  Disease  in  Holland. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hoa 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
when  he  was  at  the  International  Dairy 
Congress  at  the  Hague  the  wide  preva- 
lence of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  Holland 
was  an  admitted  fact ;  if  so,  whether  he 
inquired  what  became  of  the  milk  from 
the  infected  dairies,  and  can  he  state  tie 
result  of  his  inquiries ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  statement  made  at  a  recent 
meeting  of  the  Scottish  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  by  Mr.  J.  Spier  to  the  effect 
that  he,  Mr.  Spier,  when  in  Holland  on 
the  same  occasion,  ascertained  that  300 
farms  were  declared  as  infected  centres. 

Sir  EDAVARD  STRACHEY  :  On  one 
farm  I  visited  I  was  informed  that  the 
milk  from  affected  cows  was  sterilised 
before  sale.  The  reply  to  the  other  in- 
quiries of  the  right  hon.  Member  is  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Are  any 
steps  being  taken  to  prevent  the  importa- 
tion of  produce  from  that  infected  area 
into  this  country — produce  such  as  meat, 
butter,  and  cheese  ? 

Sir  &WARD  STRACHEY :  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentlemany  who 
was  at  one  time  associated  with  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  that  is  a  Ques- 
tion which  should  be  addressed  to  that 
Department. 
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Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  Then  may 
[  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  must  ask  for 
lotice. 

Swine  Fever. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
ion.  Member  for  South  Somerset, 
18  representing  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  the  Board 
)f  Agriculture  have  received  any  report 
)r  information  upon  the  recent  develop- 
nentR  of  science  with  reference  to  the 
nicro-organism  of  swine  fever. 

The  following  Questions  on  the  same 
lubject  also  appeared  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE :  To  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
enting  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  the  recent  scientific 
iiscoveries  in  connection  with  swine 
ever  show  that  the  present  methods  of 
iealing  with  this  disease  are  entirely 
rrong. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE :  To  ask  the  hon. 
tfember  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
enting  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  the  Board  of  Agri- 
ulture  are  preparing  the  new  Swine 
'ever  Orders  in  accordance  with  recent 
cientific  investigation. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE :  To  ask  the  hon. 
f ember  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
anting  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Lgriculture,  when  the  new  Swine  Fever 
)rder8  will  bo  issued. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
eterinary  officers  of  the  Board  are  in 
ossession  of  full  information  as  to  recent 
cientific  work  in  connection  with  swine 
3ver,  in  which  those  officers  themselves 
ave  taken  an  active  part.  The  results 
btained  do  not  materially  alter  the  views 
reviously  entertained  either  as  to  the 
lanner  in  which  the  disease  is  spread  or 
8  to  the  method  of  dealing  with  it. 
decent  discoveries  have  of  course  been 
ome  in  mind  in  framing  the  new  Swine 
ever  Orders,  which  will  be  issued  as  soon 
s  possible. 

Small  Holdings. 
Mr.  JESvSE  COLLINGS:  I  beg  to  ask 
be  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 


representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether,  with  regard  to 
land  purchased  by  county  councils  and 
let  in  small  holdings  under  the  Small 
Holdings  Act  of  last  year,  the  county 
councils  are  required  to  charge  such  rent 
as  will  include,  not  only  interest  on  the 
purchase  money,  but  also  a  yearly  sum  as 
a  sinking  fund  sufficient  to  recoup  the 
whole  cost  of  the  land,  seeing  that  the 
county  councils  would  thus  become  owners 
of  property  the  whole  cost  of  which  has 
been  paid  by  the  small  tenants  in  hard 
cash. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The  in- 
tention  of  the  Small  Holdings  and  Allot- 
ments Act  of  last  session  is  that  the 
charges  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers  should  be  included  in  the 
rent,  but  so  far  as  the  Board  are 
concerned  they  will  offer  no  objection 
to  the  exclusion  of  these  charges  in  the 
calculation  of  rents  where  a  county 
council  is  itself  willing  to  defray  them. 
The  matter  was  fully  discussed,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  when  the 
Bill  was  under  consideration  last  year. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Then  I  take 
it  the  Answer  to  my  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative,  qualified  by  the  statement 
that  the  county  council  can  if  it  likes 
defray  these  charges  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  I  have 
already  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  county  council  if  they  think 
fit  can  include  them  in  the  rent. 

Ealing  County  Court  Work- 
Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney -General  if  he 
is  aware  of  the  inconvenience  occasioned 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Borough  of 
Ealing  by  reason  of  their  having  to  walk 
upwards  of  two  miles  to  transact  County 
Court  business  for  the  want  of  direct 
communication  between  Ealing  and  Brent- 
ford ;  and  whether  he  will  advise  the 
establishment  of  a  registrar's  office  to  be 
opened  at  least  three  days  a  week  for 
the  issue  of  process  and  transaction  of 
the  ordinary  routine  business  connected 
with  the  County  Court,  having  regard  to 
the  large  population  and  rapidly  increas- 
ing importance  of  the  borough. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (Sir 
W.  RoBSON,  South  Shields) :  The  means 
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of  direct  communicatiou  between  Ealing 
and  Brentford  are,  I  am  informed,  a  little 
out  of  date,  but  during  the  last  year  tram- 
cars  have  been  running  to  within  a  short 
distance  of  the  Brentford  Court.  The 
question  of  establishing  a  branch  office 
has  been  carefully  considered,  but  at 
present  it  is  not  thought  advisable  to 
incur  that  expenditure. 

Vivisectors  and  Dog  Licences. 
Mil.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  (Anglesey) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  it  is  customary  for  the 
authorities  of  laboratories,  licensed  for 
vivisection,  to  pay  the  tax  on  the  dogs 
which  they  keep  for  that  purpose  ;  if  so, 
will  he  state  the  number  of  licences 
issued  by  the  Inland  Revenue  to  such 
authorities  during  the  last  two  years  ;  if 
it  bo  the  fact  that  no  such  taxes  are  paid, 
what  is  the  ground  of  such  exemption ; 
and  whether  applications  for  such 
exemptions  are  made  in  those  cases 
as  provided  by  Sulvsection  1  of  Section  5 
of  the  Dogs  Act  of  1906. 

^Ir.  RUNCIMAN:  Licence  duties  are 
paid  on  all  dogs  used  for  the  purposes 
stated,  but  no  separate  record  is  kept  of 
the  precise  number  of  licences  thus 
issued. 

Small  Holdings  in  Scotland. 
Mr.  AIXSWORTH  (Argyllshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  amending  and  extending  the  powers 
of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  for 
^Scotland  by  legislation,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  create  and  increase  small  holdings 
in  Scotland,  .and  s«)  meet  the  demand 
existing  in  tlie  Highlands  and  elsewhere 
on  the  part  of  cottars,  crofters,  and  others 
to  obtain  land  for  their  support  and  to 
])revcnt  the  exodus  of  families  to  the 
largo  towns  and  to  the  Colonies  and 
America. 

Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  At 
the  same  time,  may  I  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  introducing  an  Amendment 
of  the  Congested  Districts  (Scotland) 
Act  to  enable  the  Board  to  acquire  land 
conipulsorily  for  the  creation  of  new 
holdings. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire):    The  sug- 


gestions of  my  hon.  friends  are  not  new 
and,  as  they  are  aware,  received  the 
sanction  of  this  House  as  part  of  the 
Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill  That 
Bill  expresses  the  policy  of  the  Grovem- 
ment.  It  has  been  rejected  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  I  am  unable  to  make 
any  further  statement  upon  the  subject 
at  present. 

Norwegian  Trawlers. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
during  the  year  ending  31  st  December, 
1907,  as  many  as  123  prosecutions  were 
instituted  against  foreign  trawlers  for 
illegal  trawling  around  the  coast  of  Scot 
land,  will  he  state  how  many  of  these 
vessels  were  flying  the  Norwegian  flag. 

Mr.  SIN(3LAIR:  Seventeen. 

Chairmanship  of  the  Orofters 
Commission. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  if  he  will  state  who  is 
now  acting  as  Chairman  of  the  Croften 
Commission. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  The  appointment 
is  now  vacant,  and  will  be  filled  up 
shortly. 

Protection  against  Illegal  Trawling. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  interests  of  line  fishermen 
suffer  through  illegal  trawlers  sweeping 
the  fishing  beds  off  the  coast  of  Scotland, 
will  he  state  whether  the  funds  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Scottish  Fishery  Board 
are  yet  sufficient  to  admit  of  the  sea 
police  being  strengthened  by  the  purchase 
of  another  fishery  cruiser;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  state  what  sum  has  been  accumu- 
lated for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  am  informed  that 
after  the  beginning  of  the  financial  year 
the  Fishery  Board  will  be  in  a  position  to 
acquire  an  additional  cruiser,  according  to 
the  arrangement  made  some  time  ago. 

Foreign  Trawlers— Destruction  of  Fiflher* 
men's  Nets. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  have  been  many  instances  recently 
where  fishermen's  nets  have  been  des- 
troyed by  foreign  trawlers ;  and,  seeing 
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that  the  fishermen  have  no  funds  with 
which  to  set  the  law  in  motion,  will  he 
take  such  action  as  may  be  necessary  to 
enable  the  Fishery  Board  to  conduct  prose- 
cutions in  the  interest  of  the  fishermen. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  I  am  aware  of  the 
facts  to  which  my  hon.  friend  draws 
attention,  and  I  regret  to  have  to  say 
that  the  remedy  which  he  proposes  is  not 
considered  practicable. 

Mr.  WEIR:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  suggest  any  other  remedy  for 
this  great  evil  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  shall  be  glad  to 
consider  any  suggestions  that  may  be 
sent  me. 

Scottish  Education  Bill. 
Sir  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  when  the 
Scottish  Education  Bill  which  was  read  a 
first  time  last  Thursday  will  be  printed 
and  distributed. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  It  is  hoped  that  the 
Bill  will  be  printed  and  in  the  hands  of 
Members  by  to-morrow,  and  at  the  latest 
by  Saturday. 

Sir  henry  CRAIK:  Will  ample 
time  be  allowed  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  by  the  people  of  Scotland  before 
the  Second  Reading  1 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  I  think  that  is  very 
desirable. 

Alleged  Death  throogh  Eating  Sweets  at 
Stranraer. 

Mr.  GULLAND  (Dumfries  Burghs) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  has  made  inquiries  into  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  recent  death  of  a 
boy  at  Stranraer,  which  has  been  attri- 
buted to  poisoning  due  to  chocolate 
sweets  eaten  by  him  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  inquiries  throw  any  light  on  the 
cause  of  death. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs):  Full  inquiries 
have  been  made  regarding  this  case. 
The  contents  of  the  boy's  stomach  and 
intestines  have  been  subjected  to  analysis 
without  the  slightest  trace  of  poison  being 


]  found.     The  Answer  to  the  second  part 
i  of  the  Question  is  in  the  negative. 

I  Ballycastle  Pier,  Mayo. 

I  Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Per- 
I  managh,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  V^ice- 
!  President  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
;  ture  (Ireland)  whether  any  plans  have 
I  been  submitted  to  his  Department  for  the 
I  erection  of  a  pier  at  Ballycastle,  County 
i  Mayo ;  and,  if  so,  have  any  plans  been 
approved;  and  is  the  Department  yet  in 
I  a  position  to  set  the  work  on  foot  in  this 
I  very  backward  district  where  employ- 
ment is  at  present  badly  wanted,  and  the 
I  necessity  for  a  sufficient  pier  to  enable 
the  coasting  steamers  to  call  has  been 
'  recognised  by  every  person  who  knows 
i  the  north  coast  of  County  Mayo. 

The    VICE-PRESIDENT    of    the 

DEPARTMENT    op    AGRICULTURE 

FOR   IRELAND  (Mr.   T.  W.   Russell, 

Tyrone,  S.):  The  question  of  the  erection 

of  a  pier  at  Ballycastle,  County  Mayo, 

I  was    under     the    consideration    of     the 

j  Department  in  the  year  1906.     The  cost 

'  of  constructing  a  suitable  work  at  this 

I  place  (estimated  by  the  county  surveyor 

at  £15,450)  is  greatly  in  excess  of  that  to 

which   the    Department    could    offer    a 

relatively  adequate  contribution.     In  any 

case  a  steamer  could  only  approach  the 

pier,  if  built,  in  perfectly  fine  weather. 

Whaling  off  the  Irish  Coast. 
Mr.  HUGH  LAW  (Donegal,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  (Ireland) 
whether  the  proposed  Bye-Law  No.  2, 
dealing  with  whaling  on  the  West  Coiist 
of  Ireland,  permits  the  towing  of  whales 
captured  beyond  the  three-mile  limit  to 
any  place  south  of  Downpatrick  Head ; 
how  it  is  proposed  to  guard  against  an 
infringement  of  the  three-mile  limit; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  persons  interested  in  the  herring 
fishery,  any  whaling  off  the  Irish  Coast, 
even  under  the  restriction  of  a  threeinile 
limit,  would  be  destructive  of  the  existing 
fisheries,  upon  which  numbers  of  families 
depend  ;  and  whether  in  his  proposed 
legislation  on  this  subject  the  Department 
will  seek  powers  to  forbid  whaling  alto- 
gether off  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland. 


Mr.    T.    W.    RUSSELL  :    The  se  'ond 
of      the      bye. laws     affecting      whaling 
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off  portion  of  the  Irish  Coast  which 
the  Department  propose  to  submit  for 
the  approval  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
in  Council  does  not  prohibit  the  towing 
through  territorial  waters  to  a  factory 
that  may  be  situate  to  the  westwards  or 
southwards  of  Downpatrick  Head  of  a 
whale  killed  on  the  high  seas.  Should 
the  proposed  bye- laws  be  approved  of, 
their  provisions  will  be  enforced  by  the 
cruisers  at  the  disposal  of  the  Department. 
The  Department  cannot  take  steps  to 
banish  from  the  country  an  industry 
which  may  be  of  advantage  to  certain 
poor  districts,  unless  clearer  evidence 
than  is  at  present  forthcoming  can  be 
produced  as  to  its  injurious  effects  on  the 
fisheries.  The  Department  will  see  that 
no  injury  is  done  to  the  local  fisheries  by 
the  prosecution  of  the  whaling  industry. 

Mr.  HUGH  LAW :  Is  it  a  fact  that 
the  Scottish  fisheries  are  very  much  dis- 
satisfied with  the  Act  passed  last  year, 
and  will  not  the  Government  make  the 
Bill  promised  much  stronger  than  that 
Act? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  am  aware  of 
tho  dissatisfaction.  I  announced  the 
other  day  that  in  the  Bill  I  was  going  to 
introduce  the  Government  would  take 
power  to  grant  licences  in  districts  where 
the  industry  will  do  no  harm. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  Is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  it  is  an  abuse 
of  terms  to  call  these  operations  an 
"industry,"  and  that  the  operations  in 
Scotland  are  entirely  ruinous  to  the 
fishing  industry  1 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON:  How 
many  whales  are  caught  off  the  coast  of 
Ireland  1 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  do  not  know, 
Sir. 

Summerhill  Police. 
Mr.  SHEEHY  (Meath,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  number 
of  police  stationed  in  Summerhill,  County 
Meath.  and  what  are  their  duties ; 
whether  one  of  the  constables  stationed 
in  Summerhill  is  a  native  of  Meath  ;  and 
IS  it  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the 
force  to  have  a  policeman  acting  in  his 
native  county. 


The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE. 
LAND  (Mr.  BiRRBa^L,  Bristol,  N.):  The 
number  of  policemen  stationed  at  Sum- 
merhill is  seven,  which  includes  three 
extra  men.  The  temporary  increase  in 
the  number  is  due  to  the  necessity  of 
taking  measures  to  prevent  cattle-driving. 
One  of  the  extra  men  who  was  recently 
transferred  to  Summerhill  from  an 
adjoining  county  is  a  native  of  County 
Meath,  but  this  was  not  known  when  tlM 
transfer  was  made.  When  the  facte 
came  to  the  knowledge  of  the  police 
authorities,  this  man  was  at  once  sent 
back  to  County  Louth. 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  the  Belfiuit  Union. 
Mr.  J.  DEVLIN  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  b^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  five 
applications  for  labourers'  cottages  in 
Hannahstown  and  Englishtown  have 
been  lodged  with  the  clerk  of  the  Belfast 
Union  for  the  last  two  years  in  respect 
of  labourers  in  No.  I  Rural  District 
Council,  Belfast ;  whether  repeated  letters 
to  the  council  with  regard  to  these  appli- 
cations have  failed  to  elicit  any  definite 
reply;  and  whether  he  will  direct  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  inquire  into 
the  matter. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  fact  is  as  stated 
in  the  first  part  of  the  Question.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  any  default  of  the  council 
in  replying  to  letters  addressed  to  them 
on  the  subject.  The  Board,  however, 
are  about  to  communicate  with  the  council 
with  a  view  to  having  the  proceedings 
expedited. 

Croker  Estate,  Limerick. 
Mr.  LUNDON  (Limerick,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  can  he  say  whether, 
among  the  tenants  on  the  Croker  estate 
in  Moohawn,  Herbertstown,  Countv 
Limerick,  Michael  Power,  so  long  evicted, 
has  as  yet  been  reinstated  in  his  holding ; 
have  the  Estates  Commissioners  sent  an 
inspector  to  report  on  Power's  case  ;  can 
he  say  whether  the  inspector  at  any  time 
found  the  landlord,  Mr.  Croker,  or  his 
agent,  Mr.  John  Barrington,  disposed  to 
remove  from  Power's  farm  Kirby  the 
planter;  or  does  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Act  of  last  session  empower  the  landlord 
or  agent,  if  so  disposed,  to  remove  him 
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by  givinff  him  land  elsewhere  on  the 
estate  or  oy  giving  him  compensation  in 
money. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners understand  that  Kirby,  the  present 
occupant  of  the  evicted  farm,  has  held 
the  same  for  many  years  as  a  yearly 
tenant,  but  that  he  is  willing  to  surrender 
provided  that  he  does  not  incur  loss  by 
doing  so.  The  Commissioners  have  no 
power  to  dispossess  Kirby  against  his 
will,  but  they  are  at  present  negotiating 
for  the  purchase  of  certain  untenanted 
lands  on  the  estate,  and  if  they  succeed 
in  acquiring  these  lands  they  will  endea- 
vour to  effect  the  reinstatement  of  Michael 
Power  in  his  former  holding. 

Lord  Cloncurry  and  his  Tenantry. 
Mr.  LUNDON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  whether  negotia- 
tions for  sale  and  purchase  as  between 
landlord  and  tenants  are  in  progress  in 
and  around  the  parish  of  Murroe,  County 
Limerick,  between  Lord  Cloncurry  and 
his  tenants;  is  he  aware  that  there  are 
on  this  estate  a  number  of  what  are  com- 
monly called  future  or  excluded  tenants 
who,  in  the  arrangements  between  the 
landlord  and  themselves  in  tbe  campaign 
over  twenty-five  years  ago,  were  allowed 
back  on  ruinous  terms ;  and  will  the 
Estates  Commissioners,  when  prices  are 
being  fixed,  interpose  and  fix  the  prices 
impartially  between  both  p?irties,  or  is 
there  in  the  immediate  future  a  likelihood 
of  legislation  dealing  with  cases  of  the 
kind  all  over  Ireland. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  no  knowledge  of  any  negotia- 
tions for  sale  between  Lord  Cloncurry 
and  his  tenants,  and  have  no  information 
HS  to  the  nature  of  the  tenancies  on  the 
estate.      The    Commissioners    have    no 

Eower  to  interpose  and  fix  prices.     The 
on.  Member  is,  of  course,  aware  that  the 
Land  Act  of   1903   is  based   upon  the 

Frinciple  of  voluntary  sale  and  purchase, 
am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
indicate  the  details  of  the  Government's 
proposed  measure  for  amending  land 
legislation  in  Ireland. 

Erasmus  Smith's  Schools  Estate. 
Mr.    LUNDON:    I    beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that  the  governors 


of  the  board  of  the  Erasmus  Smith's 
Schools  are  selling  to  the  tenants  their 
holdings  on  the  estate  around  Pallasgrean 
and  Doon,  County  Limerick ;  is  he  aware 
that  three  tenants  for  a  very  long  period 
have  been  evicted,  namely,  John  Harty  of 
Garranmore,  Timothy  Burke  of  the  same 
place,  and  Joseph  Ryan  of  Knockderk, 
and  that  their  farms  have  been  taken  up 
by  planters  respectively.  Lane,  Griffin, 
and  Doherty ;  and  can  be  say  whether 
the  Estates  Commissioners  have  under 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Act  of  1907  the 
power  of  removing  those  planters  and 
providing  them  with  either  compensation 
or  land  elsevrhere. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  No  proceedings  for 
the  sale  of  the  estate  in  question  have 
yet  been  instituted  before  the  Estates 
Commissioners.  Applications  have  been 
received  from  the  three  evicted  tenants 
named  and  are  being  inquired  into. 
The  Commissioners  cannot  say  what  the 
facts  are  or  what  action  they  may  take 
in  these  cases  until  they  have  received 
and  considered  their  inspector's  report. 

Ventry  Estate. 
Mr.  THOMAS  O'DONNELL  (Kerry, 
W.) :  I  beff  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
in  accordance  with  the  promise  that  the 
Ventry  estate  would  be  purchased  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  and  seeing 
that  processes  and  writs  are  being  served 
by  the  agent  and  that  the  tenants  refuse 
to  pay,  steps  will  be  taken  immediately 
by  the  Board  to  reopen  negotiations  with 
the  owner  for  the  purpose  of  completing 
the  purchase. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Although  it  is  inac- 
curate  to  say  that  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  promised  to  purchase  the  Ventry 
estate,  it  is>  the  fact  that  the  Board 
opened  negotiations  for  the  purchase  of 
the  estate,  and  I  hope  that  it  may  be 
found  possible  to  proceed  with  these 
negotiations  without  much  delay. 

Irish  School  Teachers'  Pensions. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
in  the  case  of  Irish  male  teachers 
in  national  schools  in  that  coimtry 
under  the  age  of  forty-eight  years, 
with  a  constant  service  from  the 
age  of  eighteen,  the  maximum  pension 
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obtainable  is  only  £10  a  year,  no  matter 
how  highly  classed  such  teachers  may 
be  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Government 
propose  to  deal  with  the  matter  in  the 
present  session. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  An  Irish  male 
teacher  cannot  retire  on  pension  until 
he  has  reached  the  ago  of  fifty-five, 
unless  he  can  satisfy  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  that  he  has 
become  permanently  incapacitated  for 
further  service,  in  which  case  his  disable- 
ment pension  would  depend  on  his  age 
and  the  amount  of  his  contributions  to 
the  Pension  Fund,  accumulated  at  com- 
pound interest — these  contributions,  etc., 
i)cinj;  repayable  to  him  at  the  same 
time.  The  n\inimum  disablement  pen- 
sion for  a  male  teacher  of  the  first 
division  of  the  first  class,  aged  forty- 
seven,  is  £8  18s.  8d.,  with  a  sum  of 
£48  15s.  repayable  as  premiums,  etc. 
It  is  impossible  to  state  what  the  maxi- 
mum pension  would  be.  The  Answer 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question  is  ?n 
the  negative. 

Oounty  Westmeath  Valuation. 
Sir  WALTER  NUGENT  (Westmeath, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretiiry  to  the 
Treasury,  with  reference  to  the  corres- 
pondence between  the  Westmeath  County 
Council  and  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
His  IMajcsty's  Treasury,  if  he  will  state 
how  the  sum  of  £170  a  year  applied  for 
in  respeci.  of  the  cost  of  the  annual 
lovision  of  the  valuation  for  the  C-ount} 
Westmeath  was  arrived  at ;  and  if  he 
will  furnish  the  Westmeath  Coimty 
Council  with  any  other  information  they 
may  require  in  order  to  ascertain  if  the 
charge  is,  or  is  not,  excessive  for  the 
work  required  to  be  done. 

Mr.  RVXCniAN  :     The  annual  sum 
payable    by    the    various    counties    of 
Ireh\nd    in    respect    of    annual    n^vision 
is  fixed  by  the  Valunticm  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  Act.  1874,  subject  to  neces- 
sary adjustment  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (.Vdaptation  of  Irish  Enactments) 
Onler    in    Council,     1890.     The    C\un-  I 
missioner  of  Valuation  informs  me  that  ■ 
he  has  no  information  as  to  how  the  i 
amount    was    determined.     As    regards ' 
the    last    part    of    the    hon.    l>aronet*s  • 
Question,  th«*  county  council  have  been  j 


on  several  occasions  officially  informed 
that  it  is  not  possible  to  obtain  the 
information  they  require. 

Embossed  Stamps  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  CLANCY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  a 
person  or  firm  in  Dublin  or  elsewhere 
in  Ireland  desiring  to  have  stamps 
embossed  by  the  Inland  Revenue  authori- 
ties on  envelopes,  wrappers,  and  other 
papers  is  obliged  to  get  this  operation 
performed  in  London,  with  the  resnlt 
that  such  persons  or  firms  have  to  pay 
carriage  to  and  from  Ireland  on  the 
material  to  be  embossed,  or  to  buy  the 
material  in  London  and  so  deprive  Irish 
manufacturers  and  workmen  of  work 
which  they  would  otherwise  be  paid  for 
doing ;  and,  if  so,  whether  an  arrange- 
ment could  be  made  by  which  the  stamp- 
ing coidd  be  done  in  Ihiblin. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  There  are  no  faciU- 
ties  for  stamping  envelopes,  wrappers, 
etc.,  at  the  Dublin  and  Edinburgh 
Stamp  Offices,  or  elsewhere  than  at 
Somerset  House ;  and  under  existing 
arrangements  all  material  which  it  is 
desired  to  have  embossed  with  postage 
stamps  has  to  be  sent,  whether  from 
Ireland  or  elsewhere,  to  and  from  London, 
and  at  the  expense  of  the  public  for 
carriage.  Without  in  any  way  pledging 
myself  to  any  change,  I  will  cans* 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  gttiezal 
question  of  embossing  postage  duties. ' 

Mr.   CLANCY:      Would  it  io|> 
possible  to  arrange  to  have  the  i 
done  both  in  Dublin  and  Edmli 


Mr.  RUNCIMAN:     That 
the  points  we  are  considezingi 

Irish  Land  PnrefaaM 
Mr.  FFRENCH  (W 
to  ask  the   SeTetaiy  to 
whether  he   is  aware  that 
case    on    record    whim 
arrived  at  between 
and    sanctioned    by 
missioners,  has  t% 
the   position  of  ins 
a  borrower  is  much 
old  title :  and  can 
Rivird   of  Works 
monev   for  the  1 
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from  information  received  by  telegram 
this  morning  from  an  official  in  Dublin 
that  no  delay  to  the  mails  has  taken  place. 
That  may  have  been,  however,  before 
the  information  received  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newry. 


Mr.  CLANCY:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  it  was 
by  the  order  of  the  Treasury  that  the 
porter  of  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam 
Packet  Company  was  arrested  when  he 
attempted  to  obey  the  orders  of  his 
captain. 
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Mr.  CLANCY :  I  must  mem  fw  m 
answer  to  my  Question.  The  amng^ 
ment  was  no  doubt  come  to  seTcral 
months  ago,  but  the  question  is,  did  tb 
Treasury  know  that  this  Petition  of 
Right  was  to  be  filed,  and  whether  they 
will  not  now  suspend  the  right  of  the 
London  and  North  Western  steameis 
to  go  to  the  pier  in  view  of  the  fact  thit 
this  very  question  whether  they  have  the 
right  to  go  there  or  not  is  pending  in 
the  Courts  ? 


Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  need  hardly  say 
that  the  Treasury  knew  absolutely  nothing 
about  any  intention  to  arrest  or  that 
any  arrest  t<x)k  pl.u;e.  The  first  intima- 
tion we  had  of  that  was  the  telegram 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  kind 
enough  to  show  me  last  night. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  How  much  is 
Ireland  being  robbed  of  by  this  sucessful 
mancruvre  ? 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  The  hon. 
Grcntleman  says  he  knows  absolutely 
nothing  of  what  has  been  occurring  at 
Carlisle  Pier:  may  I  ask  who  is  the 
responsible  official  controlling  the  execu- 
tive action  of  the  police  when  this 
occurred,  and  whit  subordinate  took 
such  high-handed  action  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  cannot  answer 
the  specific  question  at  this  moment,  but 
I  expect  to  have  information  in  an  hour 
or  two. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  Is  it  denied  or 
not  th*\t  the  Treasury  authorised  the 
steamers  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company  to  go  to  Carlisle  Pier 
although  at  the  time  a  Petition  of  Right 
was  i>ending  to  try  the  question  whether 
they  had  a  right  to  go  there  without 
perniissic^n  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  No,  Sir.  The 
arrangement  made  with  the  London  and 
North  Western  Company  was  made 
several  months  ago ;  the  petition  was  only 
filed  three  weeks  ago. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY 
jou  gained  by  the  tra 


How  much  have 


Mr.  RUNCIMAN :  That  is  not  the 
information  which  I  have.  The  City  of 
Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company  applied 
for  an  interim  injunction,  and  that 
application  was  refused.  I  am  not  pie- 
pared,  therefore,  to  arrive  at  a  different 
decision  from  that  arrived  at  by  the  Oonrts. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterfoid) : 
Was  not  the  application  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  Judge  was  in  a  position 
to  fix  an  almost  immediate  hearing,  and 
that  if  was  adjourned  at  the  request  of 
the  Attorney-General,  and,  pending  the 
decision  of  this  case,  will  not  the  Govern- 
ment suspend  the  operation  of  their 
order  whereby  the  very  point  at  issne 
is  prejudged  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  am  afraid  my  in- 
formation does  not  tally  with  that  of  the 
hon.  Member.  If  the  hon.  Member 
wants  further  information  he  had  better 
put  down  a  question. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  London  and  North  Western  Bail- 
way  Company  is  himself  an  ex-Treasury 
official  ? 

Mr.  CLANCY:  Owing  to  the  un- 
satisfactory nature  of  the  answers  I  have 
received  I  have  to  ask  leave  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance,  viz.,  "the 
action  of  the  Government  in  compelling 
under  threats  of  forc^,  the  removal  of 
the  Mail  Steamers  from  the  Carlisle  Pier, 
Kingstown,  at  a  time  when  the  trial  of  a 
Petition  of  Right  is  actually  pending  in 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  England  to 
try  the  very  question  of  the  legality  of 
•ttch  removaL'* 
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The  pleasure  of  the  House  having  been 
signified,  the  Motion  stood  over,  under 
Standing  Order  No.  10,  until  a  quarter- 
past  Eight  this  evening. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  regard  to  the  business  of  next 
week.  I  understand  the  first  three  days 
are  to  be  devoted  to  the  Licensing  Bill, 
and  I  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  come  to  any  decision 
as  to  taking  Supply  on  Thursday  next 
until  he  sees  what  is  the  desire  of  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  in  regard 
to  the  prolongation  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  think  the  request 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  perfectly 
reasonable  one,  and  we  will  wait  to  see 
what  is  the  general  state  of  opinion  in  the 
House  on  the  matter. 


CX)MMITTEE  of  SELECTION. 
"  Ordered,  That  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson 
be  added  to  the  Committee  of  Selection." 
— {Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon.) 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Member  from  Standing  Committee  A. 
(in  respect  of  the  Education  (Local 
Authorities)  Bill) :  Dr.  Shipman  ;  and 
had  appointed  in  substitution  (in  respect 
of  the  Education  (Local  Authorities) 
Bin) :    Sir  George  White. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
farther  reported  from  the  Committee ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  A.  : 
Mr.  McEIillop  (in  respect  of  the  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes  (Ireland)  Bill) 
and  Mr.  Field ;  and  had  appointed  in 
substitution  (in  respect  of  the  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes  (Ireland)  BiU) : 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Thomas 
CDonnelL 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee ; 


That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  A. 
(in  respect  of  the  Registration  of  Clubs 
(Ireland)  Bill  and  of  the  Ferries  (Ireland) 
Bill) :  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone,  Mr. 
Attorney  -  General,  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Samuel ;  and  had  appointed  in  substi- 
tution :  Mr.  Birrell,  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland,  and  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee ; 
That  they  had  added  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee A.  the  following  Fifteen  Members 
(in  respect  of  the  Registration  of  Clubs 
(Ireland)  Bill  and  of  the  Ferries  (Ireland) 
Bill) :  Mr.  Sloan,  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Fether- 
stonhaugh,  Mr.  Barrie,  Mr.  Patrick 
White,  Mr.  Crean,  Mr.  Nannetti.  Mr. 
Mooney,  Mr.  Hart-Davies,  Mr.  Watt, 
Mr.  Hazleton,  Mr.  Gwynn,  Mr.  Jordan, 
Mr.  Farrell,  and  Mr.  MacVeagh. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  B. 
(in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill) :  Mr. 
Burns,  Dr.  Macnamara,  Mr.  Paulton, 
and  Mr.  Austin  Taylor ;  and  had  ap- 
pointed in  substitution  (in  respect  of 
the  Children  Bill) :  the  Lord-Advocate, 
Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  Mr. 
Secretary  Gladstone,  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Samuel. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee ; 
That  they  had  added  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee B.  the  following  Fifteen  Members, 
(in  respect  of  the  ChiMren  Bill) :  Mr. 
Parker,  Mr.  Richardson,  Mr.  Hugh  Law, 
Mr.  John  Roche,  Mr.  Hay,  Lord  Edmund 
Talbot,  Viscount  Morpeth,  Sir  Henry 
Craik,  Mr.  Acland  Allen,  Mr.  Atherley 
Jones,  Mr.  Williamson,  Mr.  Tennant, 
Mr.  Maclean,  Mr.  Gulland,  and  Mr. 
Whitehead. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee ; 
That  they  had  selected  the  following 
Member  to  serve  on  the  Unopposed 
Bill  Committee,  under  Standing  Order 
No.  109,  in  place  of  Mr.  Crombie,  deceased 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
Lotteries  aiul  Advertisements. — That 
they  have  appointed  a  Committee  con- 
sisting of  Five  Members  to  join  with  a 
Committee  of  the  Commons  to  consider 
an<l  in(]uiro  into  the  Law  as  to  Lotteries 
and  Advertisements,  and  propose  that 
the  ,Ioint  Committee  do  meet  in  the 
Chaintian  of  Committees'  Committee 
lioom  on  Tuesday  next,  at  Three  of  the 
Chwk. 


NEW  BILLS. 


TRADE  DISPUTES  BILL. 
"  To  prt)moto  arbitration  in  Trade 
Disputos/'  prosonttnl  by  Mr.  Clcland ; 
supportiMl  bv  Mr.  Walker,  Mr.  Parker, 
Mr.  Whitwoil  Wilson,  Mr.  FindlaV,  Mr. 
DrtlzioK  Mr.  William  Jones,  and  Mr.  T. 
r.  CVConnt>r ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Thursdav  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  187.  J 

BANKRUPTCY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
"  To  oi>nsolidaTo  and  amend  the  Bjink- 
ruptoy  Laws  of  Scotland.'*  prcsonteil  by 
Mr.  Clohuul :  suppi^rttnl  by  Mr.  BiMiar 
Law,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  l)undas  White.  Mr. 
Mouzios.  Mr.  M\'allum.  and  Mr.  C.  E. 
Price  ;  to  be  read  a  seci^nd  time  upon 
Thursdav  next,  and  to  bo  priiito^l. 
I  Bill   188.  J 

VlVISKlTlON  (ABOLITION)  BILL. 

"  To  pr\^vide  f.^r  the  total  Abolition  of 
Vivisect  ion."  prosor.tod  by  Mr.  H'.Hige  : 
supp.^rti\l  by  M'.  Rriic.  Mr.  M.u'phor^ou. 
Mr.  Liiot^v:.  M:.  i'Uarlcs  ll:i:uav..  Mr. 
C^^l'.ir.s,"  Mr.  P;irkcr.  Mr.  Johr.  Wilsor, 
Mr.  ThorT.o.  ;'iv.il  Mr.  ,loh!;  ,K^hv.S'.  •!•.  :  xo 
bo  roail  a  siw^v.vl  :::iio  uihv.  Tuo!H:;iV. 
r^th  May.  ^iivd  :»^  bo  i^ri-.to.l.      Bill  L^^'*.; 

INPUSTKIAL        AND        PROVIDENT: 
S^VlKnK8  .AMENDMENT    BILL 

"  To  .;:"o*. i  tho  I::  1::>-T:.i'  o:v:  Prvi- 
.  I  '^ r, :  S..\  * o  V.  OS  A .  * .  I  >  •  \  "  v  r^-^-i -*  • . : r-  -.  ••  v 
Mr.  IVki-s  •-:  >— r-  tt-IVv  Vis  u- 
M  rio-h.  M-.  M.i  ■':>:;.  M-.  S.i— -1 
K  IvT-s.  M-.  K.-^:.^-.i>.  M:.  Fl-cli^vr. 
.V  I   Mr.   V:^:i^:     :     Iv  -;.l  ,^  <-      -.i 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  (MABKBTS  IN  BURAL 
DISTRICTS)  BILL. 

"To  make  the  provisions  of  the 
Public  Health  Act,  1875,  with  respect  to 
the  provision  and  regulation  of  Markets, 
applicable  in  Rural  Districts,"  presented 
by  Mr.  Burns ;  supported  by  Dr.  Mac- 
namara  ;  to  bo  read  a  second  time  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
191.] 


PORT  OP  LONDON. 
The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOAED  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-Georgb,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs),  in  asking  leave  to  introdaoe  a 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  improvement  and 
better  administration  of  the  Port  of 
London,  and  for  purposes  incidental 
thereto,  said : — ^I  have  to  ask  leave  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  set  up  a  paMic 
authority  for  the  Port  of  London  and 
for  other  matters  incidental  theieta 
There  have  been  in  the  last  six  yein 
many  Bills  dealing  with  the  state  of  the 
PortJ  of  London,  showing  considerable 
uneasiness  about  the  Port,  an  uneaaineaB 
which  was  quite  justified  by  the  actual 
circumstances  of  the  ease.  There  is  no 
doubt  it  is  a  very  urgent  problem.  Hie 
Port  of  Tendon  has  to  compete  not 
merely  with  other  ports  in  this  Kingdom, 
but  it  has  three  or  four  very  formidable 
Continental  rivals — rivab  backed  op  br 
lavish  national  and  mnnidpal  sobsMiet, 
whereas  London,  on  the  other  hand,  is  in 
a  state  of  practical  stagnation  as  £w  as 
the  expenditure  of  money  upon  the 
accommodation  and  fadlitiea  of  die  Port 
is  concerned.  That  is  a  very  smons 
condition  of  things.  At  the  praMOt 
moment  London  is  the  first  port  in  die 
world,  but  unless  something  is  done  to 
strengthen  its  condition  it  will  not  long 
ni;untain  that  supremacy.  I  proiHite  in 
this  Bill  to  set  up  a  public  aaihonty  to 
control  the  Port,  an  aothoritT  in"  the 
main  chosen  by  those  tndinf  in  tiie 
Port.  There  will  be  a  municipd  dement 
and  a  public  element,  but  in  tlie  main  it 
will  (^  an  authority  chosen  by  tlie  papers 
«>f  dues  aid  others  interested  in  tlie  ^oit 
i:<e!t.  The  dut:««  of  the  aathonty  will 
be,  r.:s:  of  all  to  take  over  the  fazMkos 
:he  Thames  Conaerrancy  feoB. 
Te-iiin^oa  L^vk  downwards  aai  thoe 
will  l^  a  sepan:e  body  for  tlie  lirw 
.'iS.'ve  :hac  roint.  I  do  not  tkxck  tkii 
a:  :he  pnis^^r.:  stage  I  nemi  crre  any 
i\ir:::ular¥  :r.  re^rsni  to  tktt«  Wecame  I 
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propose  to  circulate  in  the  course  of  the 
day  a  statement  giving  full  debails  on 
the  point.  The  new  authority  will  also 
take  over  the  functions  of  the  Water- 
men's Company  in  so  far  as  they  affect 
the  river.  In  addition  to  that  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  Port  authority,  as  soon 
as  may  be  after  the  appointed  day,  to 
take  into  consideration  the  state  of  the 
river,  the  accommodation  and  the 
facilitiesafforded,  and  immediately  to  take 
steps  to  effect  improvements,  if  necessary, 
by  means  of  constructing  new  docks 
or  improving  old  ones,  with  quays  or 
wharves,  ana  generally  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  river  to  make  it  fit  to 
compete  with  any  other  port  in  the  world. 
That  will  be  the  first  duty  of  the  new 
authority.  In  order  effectively  to  dis- 
cbarge this  function,  it  must  have  an 
adequate  revenue.  The  present  revenue 
raised  by  the  Thames  Conservancy  will 
be  transferred,  but  that  will  be  insufficient. 
If  the  channel  is  to  be  deepened  and 
accommodation  is  to  be  provided  there 
must  be  sufficient  revenue  for  the  purpose. 
I  propose  by  this  Bill  that  there  shall  be 
additional  power  for  charging  dues  on 
goods.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  necessary 
to  make  them  very  heavy.  A  schedule 
will  be  prepared  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  will  be  subject  to  the  decision  of  the 
House  by  means  of  Provisional  Order. 
The  House  of  Commons  will  have  full 
opportunity  of  being  heard  upon  that 
particular  point.  There  will  be  a  regis- 
tration fee  on  barges. 

I  should  like  to  point  out,  if  I  may,  the 
main  points  in  which  the  Bill  which  I  shall 
introduce  now  differs  from  the  Bills  which 
have  been  introduced  before  and  notably  by 
the  late  (government.  The  first  point  is 
that  there  will  be  no  municipal  subsidy. 
I  offer  no  comment  upon  that  at  this 
stage ;  I  may  have  something  to  say 
about  it  on  the  Second  Reading.  The 
second  thing  is  that  I  think  on  the  whole 
it  is  better  to  have  a  small  body  than  a 
large  one.  The  Royal  Commission  recom- 
mended a  body  of  forty,  and  the  Bill  of 
the  late  (Jovemment  followed  its  recom- 
mendation. Having  very  carefully  con- 
sidered the  matter  and  looked  at  the 
precedents  of  Liverpool  and  other  ports 
which  have  been  very  successful,  I  have 
eome  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  better  to 
have  a  small  body  rather  to  transact 
business  than  to  discuss  it.  Not  only 
fhat,  but  I  think  on  the  whole  you  get  a 


better  body  of  men.  Good  men  are  rare. 
I  do  not  know  that  London  could  not 
provide  forty,  but  at  any  rate  it  is  much 
more  likely  to  provide  twenty-five  good 
men,  and  I  propose  therefore  that  the 
body  shall  consist  of  twenty-five.  The 
other  difference  is  in  regard  to  the  muni- 
cipal element.  Instead  of  providing  that 
it  shall  choose  all  its  membenrfrom  amongst 
itself,  I  provide  that  the  London  County 
Council  shall  have  three  from  amongst  its 
own  body  and  that  it  shall  have,  in  addi- 
tion, the  power  of  choosing  two  from 
outside  its  own  body,  so  as  to  have  men 
who  are  interested  in  the  river,  leaving 
it  to  the  local  municipality  to  choose  men 
who  they  know  will  have  an  excellent 
knowledge  of  the  conditions  of  the  river. 
Another  point  is  that  in  the  old  Bill  there 
was  sectional  representation  of  all  the 
interests  of  the  river.  The  wharfingers 
appointed  one  or  two  members,  the  ship- 
owners appointed  a  certain  number,  and 
so  on.  I  think  that  is  a  bad  principle. 
If  you  have  sectional  representation  these 
men  will  go  there  to  fight  for  their  own 
section.  I  think  it  is  infinitely  better  that 
you  should  have  a  general  register  upon 
which  all  these  bodies  will  have  a  voice,  and 
the  men  who  are  chosen  by  that  body, 
although^they  may  be  chosen  from  sections 
— I  hope  they  will  be,  so  that  every  section 
may  be  fairly  represented  on  the  body 
— they  will  be  answerable  to  all  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  river,  and  their 
main  concern  will  be  to  look  after  the 
interests  of  the  river  as  a  whole,  and  not 
of  any  one  particular  section.  Therefore 
I  have  provided  for  a  general  register 
and  not  a  sectional  one.  In  addition  to 
that,  I  have  provided  for  a  summary  and 
cheap  process  of  acquiring  land  for 
extension  and  development.  I  think  it 
will  be  unfair  to  inflict  upon  this  Port 
Authority  the  burden  of  coming  to 
Parliament  whenever  it  wants  an  addi- 
tional acre  of  land.  It  wastes  time,  and 
time  is  of  great  importance,  and  it  adds 
enormously  to  the  cost  of  the  Port, 
whereas  there  is  really  nothing  to  be 
gained  except  that  those  interested  get 
extravagant  prices.  Therefore  I  provide 
a  cheap  and  summary  method  for  acquiring 
and  assessing  the  value  of  land  between 
certain  points — from  Barking  Reach 
downwards,  because  practically  it  is 
waste  land  in  the  main.  Another  point  is 
that  I  have  some  provisions  for  the  housing 
of  those  who  will  be  engaged  in  any 
work  of  the  kind.     The  Port  Authority  is 
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to  see  that  there  is  proper  accommodation 
for  those  who  are  occupied  in  new  docks, 
if  there  are  any  new  docks  at  all  set  up 
in  any  part  of  the  river.  I  have  also  a 
provision  for  dealing  with  casual  labour 
in  the  docks,  which  is  a  very  fruitful 
source  of  unemployment  and  distress  at 
the  present  moment.  I  have  special 
provision  to  deal  with  that  in 
order  to  regularise  the  labour  in  the 
docks.  The  next  point  of  difference  is 
that  there  is  no  compulsory  purchase  of 
the  docks.  There  was  a  very  general 
feeling  against  a  compulsory  arbitration. 
It  has  been  rather  a  bitter  pill  in  London 
in  one  or  two  instances,  and  the  traders 
of  the  river  fear  that  they  might 
have  to  pay  five  or  ten  millions 
more  than  the  concerns  were  really  worth. 
That  would  inflict  a  burden  for  all  time 
on  the  trade  of  the  river.  They  said 
**  We  would  like  to  buy,  but  we  would 
like  to  know  what  we  were  buying,  and 
what  price  we  were  paying."  I  have  had 
negotiations  with  the  dock?,  after  having 
their  accounts  examined  by  one  of  the 
most  expert  accountants  in  the  City  of 
London.  He  subjected  all  their  accounts 
to  a  very  careful  investigation,  and  as  a 
result  of  the  negotiations  lip  to  this 
morning,  about  seven-eighths  of  the  dock 
accommodation  in  the  river  was  prepared 
to  come  in  on  terms  which  I  think  are 
fair  to  all  parties,  and  then,  just  before  I 
came  into  the  House,  I  am  very  glad  to 
state,  the  remaining  dock  came  in  and 
accepted  our  terms.  The  particulars 
will  be  supplied  to  the  House  and 
circulated  with  all  the  figures,  and  I 
think  it  will  be  found  that  we  have 
treated  them  very  fairly.  The  main 
principle  which  I  laid  down  was  that  we 
should  not  purchase  the  docks  at  a  price 
which  would  leave  a  burden  on  the  trade 
of  the  port,  but  that  the  revenue  of  the 
docks  should  be  such  as  would  adequately 
pay  the  interest  upon  the  stock.  I  think 
the  House  will  find  that  in  the  main  we 
have  been  able  to  iidhere  to  that  principle, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  treat  the  share- 
holders quite  fairly  and  equitably.  That 
is  all  I  shall  be  able  to  say  at  the  present 
moment.  I  will  circulate  a  full  statement 
as  to  what  we  have  done.  We  have  had 
every  help  from  all  the  interests  con- 
cerned. 1  have  consulted  them  all,  and 
the  interests  in  the  river  have  been 
extremely  helpful.  It  is  a  very  difficult 
problem,  as  everybody  who  has  attempted 
to  deal   with    the    matter    will    admit. 

Mr.  Lloyd-George. 


Nobody  knows  that  better  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  sat  on  the 
Commission  which    reported  and  which 
went  into  the  question  very  carefully. 
He  knows  how  many  conflicting  interests 
there  are,  and  how  very  delicate  it  is  to 
try  and  negotiate  between  thenu    But  I 
must  say  that  they  have  been  very  helpful 
in    the     main,    and    I    trust    that    as 
a     result     of     this     settlement,    which 
has     enabled    us     to    incorporate    the 
whole  ol»  the  docks — because  the  Com- 
mission reported  that  no  scheme  would 
be  complete   which  did  not  include  the 
docks  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Port 
Authority,  and  I  have  been  acting  under 
the  principle  which  was  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  colleagues 
on  that  Commission — they  have  all  now 
come    in ;    and    I    trust    that   with   an 
authority  of  this  kind  something  will  he 
done  and  done  quickly  to  improve  the 
Port  of  London,  to  improve  its  facilities, 
and  above  all,  to  improve  its  equipment, 
so  as  to  enable  it  to  compete  with  any 
port  in  the  world.     I  beg  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  provide  for  the  improvement  and 
better  administration  of  the  Port  of 
London  ;  and  for  purposes  incidental 
thereto," — (Mr,  Lhyd-Gfeorge) — put^  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  Mr.  Burns,  Mr.  Buxton, 
Mr.  Harcourt,  and  Mr.  Kearley. 


PORT    OF   LONDON    BILL. 

"  To  provide  for  the  improvement  and 
better  administration  of  the  Port  of  Lon- 
don ;  and  for  purposes  incidental  there- 
to," presented  accordingly,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Monday,  13th  April  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  192.] 


ABSENCE  OF  THE  CHAIRMAN    OF 
WAYS    AND    MEANS. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the 
House  of  the  unavoidable  absence,  owing 
to  indisposition,  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  from  this  daj^'s  sitting. 
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SUPPLY  [5th  Allotted  Day]. 
Considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr   Caldwell  ( Lanarkshire,  N  )  in 
tli0  Chair.] 

CIVIL  SEBV  ICES  AND  REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATES/ 1908  g. 
1,   X4  73,000  to  complete  the 
Revenue  Buildings. 


Hum 


mdon) 
ik  upon 
e  would 


Slit  R  BANBURY  (City  of 
said  he  had  a  few  queetiona  tri 
Ibifl  Vote,  but  before  he  did  ^t. 
like   to  recommend  that  thgirp 
teining  the  details  of  the  xJlIJ^  ^""^aT 
moTf,  strongly  stitched  tJ^^'  T 
hie  copy  wasialling  to  p^'^^'^l'^'^'^'Z 
not  m  the  place  hrl/^T\''f  u.'''"  u 
he  hud  marked  it.  ^"^^^'^^^^  although 

iraa  an  increase  ir^f^L^^,^,,'^*'  '^"'" 
works,  alteration/'  f^^S^^f-?-  '^'  """"Z 
although  hedidi?*  ''^^.  ^*^i^i«»^»  ^"*i 
ary  he  would  UiT  "^if  '^  "^^^  ''""^  ''^r^^ 
tionof  it  H(  f^^  ^"^  ^^''^  ^^"*^  explana^ 
while  there  s/  ^^"^^^  ^^^  ^"^^  ^'™®  ^^""l 
^2,850  fori  A^^^*!;V  ^^""^^  ^"^'^^^  i"*^ 
aa  increase  I^^^  buildings  there  was  also 
and  renaii^/^"  ^'^^  items  for  maintenance 
such  a  larrf"  ^**  *^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^**^ 
fibould  bJP*^  amount  of  new  works  there 
vi  such  an  increase  for  main- 
nd  repiiirs.  He  noticed  that  in 
o  the  General  Post  Office,  called 
"ward  VIL  building,  the  orig- 
timate  was  £316,000,  the  ex- 
re  up  to  31st  March  wasXtiO,OOOj 
e  Vote  required  for  this  year  was 
00,  leaving  a  sum  of  £171,000 
pended,t  He  would  like  to  know 
her  it  was  necessary  to  spend  so 
a  sum  as  £316^000  upon  King 
ard  VI L  building  which,  he  gath- 
^  was  the  General  Post  Office  in 
City»  He  thought  he  was  right  in 
ling  that  that  £316,000  did  not  include 
expenditure  on  the  land,  but  merely 
ncy  spent  on  the  building,  and  that 
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an  exceedingly  hiTge  sum  to  spend 

bricks  and  mortar     He  did  not  know 

actly   whether   the  item   "  Blackfriars 

lew  power  station"  meant  an  electrical 

ition,  but  if  so  he  would  like  to  know 

rhether  the  Post  Office  made  their  own 

Jectricity,  and  whether  they   had   con- 

lered  if  it  would  not  l)e  more  economical 

f)ur chase  it  from  a  company.     Ho  had 

some  experience  of  the  making  of 

|ir  own  electricity  by  a  large  company 


{2  April  1908}  Supply,  714 

m  London,  and  they  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  have  been  much 
cheaper  if,  iristead  of  putting  down  their 
own  plantythey  had  gone  to  an  electric 
supply  company.     Very  favourable  terms 
coulo/be    obtained    from    the    electric 
^^^Sv^y    companies    for  a    large    supply, 
^md    he  suggested   that  it  would  have 
een  wiser  to  endeavour  to  obtain  elec- 
tricity   from    a   private   company    than 
to  spend  a  large  sum    of    more    than 
£40,000  on  a  new  power  station.     He 
quite  admitted  that  if   a   large   amount 
of  money  had  already  been  expended  on 
buildings  and  plant  it  might  be,  unless 
there  was  an  opportunity  of   using  the 
building  for  some   other  purpose,   more 
economical  to  go  on  in  the  old  way.     He 
would  like  to  know  whether  that  subject 
had    been    considered    and   whether  an 
estimate    had   been   obtained   from   any 
company  for  the  supply  of  electricity; 
whether    there     had     been    any     com- 
parison made  between  that  estimate  and 
the  cost  of  the  production  of  electricity 
by   the    Post  Office;    and    whether  an 
estimate  had  been  prepared  of  the  loss 
that  might  accrue  if  the  existing  building 
and  plant  had  practically  been  scrapped. 
The    original    estimate    for  the    power 
station  was  £10,000,  the  revised  estimate 
was  £48,500.     That  was  an  increase  of 
20  per  cent,  on  the  original  estimate,  and 
he  would  like  to  know  why  the  increase 
was   so   exceedingly    large.      The    Post 
Office   was    accustomed  to  spend  large 
sums  of  money  every  year,  and  it  wassome- 
what   surprising    with    the    very    large 
experience  they  had    they  should    not 
have   been  able,  with  the  very  efficient 
staff  they  possessefJ,  to  have  prepared  a 
closer  estimate.     He  was  sorry  to  say  that 
the  thing  which  had  been  chiefly  drawn 
to  his  notice  in  the  cursory  examination 
which  he  had  been  able  to  make  of  the 
Estimates  was   that   in   many   instances 
there    had    been    a    very     considerable 
increase   on   the  original  estimates,  and 
he    proposed,    where     they     had    been 
considerable,    to     ask     the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  to  givt*  the  reasons.     He  did 
not   wish    to   cast  any    reflection  what- 
soever on  the  gentlemen  who  prepared 
the  Estimates,  but  he  would   point   out 
that  unless  some  I'lgilance  was  exercised 
by   the  House  of  Commons  the  natural 
tendency  was  to  allow  things  to  be  taken 
somewhat    easily,     and    to    rectify    the 
errors  by  increasing  the  Estimates  in  the 
hope  that  no  notice  would  be  taken  of 


the    M^-  ^^^!;^1^^I::^..<^V  st 


thP  Paper,  or  the  order  in  which  thev 
were  placed.  The  rieht  bon.  GemleiMi 
was  quite  right  m  endeavouring  to  aecare 
the  principal  building  Votes  that  night 
\lthough  he  might  not  be  able  to  obtaio 
^l  the  votes  on  the  Paper  experience  hid 
,j^  that  in  the  Post  OflBce  grett 
pities  occurred.  Either  they  had  to 
^  money  which  Pariiament  had  not 
erised  or  else  they  were  delayed  in 
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consequence,  mgat  be  set  fa^ 
rbe   bad  d*y«  of  the  wint©. 
"   -o   fanher  and   aak  thftt  ia 
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tl.on,.      The  original  estimate    for  tb«       .^'^;^;ti;,'8)   did  not   compUin   of'  ^ 

now  l>..st  Office  a^  i^ont7i^^^y^,f^^^^Z    claSs  of  Yo««J.hat^  had  W  pWd  uj.* 

incroaso  of  X3,000.  Tho amou        ^Si"  rob, 
bowovor,  wjw  only  .£1,000  up  ,  ^q 

190S,  and  ho  would  liko  to  know  -^ 

small  a  suni  had  boon  spent.  Of  cou 
the  buiUling  had  only  n^contly  l)een  oo. 
nuMuuMl  tlioro  w.-is  nothing  further  to  bs 
«ai<l.  In  tho  case  of  tbo  Post  Office  at 
Hla(»k|M>ol  tho  original  oatimato  was 
1*15,()S0,  tho  rovisod  ostinmto  £20,500, 
and  tho  oxjKMiditun>  up  to  March,  1908, 
only  .€r)00.  If  thoy  wore  roally  to  have 
a  Po^t  Otiioo  at  lilackpool  tho  work  ought 
to  Im^  sot  alxnit  in  a  businossliko  manner, 
and  so  small  an  ox]ion<lituro  should  not 
W  mado  on  a  building  which  was  to 
o^st  .C:?0,:>00.  In  tho  c-i^o  of  Brisud 
also  tho  estimate  had  boon  inoroasod  fn>m 
.€:^<\7S0  to  .£U\SU\  and  tboro  again 
only  .£1,000  had  l>oon  s]vnt.  Ho  would 
liko  to  know  tho  roa«on  for  this  small 
o\|>onditui'o  on  all  those  big  Kstimatos, 
Had  it  anvthipgto  do  with  tho  alt-oration 
of  tho  ]v»lioy  of  the  (Tovoi-nmont  with 
n^gani  to  loans  ?  Was  it  due  to  the  fact 
that  while  they  were  going  to  undertake 
Urge  works  they  were  not  able  to  get 
the  money  .'  If  that  wjwi  so,  was  that  the 
most  ot^'inomical  way  of  doing  business  ? 
The  whole  of  the  staffs  that  would 
inhabit  t-he  new  ptnst  ofbeos  when  com- 
pletOii  must  be  housed  somewhere,  and 
the  eonsequenoe  was  that  they  were  pay- 
ing rentsS  ^hieh  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  pay  it  those  post  offiees  wore  complete. 
At  the  same  timr  the  sites  ha<i  boon 
K^ught  and  theintorosi  of  that  moiiov  wa> 
rnmiinL  wiih  n.'  a.]vanr,-jge  tt-  the  nation. 
Tlrii  ivas  noi  a  vise.  ivonomii»;il.  or  Im^i- 
ni^s>;)ik'c  pMii.'\  Mill.  w:j>  ;,  gre.at  example. 
Tho  osi--siH:c  !?■  ih;i:  rwsf  v;i.>  inpToaser; 
tr  IV.  i  ;■. :.■■>•.  Xi  i■.'l^.i»=K"l.  ai:  ineroast  o: 
I  ■  «'  J-  TV':-  .-rni  ile  hnpfn";  rhr  right 
!»..',.  V  -;•!  t  i(MiinT.  w.^nl.".  givt-f;  goof;  t-TClVUin;:- 
I'.ii   V  i;i   riOiri.  :■  i;     1:  va; 
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Wrl>     snoni     UT 

A\"iil.    rog!ir(: 

bot'T.     71.-      n«  TfWSr 

esiimar.f   w.is    i'»*.; 
iargt    amouni     ic- 
pi>4:  .ittioo>  in  l^iinburgh.  and  he  would 
likr   t.«  have  some  explanation  with  re- 
gard t4»  thai. 
Sir  f.  BamUmrjf. 
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bo  altered  so 
Votes  might  stan 
Estimates  of  Clause 
then   always    know 
estimates   would   be 
partieular  Vot4*  showj 
£.8ft,00(>.  and  in  il  was  t 
for  the  p*ist  office  in  Kin, 
Street,  which  was  k i  cost 
year,  out  of  the  sum  taken, 
spent,    and    he    would     b 
whether    the    building    was 
more  rapidly,  and  whether 
taken   this   year   wat^   likely 
pended.     He  wasi  not  one  cjf 
thought  thai    the    expendiTiire 
cessive,.  hux  he  desired  V'  calJ   lii 
to  the   large   anioun:   which   v^, 
re-vot^,    liy     which     be     iu**aui 
money    alroEw^y    voi*id    bu:     n*)! 
was  re-voT.ed.     lij    regarc    u*  luii: 
tioular    building     ift-lOA^lK^     uui 
s;Lni-T.iinicCL   nnd    he   womc    iliit    \ 
suri'  thill    tb*^    Tuoit^y    weic    ii  nui' 
speuT  Tibif  yca.1.  beuaug'.   itirv  wn^iif, 
Yh'  a  r  »i e  t  < '  d  ni  w  t  iiei!   f.»wi    r*  m  *j  iia  ^ .  ii 
t:f-  thf  rapidi;r  wni.  v-m?i    tji*    r.-j:li 
would    rtyi^*!    'jomjiieiiui*.      !i* 
that  in  resiiflct  o:  im^t    rw^    ^ ^i 
the  amuum   tt-   \tt   re-vni-r.    u:-    \ 
]!•■   itr^r    ihai.   ^*-*.*M^.     fl- 
eomse.  af-LUSC  un   l7^i»ariuj-fr: 
he    Wat    smcerurv    iiiLii'jit*'^^    <^ 
made     any     wroni     tJ-iii'iiJK 
w.»ulfl    like     I'      ^-.■*     ii.1       I'v 
re-votini;      aitertsu.      '^'i^*       *';;■ 
Ge.ntleniaTi  was  auxiout.  n.. ;- ■  .<  ^ 
on  with  the  fiuiidiii::  a.-  lar    a    \ 
and    probably   be    pu^    u\i^t 
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spent  during  the  current  year.     The  re- 
voting  was  in  regard  to  the  Blackf riars 
Power  Station    and    several    new    post 
offices    in   London,   and    it     had     also 
reference     to    buildings    in    course     of 
construction   in    country  districts.    The 
re-voting  had  not  been  confined  to  this 
year ;   last  year  there  were  twenty-eight 
items  in  which  re-voting  was  necessary. 
With  regard  to  the  post  office  at  Canter- 
bury,  he    should    lilke  to     know  what 
progress    was     being    made    with     the 
building,  and  how  soon  the  public  might 
expect  to  have  an  uninterrupted  use  of  it. 
It  was  at  present  being  used  in  a  condi- 
tion of  only  partial  completion;    there 
were  scaffolding    and    other    structures 
about,  the  site   bein^  occupied    by  the 
post  office  and  the  Inland  Revenue  office. 
The  total  amount  sanctioned  was  £1,700, 
and   it  appeared  that  of  that  sum  the 
amount  of  £1,370  was  wanted  for  1908-9, 
and    that    no    further    sum    would    be 
required;     therefore,   he    concluded  he 
might  congratulate  himself  on  the  fact 
that    the  buildings   would    be    finished 
during   the  current  ^ear.     He    noticed 
that  there  was  an  increase  of  £7,000 
under  the  head  of  maintenance  for  the 
increased  cost  of  fuel.     He  took  it  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  in  making  his 
contracts  had  not  only  borne  in  mind  the 
present  rise  in  the  price  of  coal,  but  the 
possible    addition    which    might    have 
to    be    made    supposing  the   Bill    now 
before  Parliament  was  likely  to  obtain 
the  Boyal  Assent.     He  thought  that  it 
was  a  very  good  object  lesson  as  to  the 
increase   that  must    be    occasioned  not 
only  to  public  authorities,  but  to  poor 
private  consumers.      He  desired  to  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
considered  the  prospective    rise  in  the 
price  of  coal  in  making  his  estimates. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) 
said  he  had  not  understood  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  to  say  that  £25,500  was  too 
much  for  the  Post  Office  at  Blackpool. 

Sir  F.  BANBUEY  said  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  or  was  not;  all 
he  objected  to  was  an  estimate  for 
£20,000  when  it  should  be  over  £25,000. 
It  was  a  bad  business  principle  not  to 
make  the  estimate  correspond  more  or 
le»  with  the  amount  to  be  expended. 


Mr.  ASHLEY  said  that  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  visited  Blackpool  he  would  find 
that  £25,500  was  not  too  much.  What  he 
protested  against  was  that  the  original 
estimates  were  very  much  too  small,  and 
that  they  had  then  to  ask  Parliament  to 
sanction  a  larger  expenditure.  Surely 
there  must  be  some  great  carelessness  on  the 
part  of  the  people  responsible  for  drawing 
up  the  Estimates.  Of  course,  the  circum- 
stances of  Blackpool  were  rather  different 
from  those  of  inland  towns,  and  it  might 
be  that  the  estimate  had  grown  owing  to 
the  enormous  increase  of  the  population 
of  Blackpool  during  the  summer  season ; 
still,  there  must  be  great  carelessness  on 
the  part  of  officials  in  not  drawing  up 
the  Estimates  for  the  proper  amount. 
Gould  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the 
inhabitants  of  Blackpool  when  they 
would  get  their  post  office  ?  The  plans 
were  begun  some  two  years  ago,  and  last 
year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had 
been  most  sympathetic,  told  them  that 
the  post  office  would  be  commenced 
early  in  the  year,  but  in  February 
nothing  had  been  done.  The  first  work 
was  done  some  four  days  before  the  end 
of  the  financial  year,  and  £500  put  down 
in  the  Estimates  had  not  been  expended ; 
therefore  practically  nothing  had  been 
done  during  some  months.  If  the 
amount  taken  was  to  be  £7,500  out  of 
the  total  of  £20,500,  then  he  could  not 
see  how,  at  the  very  earliest,  the  new 
post  office  at  Blackpool  would  be  open 
before  1911 ;  it  might  be  finished  at  the 
end  of  1910.  What  was  really  wanted 
at  Blackpool  was  a  post  office  in  the 
summer  time.  At  present  the  normal 
population  of  Blackpool  was  50,000,  and 
in  the  summer  it  was  150,000  ;  often  that 
number  came  on  a  day  trip ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  could  only  go  into 
the  present  post  office  and  see  how  great 
was  the  absolute  confusion  which  existed, 
despite  all  the  efibrts  of  the  officials  and 
of  the  local  authority  to  keep  order,  he 
was  sure  he  would  do  all  he  could  to 
expedite  the  work.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  him  some 
assurance  that  the  work  would  be  pressed 
forward  rapidly. 

♦The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Harcourt,  Lancashire, 
Rossendale)  said  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  pass  all  these  Votes,  with  th^  ^^- 
ception  oi  Vote  '2b,w\x\Ci\x\xi<^\A'b^VY^  ow^^^ 
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salary,  and  which  would  enable  Members  i 
to  <.'xamine  lihn  further  in  Committee 
during  the  currency  of  the  present 
session.  In  regard  to  other  depart- 
ments it  was  immaterial  whether  the 
Estimates  were  passed  at  the  moment  or 
not,  because  when  the  discussion  was  over, 
a  Vote  need  not  be  carried,  but  might 
come  under  the  guillotine  at  the  end  of 
the  session.     But  in  his  Department  he 
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Sir  F.  BANBURF  : 

is  in  another  Vote. 

♦Mr.  HARCOUKT  :  Yes ;  but  it  came 
under  maintenance.  With  reference  to 
King  Edward  VII's.  building,  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  rightly  assumed  was  the 
new  General  Post  Office  in  the  City  of 
LfOndon,  the  plans  were  decided  upon, 
and  he  thought  rightly  decided  upon, 
was  concerned  with  building  operations,  !  by  the  late  Government.  In  the 
and  in  the  case  of  new  buildings  he  was  !  hon.  Baronet's  view  of  the  extrava^mce 
most  unwilling  to  proceed  without  \  of  the  late  Grovemment^  he  differed 
definite  Parliamentary  authority.  It  was  !  less  from  him  than  in  regard  to  many 
desirable  that  he  should  get  the  Votes  as  j  other  questions.  He  held  that  the  build- 
early  as  ]:>o&eible  after  the  close  of  the  '  ing  was  absolutely  essential  to  the  proper 
financial  year,  l^ecause  in  England  the  ■  conduct  of  the  postal  business  of  the 
ftummer  was  the  most  valuable  pen'od  for  country,  and  he  was  glad  to  see  that 
buildin;;  operations  and  it  was  on  that  rapid  progress  was  being  made  with 
ground  be  want^^l  Parliament  to  give  •  it  owing  to  the  method  of  constnic- 
hiin  the  authority  for  which  he  was  ask-  ■  tion,  and  he  had  very  little  doubt  that 
ing  that  night.  Dunng  the  three  years  !  the  money  provided  in  the  Estimates 
he  ha/i  been  responsible  he  had  always  ,  would  be  spent  by  the  end  of  the  financial 
uken  the  Votes  at  the  earliest  possible  year.  As  to  the  Blackfriars  Fbwer 
Hioment  after  the  close  of  the  finan-  '  Station,  on  full  consideration  of  all  the 
cial  yeai',  and  he  was  happy  to  say  :  circumstances  it  was  considered  that  the 
that  in  c»nsequence  thei*e  had  been  a  i  supply  of  electricity  by  the  Poet  Office 
;rreat  gain  of  efficiency  in  the  work  of  i  itself  was  by  far  the  most  economieal 
the  Office.  lie  was  glad  U}  be  able  to  arrangement  that  could  be  come  ta 
a-.Tsure  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Memljer  for  ;  The  hon.  Baronet  would  remember  that 
tfie  City  of  i^^ndon,  having  just  got  the  i  the  work  of  the  post  offices  involYedtlie 
f];r<jres  for  the  close  of  the  financial  year,  |  use  of  a  far  larger  proportion  of  eleetiie 
that  ihe  fjurrenders  on  the  whole  of  the  ,  light  than  any  other  kmd  of  work.  Their 


owjij;^  t'i  the  ;:reat 
Hervir-e      throughout 


\'otes  Last  year  was  1 J  per  cent.  He  was 
sure  that  this  did  great  cre^lit  to  the  staff 
who  so  ably  carried  on  the  work.  The 
J  louse  of  Commons  lia^i  enabled  them  to 
Ktaji  early  by  giving  them  the  Votes 
eafjy  ja«t  year.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
ajjkfd  why  there  was  an  increase  in 
new  workti  generally,  'i'here  had  ]>een  a 
progressive  incniase  for  many  years, 
[growth  of  the  postal 
the  country — an 
jfjr;irras<;,  however,  lie  was  happy  to  say, 
which  led  Ui  a  large  ificre;i«o  of  revenue, 
thoii;zii  it  did  not  come  to  the  Office  of 
Works,  but  went  to  the  general  service 
'•f  the  (Miuntry.  With  regard  U)  main- 
t*;riance,  it  applied  not  only  to  new 
build ingH  projected,  but  also  to  the 
larger  public  biiiJdings  erected  in  the  last 
f<;w  years.  The  cost  of  maintenance, 
therefore,  was  greater  than  it  had 
l)een  in  the  i>ast.  Maintenance  di<l  not 
mean  njjKiirs  which  were  a  very  dillbrent 
tiling ;     it    meant    the    maintenance    of 

furniture,  the  electric  lighting 

Mr,  Harcourt, 


work  was  done  largely  at  night,  and,  in- 
deed, many  post  offices  never  dosed  day 
or  night.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  reffirred 
to  the  difficulty  of  arriving  at  an  aocmate 
estimate  of  what  these  ouildingi  would 
cost.  It  was  quite  true  that  he  had  giTen 
a  pledge  to  the  House  of  Commons  lait 
year  which  he  hoped  they  would  see  it 
the  end  of  twelve  months,  whether  he 
was  there  or  whether  he  was  not^  had 
been  faithfully  observed.  In  the  pHt 
these  Estimates  which  had  been  put  down 
in  order  to  obtain  the  authority  of 
Parliament  had  been  conjectural  Esti- 
mates before  the  plans  and  spedficationi 
had  been  prepared.  He  did  not  think 
that  had  been  a  good  plan,  but  it  hid 
been  followed  by  many  Governments  for 
a  great  length  of  time.  The  Post  Offiee 
stated  their  wants,  and  generally  dM 
Othce  of  Works  made  conjectural  fisti 
mates,  and  having  obtained  the  anthoiitf 
of  Parliament,  they  then  proceeded  to 
obtain  detailed  plans.  In  fntuie  ka 
would  not  not  put  forward  ai 
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until  he  had  more  definite  plans,  and 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  specification 
which  would  enable  him  to  come  to  the 
House  of  Commons  with  a  formal  Esti- 
mi^  which  would  be  more  closel}^ 
adhered  to.  Of  course  thit  would  neces- 
sarily mean  delay  in  the  case  of  certain 
post  offices,  and  that  they  would  have  to 
wait  another  twelve  months,  because  he 
had  not  been  able  to  get  the  plans  at  the 
last  moment  which  would  satisfy  the 
limitations  which  he  had  laid  down.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  asked  a  question  with 
regard  to  South  Kensington  post  office. 
In  that  instance  there  had  been  an  exten- 
sion of  the  plans  originally  prepared. 
There  was  a  difficulty  in  supplying  plans, 
because  they  had  combined  with  the 
post  office  the  Meteorological  Office  on 
the  same  site.  That  accounted  for  the 
dela^.  In  regard  to  Bristol,  the 
original  Estimate  did  not  provide  for 
the  fittings  and  furniture  which  were 
necessary,  because  it  was  not  possible  to 
to  arrive  at  a  specification  of  those  at  the 
time  the  Estimate  was  put  in.  On  a 
revision  of  the  plans  an  additional  story 
was  required  for  the  completion  of  the 
whole  building.  As  to  the  charges  as  to 
economy  and  extravagance  he  would  not 
interfere  with  quarrels  between  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he 
sympathised  with  him  in  the  accusation, 
unfounded  he  was  quite  sure,  made 
against  him  by  his  colleague,  that  he  was 
unpatriotic  in  his  extravagant  ideas.  The 
excess  on  the  building  at  Hull  was  assented 
to  by  the  House  last  year.  It  had  arisen 
mainly  because  the  foundations  were  found 
to  be  more  expensive  than  had  been  antici- 
pated. The  hon.  Baronet  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  before  the  ground  was  opened 
to  know  what  would  be  found  underneath* 
it  There  were  difficulties  in  all  building 
operations  in  which  a  state  of  affairs  was 
discovered  under-groundjwhich  necessarily 
added  to  the  cost  ot  the  foundation. 
Unfortunately  that  was  the  case  in  this 
post  office.  There  was  also  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  scheme,  and  again  Hull  was 
one  of  the  post  offices  which  was  down  on 
the  original  rough  estimate  and  not  on  the 
ultimate  plans.  That  was  a  system  which 
he  promised  should  be  changed  in  the 
future.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  St.  Augustine's  had  suggested 
that  there  should  be  a  re-numbering  of 
the  Votes.  He  thought  there  might  be 
something  to  be  said  for  a  re-numbering 
in  the  f  oture^  though  the  actual  numbering 


of  the  Estimates  made  very  little  differ- 
ence as  the   Minister  in  charge  could  put 
the   Votes  down  in  whatever   order   he 
liked,    and     occasionally    it     might    be 
necessary  to  put  first  a  Vote  which  was 
not   the    most   urgent   in  point  of  view 
of    authority     to     commence    building, 
but  urgent  owing  to  some  special  question 
which  excited  the  attention  of  the  House. 
For    instance,    in     previous     years     he 
had  put  early  in  the  list  the  Vote  for  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  because  there  was 
interest     in     the    ventilation    question, 
although  it  was  quite  impossible  that  he 
could  spend  the  money  until  the  recess, 
and  it  might  well  have  come  at  the  end 
of  the  Votes.     The  money  taken  for  the 
General  Post  Office  he  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  (gentleman   was   not  a  token 
figure,  but  the  figure  which  it  was  hoped 
to  be  able  to  expend  in  the  year.     There 
would  be  closer  Estimates  in  future  on 
the  definite  plans.     With  regard  to  the 
post  office  at  Canterbury,  in  which  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    was    interested, 
there  was  a  delay  first  of  all  as  to  the 
proposed  accommodation   for  telephones 
which  had  not  been  foreseen  by  the  Post 
Office  when  the  plans  were  made.     Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware 
that  ancient  light  difficulties  arose,  and  if 
there   was  any   difficulty  in   the   world 
which  WHS  more  obstructive  to  building, 
and    indeed  to  all  progress,  it  was  the 
question  of  ancient  lights.     There  was  a 
slight   added   difficulty   in  the    case    of 
Canterbury   due  to    the    contract   being 
carried  out  in  three  sections,  owing  to 
three  offices  being  erected  on  the  same 
site.     As  to  the  fuel  contracts,  they  had 
been  made  after  full  consideration  as  to 
all   circumstances  which  were  likely   to 
occur  and  to  affect  the  price.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Blackpool  had  referred  again 
to  a   matter   which   he    had    had    very 
present  in  his  mind,  in  fact  which  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  allow  him  not  to 
have  present  in   his  mind.     It  was  the 
office  in  the  hon.  Member's  constituency, 
which  was  one  in  which  he  also  took  a 
very  great  interest,  because  so  many  of  his 
own    constituents    spent   their    holidays 
there.     The  delay  was  mainly  owing  to 
difficulties  with  the  Post  Office  in  settling 
the  building  scheme.     As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   knew    no  telephone  exchange  was 
included   in  the   post  office,  but  it  was 
specially  necessary  in  a  place  of  that  kind 
where  people  went  for  a  short  time,  and  a 
telephonic  exchange  was  now  being  added 
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to  the  post  office.  That  had  necessitated 
the  whole  building  being  recast  and 
enlargerl,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  the 
final  plans  harl  now  been  approved, 
the  drawings  were  with  the  fjuantity 
surveyors,  and  the  work  would  go  on 
rapidly.  lie  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  assume  that  the  future  pro- 
gress would  be  as  slow  as  might  be 
indicated  liv  the  amount  which  they 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  this  year. 
In  the  following  year  the  progress  with 
that  post  office  would  be  much  more 
rapid. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  Could  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  say  if  there  is  any  chance  of 
the  post  office  being  ready  by  the 
summer  of  1910? 

♦Mr.  HAP.COURT  said  he  should  cer- 
tainly think  so,  but  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  consider  that  he  had 
given  a  definite  pledge,  because  he  had 
no  fairy  wand  which  would  effect  its 
completion. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  (Sheffield, ! 
Hallam)  a.sked  how  it  came  about  that  I 
out  of  £15,700  voted  la.st  year  for  the  ' 
new  [x«t  office  at  Sheffield,"  only  X8,300 
had  been  spent,  and  what  special  circum- 
stance had  intervened  to  prevent  the 
more  rapid  progress  of  the  work.  It  was 
some  time  ago  since  he  had  introduced  a 
deputation  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
predecessor  in  office,  and  persuaded  his 
Department  to  buy  the  site  and  commence 
the  work.  At  that  time  they  were  able 
tf>  convince  him  that  a  new  Post  Office 
was  urgently  needed  because  the  old  one 
was  insanitary  to  the  officers  and  the 
public.  How  much  more  must  this  be 
the  case  now  after  these  years  had 
elapsed. 

*Mr.  IIARCOURT  wiw  sorry  to  say 
that  there  had  been  a  very  unfortunate 
delay  over  the  preparation  of  the  second 
contract  for  that  post  office.  He  very 
much  regretted  it,  and  the  matter  would 
now  go  on  much  more  rapidly. 

Mr.  HOWELL  DAVIES  (Bristol,  S.) 
urged  the  desirability  of  pushing  on  with 
the  post  office  at  Bristol.  Ho  found  him- 
self encouraged  bv  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Lon(fon  to  ask  why  it  was 
that  only  £1,000  had  been  spent  in  the  last 
Estimates  upon  the  City  of  Bristol.     The 

Mr.  Harcauri 


ground  for  the  extension  of  the  poit 
office  was  bought  several  years  ago^  and 
the  then  occupiers  had  removed  and 
built  elaborate  offices  elsewhere.  IW 
some  years  the  work  of  the  Bristol  post 
office  had  been  most  ineonveniently 
carried  on.  Throughout  the  whole  his- 
tory of  the  post  office  at  Bristol  there 
had  been  on  the  part  of  successive  (xovem- 
ments  a  parsimony  which  had  been  ita 
own  enemy  in  the  long  run.  The  poet 
office,  as  it  was  first  built,  was  bailt 
very  much  too  small,  and  two  or  three 
additions  had  been  made  to  it  already. 
He  was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  ex- 
planation which  the  First  Ckmunisskmer 
had  given  for  the  increase  in  the  Eiti- 
mates  that  a  new  floor  had  had  to  be 
built.  If  the  extension  took  as  long  as 
former  extensions  had  taken  they  would 
be  wanting  an  additional  extension  «8 
soon  as  it  was  finished.  He  hoped 
the  matter  would  be  pushed  on  with  all 
speed  now.  They  had  waited  for  sevenl 
years,  and  the  necessity,  as  the  Poit- 
master-General  knew,  was  very  great 
indeed. 

Lord  BALCAKRES  (Lancaahin, 
Chorley)  desired  to  say  a  word  on  the 
Parliamentary  aspect  of  the  discussion  as 
put  before  the  ELouse  by  the  right  hoQ. 
Gentleman.  He  had  appealed  to  the 
Committee  to  give  him  the  Votes  during 
that  sitting.  So  far  as  he  and  bis  friends 
were  concerned  they  did  not  intend  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  that,  but  be  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gfentleman  that 
in  past  years  when  he  (Lord  Baleanea) 
had  been  responsible  for  the  Votes  the 
House  had  not  given  the  Votes  of  Clsaa 
I.  in  a  single  day.  He  did  not  remember 
a  single  case  in  which  they  bad  done  it 
He  did  not  object,  but  especially  on  a  day 
when  probably  the  whole  of  the  evening 
would  be  occupied  by  an  alien  snbjeet 
owing  to  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  it 
might  well  be  difficult  for  the  Votes  to 
be  granted.  If  the  Votes  were  not 
granted  and  they  could  not  get  another 
day  for  their  discussion,  he  boped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  take 
that  as  the  verdict  of  the  House  that  be 
was  not  entitled  to  go  forward  with 
the  rest  of  his  Votes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  indicated  dearly  eaioa^ 
that  if  he  could  not  get  the  Votes 
of  this  Class  it  might  check  buildinff 
operations  all  over  the  country,  and 
that    would   be   an    unfortunate  tfaiiv> 
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quite  agreed  that  it  would  be  un- 
unate  if  that  were  the  case,  but  he 
not  admit  for  a  moment  that  because 

House  from  one  cause  or  another 
id  itself  unable  to  pass  all  the  Votes 
me  day,  the  Department  was  debarred 
a  continuing  the  Votes.  That  was 
ncial  purism  carried  to  a  ridiculous  ex- 
}.  If  he  thought  that  danger  really 
ited  he  was  entitled  to  take  a  larger 
e  on  Account  than  had  hitherto  been 

practice  of  the  Department,  and  in 
;  way  he  could  obviate  the  difficulty 
ever  arose.  The  building  operations 
'    in    progress    were   being    carried 

from  the  money  of  the  Vote  on 
ount.  If  that  money  proved  in- 
icient  for  the  three  or  four  months  or 
ktever  the  period  might  be,  he  hoped 
t  year  the  sum  taken  would  be  in- 
bsed  in  order  to  prevent  the  anomaly 
a  suspension  of  the  building  opera- 
is  under  Class  I.  until  Supply  had 
a  guillotined  at  the  end  of  the 
ion.  Again  he  would  make  an  ob- 
'-ation   not  directly  connected    with 

special  item  in  the  Estimate,  but 
\i  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
I's  general  explanation.  He  had  told 
n  that  he  had  given  a  pledge  to  Parlia- 
it  to  provide  firm  estimates,  and 
b  by  so  doing  he  would  not  have  to 
Y  the  Estimates  so  much  as  in  past 
rs.      He  did  not  object  to  that  at 

but  he  would  rather  that  a  fluid 
imate  was  presented  to  Parliament, 

Estimate  subject  perhaps  to  large 
iations,  than  that  necessary  public 
'ks  should  be  delayed.  He  had  said 
t  to  carry  out  his  pledge  that  nothing 

firm  estimates  should  be  presented 
'ht  delay  the  beginning  of  new  public 
idings.  Assuming  for  instance  that  a 
1  Estimate  only  arrived  in  the  middle 
March,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
3rporate  it  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
:;hcoming  year,  and  consequently  the 
Iding  would  have  to  b^  delayed. 
)re  again  he  trusted  that  the  right 
I.  Grentleman  was  not  going  to  carry 
iinical  compliance  with  that  admirable 
aciple  too  far.  No  doubt  if  the 
imates  were  fluid  and  subject  to  large 
iations,  hon.  Members  like  the  hon. 
mber  for  the  City  of  London  might 
m  that  they  had  been  carelessly 
wn  up,  but  the  public  service  would 
p  if  owing  to  the  desire  for  that  pre- 
on  the  Office  of  Works  found  itself 
arred    from    presenting    a    general 


Estimate  such  as  they  now  presented,  for 
instance,  in  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Vote.     In  foreign  works  it  was  obviously 
necessary  that  general  sums  should  be 
voted  owing  to  the  impossibility,  many 
of  these  places  being  weeks  and  months 
away   from   home,   of  getting    accurate 
figures  in  time  for  the  printing  of  the 
estimates.      $ums  of  money  were  voted 
year    after    year    although  no    specific 
estimate    had  been  supplied.      He  was 
prepared    to    support    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  in  extending  that  principle 
to  Votes  within  the  United  Kingdom, 
because  although  there  might  be  technical 
and    possibly    financial    objections    the 
interest  of  the  public  service  demanded 
that    the    buildings     should    be  begun 
at    the     earliest    possible    opportunity. 
One    of  his  hon.   friends    thought    the 
Estimates  were  liable  to  increase  owing 
to  carelessness  in  the  Department  of  the 
Office    of     Works.      Those    who    made 
charges  of  that  kind  did  not  realise  the 
difficulties   which    had  to    be  faced   by 
architects  and    surveyors    in    preparing 
estimates  for  buildings.     As  a  rule  it  was 
the  tyranny  of  the  Treasury  and  financial 
purists   who   made   enormous  difficulties 
which  greatly  increased  the  Civil  Ser^ace 
Estimates.     When  the  Office  of  Works 
felt  itself  obliged  to  present  an  Estimate 
it  had  to  do  so    subject    to    Treasury 
control,  and  they  woula  probably  be  told 
that    they     were     proposing    to    spend 
£5,000,  £10,000  or  £20,000  too  much. 
Of  course,  the  Office  of   Works  had  to 
acquiesce.  The  building  would  be  started, 
and  later  on  it  was  often  found  that  the 
requirements  of   the  public   service  de- 
manded a  building  of  the  dimensions  set 
forth  in   the    original   Estimate,    and  a 
revised    Estimate  had  to  be  presented* 
Often  in  that  way  the  Office  of  Works  was 
blamed,   whereas  nobody  was  really  to 
blame    but  the    Treasury.      He   hoped, 
therefore,  that  hon.  Members  would  lay 
the  blame  on   the  right  shoulders.     He 
urged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
event   of  his  Votes  not  being  passed — a 
Parliamentary  contingency  which  might 
happen  to  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  or 
to   any   other   Minister — he    would   not 
necessarily,    on    that    account,    suspend 
building   operations  in   connection   with 
works  which  ought  to  be  undertaken  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment. 

♦Mr.    HARCOURT    said    he    would 
push  on  the  building  operations  with  all 
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possible  rapidity.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Cborley  had  expressed  some 
doubt  as  to  the  likelihood  of  his  getting  his 
Votes  that  night  before  8. 15.  Last  year 
the  House  wus  good  enough  to  give  him 
these  Votes  l^efore  8 J 5,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Vote  for  his  salary,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  do  the  same  again 
upon  that  occasion.  Muny  of  the 
works  which  had  been  referred  to  had 
already  been  authorised  by  Parliament, 
and 'it  was  on  those  works  that  the  Vote  on 
Account  was  spent.  It  was  most  unusual 
for  the  Office  of  Works  or  any  other 
Department  to  commence  new  works  in 
anticipation  of  the  decision  of  Parli;*- 
niont.  That  would  be  an  unfortunate 
rule  to  lay  down,  because  l\irliament  was 
entitled  to  assert  its  authority  before 
new  works  were  commenced. 

Lord  BALCAKRES  said  he  drew  a 
clear  distinction  between  new  works  and 
new  services.  The  Office  of  Works  would 
be  justified  in  beginning  new  works,  but 
not  new  services.  They  often  began  new 
works  in  anticipation  of  Parliamentary 
sanction. 

Mr.  WATT  ((xlasgow,  College)  called 
attention  to  the  small  sum  allocated 
to  Scotland  in  this  Vote.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  any  Scottish  blood  in  his  veins,  but 
he  should  imagine  he  had  not,  judging 
by  the  Vote.  He  hoped  that  in  future 
he  would  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  the 
population  of  the  country  north  of  the 
Tweed  wasabout  one-seventh  orone-eighth 
of  the  United  Kingdom  and  tliat  that 
proix)rtion  of  his  expenditure  ought  to  go 
to  Scotland.  He  thought  also  that  more 
of  it  should  be  spent  in  Glasgow;  most 
of  the  money  for  Scotland  in  this  Vote 
was  being  spent  in  Edinburgh,  £G 2,000 
for  a  post  otlice  there,  and  £22,000  for 
new  Law  Courts,  while  Glasgow  had  to 
be  content  with  a  paltry  £1,850.  He 
hoped  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
would  in  future  see  that  in  giving  Scotland 
money  it  was  equally  distributed. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
were  not  forty  Members  present. 

House  counted;  and  forty  Members 
being  found  present, 

Mr.  hicks  BEACH  (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury)  said  the  speech  of  the  hon. 

Mr,  lla/rcourt 
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Member  for  Glasgow  was  a  most  extn- 
ordinary  one  coming  from  a  member  of 
the  party  of  economy.  Here  they  hftd 
an  hon.  Member  solemnly  complsining 
that  more  money  was  not  spent  in  the 
first  place  north  of  the  Tweed,  and, 
secondly,  in  his  own  constituency  of 
Glasgow. 

Mr.   WATT:    There  is   a   constont 
demand  for  money  in  Glasgow. 


Mr.  hicks  BEACH  said  the  hon. 
Member  had  argued  that  money  ought 
to  be  spent  in  Glasgow  becaase  it 
was  being  spent  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  He  presumed  that  the  Min- 
ister in  charge  of  the  Vote  bad 
selected  the  places  where  the  expenditure 
was  most  needed.  It  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary thing  for  an  hon.  Member  to 
upbraid  a  Minister  for  not  spending  vasat 
money  in  his  owm  constituency.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gkntlemin 
a  question  in  regard  to  the  new  post 
office  at  Borden  Camp,  one  of  the  mili- 
tary stations  in  Hampshire.  What  was 
I  he  necessity  for  erecting  a  post  offieit 
there  1  He  would  also  l&e  to  know  if 
the  War  Office  was  going  to  contribute 
anything  towards  the  cost.'  Was  the 
amount  to  come  entirely  from  Post  Offiee 
funds,  or  would  any  of  it  appear  on  the 
Vote  for  the  War  Office?  6e  thought 
the  War  Office  should  contribute  if  the 
new  post  office  was  r  quired  entirely  for 
the  use  of  the  military  authorities. 

*Mu.  HARGOURT  stated  in  reply  to 
the -hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  that  hii 
countrj'men  had  in  the  past  been  so  in- 
sistent and  successful  that  they  had 
obtained  almost  everything  they  wanted, 
and  poor  England  was  now  trying  to 
mako  up  leeway.  In  regard  to  the 
Borden  Camp  post  office,  that  was  doidt 
with  in  the  Estimates  last  year. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
desired  to  join  his  brother  Scot  in 
his  protest  that  Scotland  was  most 
grossly  neglected  by  the  Treasurv. 
They  could  vote  handsome  sums  of 
money  to  Ireland,  but  their  bowels  of 
c()m{ja8sion  did  not  extend  to  Scothod 
lie  would  be  able  on  another  Vote  to 
show  how  a  most  important  building  had 
been  neglected  by  the  Treasary. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  that  the  com. 
plaint  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ghagow 
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was  not  that  there  was  in  Glasgow  any 
necessity  for  a  new  post  office  or  other 
new  building.  What  he  argued  was 
that  there  was  a  given  sum  going  to  be 
spent  in  Great  Britain,  that  Scotland 
contained  one-seventh  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Great  Britain,  and  therefore  the 
sum  to  be  spent  should  be  divided  by 
seven,  and  one-seventh  given  to  Scotland. 

The  deputy- CHAIRMAN:  We 
cannot  debate  a  matter  of  that  kind  now. 

Sir.  F.  BANBURY  said  that  that  was 
what  the  hon.  Member  said,  and  it  would 
be  a  very  serious  thing  if  they  were  going 
to  spend  money  according  to  the  popula- 
tion, and  not  according  to  actual  require- 
ments. He  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  informing  the  Committee  that  he 
intended  to  abide  by  the  statement  he 
made  last  year  to  the  effect  that,  as  soon 
as  it  could  be  done,  the  Estimates  for  build- 
ings would  be  put  upon  a  firmer  basis. 
He  approved  of  the  promise  that  the 
Estimates  should  be  put  on  something 
like  an  accurate  basis.  Unless  that  were 
done  it  was  impossible  for  the  Committee 
to  know  what  amount  of  money  was 
being  spent,  and  he  was  sure  that  that 
was  not  at  all  in  the  interest  of  the 
House  of  Commons  itself,  or  of  the 
country.  When  he  made  a  remark  about 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  buildings 
for  the  post  office,  and  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  it  was  unnecessary  to 
spend  more  money  on  buildings,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there 
had  been  a  great  increase  in  the  post 
office  work.  He  did  not  think  that  such 
an  increase  had  been  going  on  ;  there 
had  been  an  increase  in  the  post  office 
expenditure,  but  not  of  the  work. 

Mr.  HARCOURT  :  There  has  been  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  revenue. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY :  Not  so  great  as 
in  the  expenditure.  There  had  been 
also  a  great  increase  in  the  expenditure 
on  the  telegraphs.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quite  inad- 
vertently omitted  to  answer  an  important 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
8t.  Augustine's  division  of  Kent.  The 
vote  for  fuel  amounted  to  X52,000  com- 
pared with  £46,000  last  year.  He  would 
nke  to  know  the  reason  for  that  increase  of 
J&69OOO,  because  it  was  well  known  that 
diere  had  been  a  large  fall  in  the  price 
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of  coal  during  the  last  few  months.  He 
himself  had  made  contracts  for  coal 
recently  at  considerably  lower  prices 
than  last  year.  His  hon.  friend  near 
him  pointed  out  that  there  was  a  large 
item  for  candles  included  in  the  Vote. 
Candles  were  an  old-fashioned  means  of 
illumination  —  he  used  them  himself. 
When  they  were  spending  £48,000  for 
electric  apparatus  and  electric  light  in 
the  General  Post  Office,  and  the  sub- 
offices,  why  should  they  go  back  to 
candles  ? 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  said  that  the 
estimates  of  the  coal  contracts  were 
made  not  now,  but  in  the  end  of 
the  year — December  ;■  and  probably  the 
price  of  coal  was  higher  last  December 
than  it  was  in  December  twelve 
months  ago.  There  had  also  been  a 
larger  consumption  of  coal  on  account 
of  the  larger  number  of  offices.  It 
was  a  question  of  amount  of.  coal  con- 
sumed rather  than  an  enlargement  of 
price. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  coal  contracts  were  made 
in  December.  It  was  quite  true  that  in 
last  December  the  fall  in  the  price  of 
coal  had  not  taken  effect.  But  he  would 
say  that  December  was  the  very  worst 
month  of  the  year  in  which  coal  contracts 
should  be  entered  into. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  said  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  contracts  were 
made  in  December,  but  that  he  had  to 
make  up  his  Estimates  in  December. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  say  that  the  contracts 
were  entered  into  in  December,  but  he 
now  understood  that  the  sum  in  the  Vote 
was  practically  an  estimate  of  what  the 
cost  of  the  coal  would  be  and  not  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  cost. 

Mr.  HARCOURT  assented. 

Mr.  C.  E.  price  (Edinburgh,  Central) 
said  he  did  not  know  why  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  should  urge  for  a 
larger  amount  of  money  for  Glasgow  at 
the  expense  of  Edinburgh.  There  was 
no  capital  in  the  Empire  on  which  there 
was  so  small  an  expenditure  of  public 
money  as  on  Edinburgh.  Several  hundred 
thousand  pounds  more?  had  been  spent  in 
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Glasgow  than  in  Edinburgh.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  righ:  hon.  Gentleman 
was  responsible  for  the  choice  of  sites 
for  the  po'^t  office  buildings  in  the  pro- 
vincial towns.  Last  summer  he  had 
been  in  Stonioway,  and  was  bound  to 
say  that  the  new  post  office  there  had 
been  placed  on  the  most  inconvenient 
site,  far  away  from  the  business  part  of 
the  town.  He  knew  that  the  same  com- 
plaint had  been  made  in  regard  to  various 
other  towns  in  Scotland  ;  and  in  choosing 
sites  for  new  post  offices  greater  attention 
should  be  paid  to  the  convenience  of  the 
business  part  of  the  community. 

♦Mr.  HAKCOUKT  :  I  do  not  choose 
the  sites.  That  is  done  by  the  Post 
Office  authorities. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding £34l\900,  be 
granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1909,  in  respect  of  sundry 
Public  Buildings  in  Great  Britain,  not 
provided  for  on  other  Votes." 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  said  he 
noticed  that  there  wms  an  increase  on 
this  Vote  this  year  of  £59,900.  That 
increase  was  largely  accounted  for  b}^ 
expenditure  on  two  ov  three  large 
buildings.  The  first  was  for  the 
Imildings  in  Spring  Gardens  for  the 
official  residences  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  and  the  First  Se;i  Lord. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  progress  Wivs 
being  made  with  those  buildings  and 
when  they  might  look  forward  to 
the  much  desired  and  long  expected 
opening  from  the  Mall  to  Charing  Cross. 
He  8aw  that  there  was  still  X34,000  to 
be  expended  after  this  year  for  the 
completion  of  the  buildings,  but  he 
8upiK>sed  that  most  of  that  would  be 
for  internnl  fifings,  and  that  it  was 
possible  that  the  roadway  might  he  opened 
before thebuildingsw(Mc  finally  completed. 
He  also  asked  whether  any  fiuthei"  negotia 
tions  had  taken  [)lace  with  the  London 
County  Couni'il  in  regard  t )  the  widening 
of  the  a])proach  of  the  new  roadway  on 
the  eastern  side  of  Drunimond  s  Hank. 
Six  or  seven  years  ago  when  he  was  at 
the  Office  of  Works  certain  negotiations 
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were  entered  into  with  regard  to  the 
demolition  of  the  buildings  oppoeiie 
Drummond's  Bank.  He  asked  whethw 
there  was  any  chance  of  a  better  approach 
being  made  than  he  was  able  to  effect. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  so 
fortunate  in  the  many  negotiations  he 
had  conducted  that  he  hoped  he  had  had 
greater  luck  than  he  (Mr.  Aken- 
Douglas)  had  in  his  dealings  with  regard 
to  this  site.  Ho  looked  forward  to  the 
new  Mall  as  being  one  of  the  finest 
additions  ever  made  to  the  appearance  of 
London.  They  knew  what  the  effect 
would  be  inside  the  Park,  and  it  would 
be  a  great  pity  if  it  was  marred  by  the 
uiirrowness  of  the  approach.  He  unde^ 
stood  that  the  buildings  when  com- 
pleted would  be  occupied  by  the  Fint 
I^)rd  of  1  he  Admiralty  and  the  First  8ei 
Ijord,  and  that  their  present  resideneei 
would  be  handed  over  for  offidil 
Admiralty  purposes.  He  took  it  that 
considerable  alterations  would  be  neeei 
siiry,  and  he  trusted  that  in  the  interert 
of  the  entrance  to  the  Horse  Ouirdi 
Parade  there  would  be  some  alteration  m 
as  to  bring  it  into  greater  touch  with  the 
existing  Admiralty  buildings.  He  woaU 
like  to  see,  if  money  were  forthcoming,  the 
removal  of  that  very  insignificant  bimdiiig 
alongside  the  Admiralty — the  present 
Pay  Office.  The  next  item  to  which  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  was  the  amount 
of  £10,000  out  of  the  required  expendi- 
ture of  £58,500  for  the  extension  of  the 
National  Gallery,  which  he  understood 
would  cover  only  a  portion  of  the  rite 
occupied  by  St.  George's  Barracks.  Thit 
led  him  to  ask  whether  those  bamcb 
were  now  empty,  excepting  that  portion 
used,  he  believed,  by  the  Recruiting 
Department.  He  took  it  that  that 
was  not  yet  empty,  for  there  was 
an  item  down  on  the  same  page  for 
£25,000  for  the  buildings  in  Gnat 
Scotland  Yard  for  the  new  Beoruiting 
Station.  He  might  say  that  that 
was  an  admirable  site  for  that  pa^ 
ticular  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  have  had  a  better. 
It  would  take  some  time  to  complete  the 
new  building,  but  when  completed  he 
understood  that  the  whole  of  t^ie  barracks 
behind  the  National  Qallery  were  to  be 
taken  (»ver  so  that  the  National  GaUeij 
could  be  made  secure  from  the  risk  w 
fire  -a  subject  much  discussed  of  latc^ 
and  sjxice  would  be  found  for  iro; 
much  needed  extension.     He  wished  aho 
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to  ask  a  question  in  regard  bo  the  proposed 
expenditure  of  £95,000— X5,000  of  which 
was  to  be  spent  this  year — for  additional 
CJourts  of  Justice  in  London  to  the  west  of 
the  existing  Royal  Law*Courts.  That  Vote 
of  course  committed  them  to  the  policy  of 
building  more  Courts  in  London.  He 
noticed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  put  a  question  that  day  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  not  be 
more  desirable  to  increase  the  powers  of 
the  county  Courts  in  order  to  lessen  the 
work  of  the  Courts  in  London,  but  he  did 
not  get  a  specific  answer.  However  that 
might  be,  he  thought  it  was 
apparent  that  the  site  proposed  was 
a  reasonable  and  proper  one  on  which 
to  place  the  new  Courts.  When  he 
was  at  the  Office  of  Works  great  com- 
plaints were  made  against  the  idea  of 
building  on  that  space.  Personally,  he 
had  never  had  any  sympathy  with  those 
complaints,  because  that  site  was  purchased 
for  the  purpose  of  building  law  Courts, 
and  although  the  garden  ground  was 
extremely  ornamental  and  desirable,  con- 
sidering the  enormous  cost  of  the  land  in 
that  particular  neighbourhood  he  did 
not  think  they  would  be  justified  in  con- 
tinuing to  occupy  it  as  an  ornamental 
garden.  Some  day  or  other  the  new 
Uourts  would  have  to  be  built  upon  it. 
He  asked  whether  the  item  included  the 
cost  of  any  temporary  Courts  which 
would  be  constructed  before  the  per- 
manent buildings  were  erected,  or 
whether  it  was  the  total  expenditure 
for  the  additional  accommodation  re- 
quired for  the  Judges  of  this  country. 
There  was  an  item  on  the  next  page  in 
regard  to  £3,000  for  alterations  in  con- 
sequence of  changes  at  the  Treasury  and 
the  Home  Office.  He  thought  that  that 
meant  changes  in  respect  to  the  occu- 
pancy of  the  Home  Office  and  the  Local 
Government  Board,  which  latter  Depart- 
ment was  to  be  transferred  to  the  new 
building  in  Parliament  Street ;  and  that 
the  Home  Office  was  to  occupy  the  space 
thus  vacated.  Were  there  no  other  new 
dispositions  in  contemplation  1  It  was  in 
his  recollection  that  the  whole  of  that 
space  would  be  wanted  for  the  work  of  the 
Home  Office,  and  that  great  inconvenience 
existed  now  in  having  some  departments 
housed  outside  the  present  building. 
There  was  one  item  which  he  did  not 
understand  and  he  apologised  for  raising 
a  question  about  it,  because  it  was  in 


italics.  In  connection  with  the  Sta- 
tionery Office,  £5,000  was  voted  on 
account  last  year  for  the  erection  of  a 
warehouse.  He  would  like  to  know 
what  the  actual  sum  spent  was,  because 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  the 
Estimates  for  last  year  he  would  see  that 
in  this  respect  he  had  a  free  hand,  and  he 
saw  no  further  amount  was  asked  for 
this  year.  He  thought  he  was  right  in 
concluding,  therefore,  either  that  the 
work  on  the  warehouse  in  question  was 
concluded  for  the  sum  of  £5,000,  or  else 
that  the  warehouse  had  been  abandoned. 
Then,  in  regard  to  the  Duke  of  York's 
military  school,  there  was  an  item  of 
£5,000  for  the  removal  of  furniture  from 
the  present  school  to  the  new  school  at 
Dover,  and  he  would  ask  when  the 
buildings  would  be  completed,  or  whether 
they  were  completed.  He  took  it  that 
they  were,  at  all  events,  to  be  completed 
this  year,  or  otherwise  this  item  for 
furniture  would  not  appear  on  the 
Estimates.  He  would  like  to  know,  in 
addition  to  the  time  at  which  they  would 
be  completed,  when  it  was  expected  that 
the  transfer  of  the  school  would  take 
place  to  much  better  and  healthier  sur- 
roundings, on  a  site  adjoining  Dover 
Castle.  There  was  another  question 
which  he  thought  arose  on  this  Vote, 
although  ^he  had  not  been  able  to  put 
his  finger  upon  the  item  which  he  under- 
stood was  included  in  public  works.  It 
had  reference  to  the  maintenance  of 
Walmer  Castle.  He  thought  that  was 
transferred  within  the  last  three  or  four 
years  to  the  Office  of  Works,  and  in- 
cluded in  the  Vote  for  it,  but  he  did  not 
see  any  item  down  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  house  and  grounds.  The  House 
would  remember  that  on  the  resignation 
of  Lord  Curzon  as  Lord  Warden  the 
official  residence  was  given  up  and 
the  historic  rooms  were  thrown  open 
to  the  public,  as  were  also  the  gardens, 
and  they  were,  he  understood,  in  future 
to  be  maintained  by  the  Office  of  Works. 
But  he  did  not  see  any  item  down  with 
regard  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
gardens,  and  he  would  hke  to  know  why 
it  was.  Further,  he  understood  from  the 
Press  that  the  present  Lord  Warden  was 
likely  to  occupy  an  official  residence  at 
Dover  Castle.  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  was  true  or  not,  and  whether, 
if  so,  that  portion  of  the  historic  building 
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would  come  under  the  Office  of  Works  or 
remain  under  the  War  Office.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  any  extension  was 
contemplated  in  consequence  of  the 
Lord  Warden  taking  up  his  residence  at 
Dover  Castle. 

Sir  WILLIAM  BULL  (Hammersmith) 
asked,  in  regard  to  the  extension  of  the 
Law  Courts,  whether  it  was  intended  to 
make  any  extension  in  the  western  area. 
He  would  be  very  sorry  to  see  that  piece 
of  land  built  upon,  not  only  because  of 
the  beauty  of  the  grass  and  flowers  and 
because  it  was  one  of  the  playgrounds  of 
the  children  living  at  the  back  of 
St.  Clement  Dane  in  some  of  the 
slums,  but  because  any  building  on  the 
lawn  would  mask  and  hide  that  beautiful 
building,  the  Bankruptcy  Court.  He 
would  like  to  be  informed  whether 
Street,  the  architect,  knowing  that  ex- 
tensions were  contemplated,  prepared  any 
plans,  and  if  not,  whether  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  had  any  idea  of 
the  kind  of  architecture  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  adopt.  It  was  a  very  im- 
portant matter. 
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♦Mr.  HAR COURT  said  that  he 
could  not  fix  the  exact  time  when 
the  roadway  through  the  new  Ad- 
miralty buildings,  w^hich  were  to  be 
put  up  at  the  end  of  the  Mall,  was  likely 
to  be  open,  but  he  thought  in  less 
than  two  years.  The  structure  was 
going  up  now  pretty  rapidly,  and  he 
hoped  they  might  open  the  road  through 
into  the  Mall  before  the  internal  w^ork  of 
the  buildings  had  been  completed.  Only 
one  half  of  the  buildings  that  were  being 
erected  would  be  devoted  to  the  First 
Lord  and  the  First  Sea  Lord  ;  the  other 
half  w^ould  become  part  of  the  Admiralty 
buildings.  When  the  residence  at  the 
old  Admiralty  had  been  vacated  and 
adapted  for  Admiralty  uses  he  would 
gladly  consider  the  suggestion,  which 
had  been  present  to  his  mind,  that  the 
building  linking  the  beautiful  Horse 
Guards  with  the  other  block  should  be 
brought  into  a  greater  measure  of  harm- 
ony. It  might  be  necessary  to  reface  the 
Paymaster-CJenerars  office,  and  he  did 
not  imagine  that  the  artistic  value  of 
that  curious  building  would  suffer  there- 
by. With  regard  to  the  houses  still 
standing,     the    right    hon.     Gentleman 
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would  remember  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment considered  that  they  had  done 
their  part  in  clearing  the  roadway  throng 
into  the  Mall  aud  making  way  for  tbe 
new  Admiralty  buildings.  Any  furtlier 
development  of  the  site  on  the  Trafalgar- 
square  side  must  be  more  in  the  nature 
of  a  Metropolitan  improvement.  Witk 
regard  to  the  National  (Jallery  extension, 
money  was  taken  in  the  Estimates  for 
building  on  part  of  the  ground  wbich 
had  been  already  cleared,  and,  he 
was  glad  to  say,  he  was  just  mak- 
ing arrangements  by  which  at  iMt 
the  surrounding  grounds  would  be 
finally  cleared,  so  that  the  Nation*! 
Gallery  should  be  isolated  and  danger 
from  fire  averted.  The  scheme  for  the 
Law  Courts  provided  four  new  Courto. 
The  gardens  on  the  west  of  the  Law 
Courts  had  always  been  looked  on  as  a 
necessary  site  for  further  buildings; 
from  the  very  first  that  had  formed  part 
of  the  scheme,  and  they  had,  therefore, 
never  been  occupied  by  anything  in  the 
nature  even  of  permanent  garden  decora- 
tions. The  late  Mr.  W.  H.  Smitl 
generously  bore  the  expense  of  laying 
out  those  gardens,  but  when  it  wu 
suggested  that  there  should  be  a  fountain 
put  up,  the  proposal  was  resisted  on  the 
groimd  that  it  might  hinder  the  subsequent 
use  of  the  gardens  for  building  purposes. 
The  changes  in  the  Treasury  and  Home 
Office  were  perfectly  simple.  The  Home 
Office  required  a  great  deal  more  accom- 
modation, and  it  would  take  over  a  large 
part  of  the  Local  (xovemment  Board 
offices.  He  hoped  it  would  be  possible 
to  house  under  one  roof  all  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Home  Office,  which  it  was 
necessary  and  desirable  to  have  together. 
The  Duke  of  York's  School  would  be 
completed  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
Walmer  Castle  had  now  become  an 
historic  building,  and  did  not  appear 
specifically,  but  in  the  general  provisionfor 
ancient  monuments  and  historic  build- 
ings. He  understood  privately  that  the 
Lord  Warden  did  not  intend  to  occapf 
premises  in  Dover  Castle. 

Sir  C.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.). 
who  was  indistinctly  heard,  was  UIlde^ 
stood  to  comment  on  the  unsightly 
appearance  of  the  Museum  in  Cromndl 
Road,  and  said  that  the  two  small  and 
insignificant    towers    on    it    spoilt  thi 
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effect  of  the  domes.  The  figures  which 
surrounded  the  building  appeared  to 
be  on  very  slender  stems,  and  always 
gave  one  the  impression  in  wet  weather 
that  they  were  trying  to  protect  them- 
selves from  the  rain. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said  that 
some  mention  had  been  made  of  the 
new  Duke  of  York  Schools  at  Dover, 
but  there  was  a  question  hardly 
less  interesting  to  those  who  lived  in 
lA>ndon,  and  that  was  what  was  going 
to  become  of  the  old  Duke  of  York 
School  buildings  in  Chelsea,  and  the 
extensive  and  beautiful  grounds  sur- 
rounding them.  London  Members, 
especially,  would  be  interested  to  hear 
what  was  going  to  be  done  with  that 
important  national  asset.  He  hoped 
it  was  not  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
speculative  builder,  which  would  be  in 
his  opinion  a  very  great  misfortune. 

♦Mb.  HARCOURT  said  that  the 
lUte  would  be  sold,  but  it  might  be  sold 
with  conditions  as  to  the  style  and  value 
of  the  buildings  to  be  erected  upon  it. 

Mr.  lane-fox  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash),  who  had  given  notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £4,524,  the  amount  of  the  rents 
paid  for  the  offices  of  the  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  said  he  had  no 
desire  to  reduce  the  Vote,  but  wished 
to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  replying.  He  desired 
to  ctaw  attention  to  the  inade- 
quacy of  the  premises  of  the  Board 
of  A^culture.  The  situation  of  those 
offices  was  absolutely  unsuited  to  the 
very  important  work  which  the  Board 
had  to  carry  on.  The  importance  of  the 
work  was  very  great  and  would  become 
greater.  He  had  great  sympathy  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  must,  in 
the  great  experience  he  had  had  of  small 
holdings,  have  seen  the  inadequacy 
of  this  small  holding.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
give  some  assurance  as  to  his  intentions 
with  regard  to  future  accommodation 
for  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  Every- 
body who  went  to  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture knew  how  difficult  it  was  either  to 
find  the  official  required,  or  to  transact 
business  there.     He  had  occasion  to  go 


to  the  Board  for  some  information,  and 
went  to  St.  James'  Square,  where  he  was 
informed  that  the  official  he  desired 
to  see  was  at  Whitehall  Place.  He  went 
to  Whitehall  and  found  the  official,  but 
was  told  that  the  information  he  required 
was  at  St.  James'  Square  and  Delahay 
Street.  He  had  either,  therefore,  to 
go  back  for  the  information  or  wait  until , 
a  messenger  could  go  to  St.  James' 
Square  and  Delahay  Street  and  bring  it 
back,  so  that  he  might  discuss  the  matter 
in  company  with  the  official  he  was 
dealing  with.  Let  hon.  Members  con- 
sider what  such  an  experience  would 
mean  to  an  unfortunate  and  perhaps 
elderly  agriculturist  who  made  a  great 
expedition  from  the  country  believing 
that  the  question  in  which  he  was 
interested  was  the  one  question  in  the 
world.  If  he  had  to  tour  around  in 
that  way,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  do  anjrthing.  But  if  it  was  in- 
convenient to  the  public  it  was 
even  more  so  to  those  engaged  in 
the  Department  itself.  The  In- 
telligence Department  had  been 
driven  out  to  make  room  for  the  new 
Small  Holdings  Commissioners,  and  it  was 
only  recently  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  represented  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  in  the  House  of  Commons 
hid  been  given  accommodation  at  White- 
hall Place.  It  was  a  scandal  that  for 
all  these  years  the  representative 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  had  had  no  place  where  he 
could  do  his  business,  either  in  this 
House  or  at  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 
Thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some 
accommodation  had  now  been  provided 
somewhere  in  the  roof  of  the  building 
and  a  room  secured  for  his  accommoda- 
tion at  Whitehall  Place.  But  other 
accommodation  was  lacking,  and  the 
whole  thing  required  revision.  The  legal 
adviser  to  the  Board  was  housed  in  St. 
James'  Square,  and  his  understudy 
at  Whitehall  Place.  There  were  no 
doubt  many  occasions  under  the  Small 
Holdings  Act  when  thev  might  require 
the  attendance  of  their  legal  adviser 
at  the  head  office  of  the  Board,  and 
many  occasions  when  the  officials  there 
would  not  have  the  time  or  opportunity  of 
consulting  him.  Then  there  was  theques- . 
tion  of  the  typists.  At  the  present  time 
the  typists  of  the  Fisheries  jDepartment 


739 


Supply, 


{COMMONS} 


Supply. 


m 


were  compiling  the  records  in  Delahay  ! 
Street,  another  set  of  typists  were  com- 
piling other  records  at  Whitehall  Place, 
and   it  was   quite  impossible  -  to    inter- 
change   these    typists,  although   in  the 
Fisheries    Department   there    might    be 
great  pressure  whilst  in  other    Depart- 
ments the  typistfl  were  doing    nothing. 
The  work  of  the  Board   of  Agriculture 
was  increasing  every  day,  and  the  diffi- 
culties    involved     correspondingly    in- 
creased.    It  was  obvious  if  they   com- 
pared the  expenditure  of  this  country 
upon    agriculture    with    that    of    other 
countries  they  would  before  long  be  bound 
to  increase  the  British  expenditure.  Under 
present  conditions  agriculture   was  put 
in  the  background.    The  offices  of   the 
Board   were  most    inadequate,   and    he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Committee  some  idea  of  what 
were    the    proposals    to    remedy    that 
stat<}  of  things.     What  w^as  wanted  was 
a  central  office  in  connection  if  possible 
with    the    Department    of    Woods    and 
Forests  with  which  in  the  near  future 
there    would    be    a    considerable    inter- 
change of  w^ork.     He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  realise  the  difficulties 
of  the  present  situation,  difficulties  which 
were  felt,  not  only  by  the  public,  but  by 
the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
who     were    greatly    hampered   in  their 
work,   although  they   w^ere  not  allowed 
to  say  so. 

*MR.HARCOURTsaid  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  moving  to  reduce  this  Vote  had 
taken  a  course  necessary  under  the 
procedure  of  the  House  in  order  to 
extract  the  statement  he  desired.  He 
moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  the 
amount  of  the  whole  of  the  rents 
of  the  offi(5es  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture. His  arithmetic  was  not,  how- 
ever, quite  correct.  The  real  rent  paid 
was  £*],870.  The  hon.  Member  had  not 
the  least  wish  to  reduce  the  rent,  but 
rather  to  obtain  a  building  which  would 
cost  a  great  deal  more.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  spoken  with  some  justice  of  the 
small  holding  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
being  inconveniently  placed.  He  him- 
self admitted  the  inconvenience  of  the 
arrangement.  It  was  one  of  the  many  in- 
conveniences which  he  had  inherited  from 
his  predc(<rssors.  But  it  hid  been  his 
object  during  the  hst  two  years  to  on- 
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deavour  to  remedy  those  inconveniences, 
and  he  had  been  looking  about  in  order 
to  find  a  way  of  bettering  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  in  this  respect.  He  recog- 
nised the  enormous  inconvenience  of 
the  present  distribution  of  the  offices  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  had  every 
intention  of  re-housing  the  Board  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  He  hud  various 
sites  in  his  mind,  but  the  hon.  Member 
would  quite  understand  that  it  would  be 
most  unwise  to  make  any  statement 
as  to  them  at  present  because  that 
would  only  put  up  the  price  against 
him.  The  hon.  Member,  might,  however, 
rest  assured  that  everything  that  it  was 
possible  to  do  would  be  done. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAT  (St 
Andrews  Burghs)  understood  that  the 
new  Duke  of  York's  School  at  Dover 
would  cost  something  like  £300,000. 
They  had  not  been  told  what  the 
estimate  as  to  the  value  of  the  old 
school  was,  but  it  was  presumably  a  good 
deal  more  than  that.  The  point  he 
wanted  to  make  was  that  whatever 
sum  was  realised  over  the  £300,000,  the 
cost  of  the  new  school,  ought  to  be 
devoted  to  the  orphans  of  soldiers  and 
not  taken  for  any  other  purpose.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman:  could  give 
them  that  assurance  it  would  be  a  source 
of  great  satisfaction  to  all  who  were 
interested  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  C.  E.  price  called  attention 
to  the  condition  of  the  building? 
opposite  Downing  Street,  occupied 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  Two 
houses  had  been  recently  cleaned  and 
greatly  improved  in  appearance,  and 
if  that  could  be  done  with  the  Bo%rd  of 
Trade  buildings  they  might  greatly  add 
to  the  beauty  of  the  street.  He  was  not 
quite  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  do  anything  to  effect  alterations 
in  the  War  Office,  but  the  passage  which 
had  been  built  across  the  front  greatly 
detracted  from  the  appearance  of  the  in- 
terior the  moment  the  door  was  opened. 
It  destroyed  the  appearance  of  the  stair- 
case and  the  whole  effect  which  the 
architect  intended  in  designing  that  stair- 
case. A  wall  which  faced  right  opposite  the 
door-way  was  a  great  blot  on  the  appear- 
ance of  the  building  on  entering.  He  was 
not  sure  whether  it  could  bejuade  bettwb/ 
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placing  a  clock  on  the  wall,  but  certainly 
at  present  the  appearance  on  entering 
was  disappointing  in  the  extreme.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention,  he 
believed,  had  been  drawn  to  the 
danger  likely  to  arise  by  placing  a 
light  opposite  the  statute  of  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge.  He  regretted  that  the 
Westminster  authorities  had  not  agreed 
to  place  a  light  on  the  other  side,  for  it 
would  certainly  preserve  the  monument 
from  the  risks  which  might  be  run  in  time 
of  excitement.  The  chance  of  a  bomb 
or  something  of  that  kind  being  placed 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  monument 
under  shelter  of  the  darkness  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  a  very  serious  thing.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  past  the  place  at 
night  time,  but  he  could  assure  him  that 
at  present  it  was  a  very  serious  defect. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  of  placing 
new  buildings  on  the  green  spot  next  to 
the  Law  Courts,  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  indeed  a  pity  to  cover  that  open  space, 
which  was  a  welcome  relief  to  the  eye, 
and  certainly  the  Royal  Courts  of  Justice 
would  not  be  made  less  impressive  by 
leaving  that  ground  untouched. 

♦Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  that  on  page  49  of  the  Estimates  he 
found  that  the  provision  for  coal  and 
firewood  for  England  and  Wales  and 
Scotland  was  £2,000  more  than  was 
provided  last  year,  while  gas,  the  manu- 
facture of  which  was  not  indirectly 
connected  with  coal,  was  £500  less.  He 
did  not  quite  know  whether  the  higher 
amount  of  coal  was  in  consequence 
of  our  having  more  public  offices,  or 
whether  it  was  in  anticipation  of 
the  increased  price,  resulting  from 
the  Eight  Hours  Bill,  or  the  fear 
thereof  which,  he  saw,  was  taken 
into  account  in  letting  offices  \\\ 
the  City,  in  which  firing  was  included 
in  the  rent.  If  the  right  hon.  Uentlo- 
man  could  kindly  explain  that,  he  ^^ould 
be  grateful.  As  to  the  open  space  on 
the  west  of  the  Law  Courts,  it  was  a 
comfort  to  people  going  to  and  from 
the  City  to  see  the  refreshing  green 
area.  It  was  a  place  of  Tght,  refresh 
ment,  and  peace.  If  that  could 
be  spared  it  certainly  would  be 
a  source  of  enjoyment  to  many,  though 
it  might  be  that  it  was  inevitable  that 


it  should  be  built  upon.  He  thought 
it  was  extremely  probable  that  the 
Marble  Arch  did  not  come  under  this 
^  Vote,  but  he  would  welcome  a  state- 
ment from  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
as  to  what  was  happwiing  there,  because 
it  was  rather  difficult  to  follow  what 
was  intended  in  the  present  state  of 
progress. 

♦Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth)  said 
it  should  be  remembered  in  connection 
with  the  new  Law  Courts,  that  a 
great  number  of  tall  buildings  had  been 
erected  in  the  vicinity  of  the  open 
space  proposed  to  be  built  upon,  and 
that  questions  of  light  and  air  rights 
might  be  raised.     He  saw  that  a  small 

,  amount  was  asked  for  this  year,  which 
looked  as  if  the  new  buildings  were  not 
going  to  be  pushed  forward  with  all 
speed.  The  necessity  for  the  new  build- 
ings would  be  admitted  by  anyone  who 
saw  the  loose  horse-box  which  was  put 
up  in  the  Central  Hall,  and  where  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  sat.  Anyone 
who  had  seen  that  structure  must  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  sooner 
that  state  of  things  was  remedied  the 
better.  He  hoped  that  the  £5,000 
they  were  now  voting  would  enable 
the  new  Law  Courts  to  be  commenced 
bhi&  year.  The  lofty  buildings]  to 
which  he  had  referred  overlooked  the 
open  space,  and  he  was  afraid  that, 
unless  some  great  care  had  been  taken 
to  preserve  rights  of  air  and  light,  some 
difficulty  might  be  experienced  with 
regard  to  those  rights.  He  hoped, 
however,  %that  care  had  been  taken, 
and  that  it  would  be  all  right.  He 
hoped  the  buildings  would  be  rapidly 
completed.  He  knew  they  were  comprised 
in  the  original  design,  and  he  had 
sufficient  faith  in  the  great  designer 
of  the  Courts  to  believe  that  he  had 
arranged  that  any  additional  Courts 
which  might  be  erected  should  not  spoil 

I  the  harmony  of  his  design. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  said  the  Question 
asked  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  St.  Andrews  Burghs  as  to  the  value 
of  the  old  Duke  of  York's  School  was 
one  which  the  hon.  Member  would  forgive 
him  if  he  said  that,  even  if  he  knew  the 
value  accurately,  he  would  not  state  it, 
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when  the  Grovemment  was   going    into 
the  market  to  sell  it. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  said 
he  had  not  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  state  the  value,  but  to  say  that 
any  surplus  which  there  might  be  over 
the  £300,000. Aould  be  devoted  to  the 
orphans  of  soldiers. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  said  he  had  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  objecting. 
As  to  the  disposal  of  the  surplus,  that 
was  entirely  a  matter  for  the  Treasury, 
subject  to  the  Acts  which  governed  the 
ownership  of  the  site  and  school.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  had  asked 
him  a  Question  with  regard  to  the  build- 
ings of  the  Board  of  Trade.  As  soon  as  he 
had  put  up  the  new  buildings  the  present 
ones  would  be  dealt  with.  As  to  the 
passage  at  the  War  Office,  they  attached 
value  and  importance  to  it,  and  the 
plans  of  the  architect  had  been  faithfully 
carried  out.  A  clock  was  being  prepared 
under  his  direction  to  be  placed  on  the 
blank  wall  on  the  staircase,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  alluded.  As  to 
the  lighting  of  Whitehall,  that  was  not 
a  matter  within  his  control ;  it  belonged 
to  the  City  Council,  and  he  could  not 
interfere  with  them.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Montgomery  Boroughs  had  asked 
him  as  to  the  item  for  coal.  There  had 
been  an  increase  in  the  number  of  larger 
buildings,  and  the  item  included  the 
prisons  of  England.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Great  Yarmouth  had  referred  to  the 
question  of  the  Law  Courts.  He  could 
assure  him  that  the  buildings  would  be 
j)U8hcd  ahoad  with  the  greatest  possible 
speed,  and  that  no  trouble  would  arise 
with  regard  to  light  and  air  rights.  As 
to  the  loss  of  a  pleasant  garden,  he  was 
very  conscious  of  that  fact,  but  if  the 
use  of  a  plot  of  vacant  ground  for  twenty 
years  as  a  garden  was  to  be  made  the 
foundation  of  a  claim  that  it  should  not 
be  used  for  building  purposes,  it  would 
not  encourage  them  in  similar  circum- 
stances to  lay  out  vacant  spaces  tem- 
porarily for  purposes  of  pleasure,  if,  at 
the  end  of  twenty  years,  that  very  fact 
was  to  be  advanced  as  a  reason  for  not 
building  on  them  according  to  original  in- 
tentions. They  would  simply  put  up 
hoardings  as  was  done  in  Leicester  kSquare 
for  many  years. 

Mr,  I/mroiirt, 


Mr.  HICKS  BEACH  hoped  that  th 
right  hon.  Grentleman  would  within  tk 
next  twelve  months  be  able  to  lodge 
the  Board  of  Agricultuie  in  one  buildii^ 
It  was  very  inconvenient  to  the  officii 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  to  have 
their  offices  in  four  separate  places  in 
Whitehall  and  St.  James's  Square.  It 
was  also  very  inconvenient  for  agricultiu- 
ists  who  came  up  from  the  countxy  not 
to  be  able  to  find  the  office  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture.  The  fact  of  a  visitor 
from  the  country  having  to  run  back- 
wards and  forwards  between  Whitehall 
and  St.  James's  Square  was  not  calcnUted 
to  put  him  in  a  good  temper  with  the 
Board  or  enable  lum  to  do  his  busineu 
within  a  short  time.  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  them,  now  that  various 
departments  were  to  be  housed  in 
the  new  block  in  Great  George  Stteet, 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  give  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  either  the  existing 
Home  Office  or  the  existing  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  office  ?  If  h^  could  not 
do  that,  what  use  was  it  intended  to 
make  of  the  old  War  Office  in  Pall  Mall! 
Was  it  intended  to  use  it  in  future  as  a 
Government  Office,  or  to  sell  it,  or  what 
was  proposed  to  be  done  with  it? 
The  hon.  Member  for  one  of  the 
Scottish  constituencies  had  complained 
that  more  money  was  not  voted 
for  Scotland  in  the  present  Estimates. 
He  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  fact  that  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
spent  in  Scotland  in  the  present  year, 
under  various  heads  of  this  particular 
I  Vote.  For  instance  they  would  find 
i  that  on  page  48  the  amount  for  main- 
!  tenance  and  repairs  of  public  buildings 
;  in  Scotland  was  £2,000  more  in  the 
I  coming  year  than  it  was  last  year.  Under 
I  Sub-head  5,  there  was  an  mcrease  of 
£300  for  coal  and  firewood. 

I 

♦Mr.  HEES  :   It  is  only  a  thirtieth  of 

the  whole. 

'  Mr.  hicks  beach  said  there  wasan 
increase  imder  Sub-head  6  of  the  same 

I  Vote  of  about  £230.  If,  again,  they 
turned  over  the  page,  there  was  a  large 

j  increase  under  Vote  G,  Sub-head  7,-  of 
about  £400  for  furniture  ;  and  he  wi^ed 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  why 
it     had     been    necessary     to     increase 
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thefle  various  itemd  in  the  current 
year   in    the    case   of   Scotland   alone. 

'  *Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  was 
Borry  to  notice  that  there  was  r 
considerable  increase  in  the  total 
Vote  notwithstanding  their  pretended 
economy,  and  a  very  large  part  of 
it,  £14,250,  was  for  furniture.  When 
they  were  well  off,  and  had  plenty  of 
money,  they  might  be  extravagant  in 
r^ard  to  furniture  which  they  ought,  to 
curtail  when  there  was  need  for  economy. 
He  was  afraid  waste  was  going  on  some- 
where, especially  in  regard  to  this  item. 
He  quite  admitted  that  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  look  after  their  public 
buildings,  but  there  was  no  occasion 
that  he  knew  of  to  be  extravagant. 
Although  they  had  not  the  details  which 
would  enable  them  to  criticise  the  Vote 
Tery  closely,  he  was  afraid  there  was  ap- 
parent extravagance  when  they  had  to  pay 
in  the  coming  yeir  over  £50,000  more 
than  last  year.  In  regard  to  Scotland 
they  paid  too  much  towards  the  revenue 
of  the  country  generally,  and  did  not 
get  their  fair  share  back.  They  did 
not  get  anything  like  the  proportion 
they  were  supposed  to  have  on  what 
was  called  the  equivalent  grant,  viz., 
that  they  ought  to  have  11  per  cent. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order;  that  cannot  be  discussed  on  this 
Vote. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  was  very  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  was  allowed  to 
allude  to  the  expenditure  in  Scotland. 

The  deputy -CHAIRMAN:  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  alluded  to  items 
on  the  Vote. 

*Mr.  MORTON   said    he    wanted   to 
say,   with  regird   to   those   items,   that 
they   did   not   get   their    fair   share    r.s  \ 
regarded    public    buildings    and    other 
matters,  and  he  did  not  think,  therefore,  , 
there  was  any  reason  to  complain  that  ; 
on  this  Vote  Scotland  had  too  large  a!i 
amount.     He  would  like  to  ask  whether 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman    would   give 
a   little   more   information   with   regard 
to  the  new  Law  Courts  in  the  Strand. 
Ho  was  as  much  in  favour  of  open  spaces 


as  anyone,  but  they  could  not  have 
open  spaces  everywhere,  or  they  would 
have  no  property  to  pay  rates  and 
taxes.  That  part  of  London  was  pro- 
vided fairly  well  with  open  spaces,  and 
he  was  not  anxious  to  preserve  the  Law 
Court  gardens  as  an  open  space.  But 
the  item  was  new,  and  it  had  never 
been  explained  what  was  going  to  be 
done  eventually  with  the  £95,000,  of 
which  £5,000  was  on  the  Vote  as 
a  commencement.  He  would  like  to 
know  what  was  the  scheme  that 
the  right  hon.  (Jentleman  expected 
to  carry  out.  Could  the  plans  be 
seen  of  what  was  proposed  ?  Did 
they  want  four  new  Law  Courts  ? 
He  dared  say  that  even  £95,000  would 
not  complete  the  scheme.  They  seldom 
had  a  scheme  without  having  a  revised 
estimate.  With  regard  to  the  item  of 
£14,210  for  the  maintenance  and  pro- 
tection of  ancient  monuments,  £3,935 
of  that  was  appropriated  to  Scotland. 
They  had  not  much  information  as  to 
how  that  money  was  to  be  expended. 
He  did  not  think  they  did  enough  in 
maintaining  those  old  monuments,  but 
he  would  like  to  know  what  was  going 
to  be  done  so  that  they  might  see 
whether  the  money  was  properly  spent 
or  not.  A  certain  sum  had  already 
been  spent  on  the  Law  Courts  at  Edin- 
burgh, and  a  furthei  sum  was  now  asked. 
He  ihouffht  part  of  that  was  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  ground,  as  well  as  f'.)r  the  build- 
ings. Would  the  light  hon.  Gentlerran 
tell  them  what  was  the  present  position 
of  things,  whether  the  building  was 
being  gone  on  with  and  whether  it  was 
likely  to  be  completed  within  a  reasonable 
time.  At  present  before  the  alterations 
were  made  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
building  was  a  disgrace  to  the  country, 
to  civilisation,  and  1o  such  a  handsome 
city  as  Edinburgh,  and  he  trusted  that 
something  would  be  done  to  'give  them 
a  decent  and  respectable  Court.  He 
w^as  aware,  of  course,  that  all  these 
matters  cost  money,  but  it  was  their 
duty  to  find  out  as  much  as  they 
could  with  a  view  to  letting 
people  know  that  they  did  a 
least  attempt  to  know  somethin 
about  the  way  the  people's  money  was 
being  expended.  They  did  not  get  many 
opportunities  of  discussing  these  things 
and  perhaps  if  they  did  not  discuss  them 
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now  they  would  not  have  another  oppor- 
tunity, because  the  Government  would 
take  care  that  the  Vote  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  salary  would  never 
come  on  for  discussion;  it  vould 
b3  no  doub!:  guillotined  in  accordance 
^vith  the  rew  but  net  improved  pro- 
cedure. Therefore  it  was  their  duty 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Vote  as  well  as  they  were  able  and  to 
get  as  much  information  as  they  could. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that 
he  took  an  interest  in  these  buildings 
and  that  he  had  no  desire  at  all  to  be 
offensive  to  him  personally  in  making 
these  inquiries,  but  he  was  ..ure  that 
people  of  Scotland,  especially  in  regard 
to  the  matters  he  had  mentioned,  would 
be  obliged  to  him  if  he  would  give  them 
the  fullest  possible  information. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  did  not 
intend  to  raise  again  the  absorbing 
topic  which  was  of  interest  to 
Scotland  or  to  congratulate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucestershire  for  his  ex- 
ceeding industry  in  going  through  some 
of  the  items  in  which  he  had  discovered 
that  a  few  hundreds  had  been  spent  in 
Scotland  that  were  not  spent  last  year. 
He  observed  that  the  hon.  Member 
included  in  Scotland  Great  Scotland 
Yard  which  also  appeared  on  the  same 
Vote,  but  he  could  assure  him  it  was 
an  entirely  different  place.  He  really 
desired  to  recall  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  his  eagerness  in 
closing  up  the  open  spaces  in  London 
under  his  charge.  He  could  only  pre- 
sume that  he  had  one  eye  on  the  Land 
Values  Bill  which  the  Government  in- 
tended to  prosecute  to  its  success  or 
failure.  He  seemed  to  want  to  cover 
over  with  buildings  that  part  of  the 
garden  connected  with  the  Law  Courts 
which  had  been  open  some  twenty-five 
veal's.  That  appeared  to  be  a  (juestion 
which  h'gal  Members  were  more  qualified 
to  deal  with  than  he  was.  He  could 
only  think  the  ri<:lit  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
desiring  so  speedily  to  build  over  that 
ground,  had  some  idea  that  taxation 
would  be  imposed  on  unoccupied  spaces 
which  would  touch  the  pocket  of  the 
Treasury  of  which  he  was  so  close  a 
guardian.  H(}  desired  to  ask  a  question 
connected  with  a  point  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman     had    raised    himself, 

J/r.  Morton. 


which  had  filled  him  with  some  alarm, 
viz.,  the  question  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  School.  For  the  first  time, 
he  thought,  the  Committee  had  been 
informed  tnat  that  school,  not  only  the 
buildings  he  understood,  but  the  adlm^ 
able  open  space  which  sarFonnded  them, 
would  be  put  up  for  sale.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
able  to  reasure  them  that  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  let  out  as  building  lands, 
possibly  for  the  erection  of  streets  and 
houses  or  factories,  that  open  space  which 
had  been  a  great  pleasure  as  a  health 
resort  to  the  whole  of  the  someidiat 
crowded  neighbourhood  of  Chelsea.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  in  his 
eagerness  to  cover  the  ground  nitb 
buildings  would  spare  at  least  odo  or 
two  of  those  open  spaces  and  that  the 
ground  surrounding  the  Duke  of  Talk's 
School  would  remain  an  open  space  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  said  thenewpublio 
offices  at  the  comer  of  Whitehall  had 
been  allotted  a  long  time  ago,  and  would 
shortly  be  occupied  by  the  Board  of 
Education  and  the  Local  Gtovemineiit 
Board.  The  accommodation  vacated  bj 
the  liocal  Grovemment  Board  would  then 
be  occupied  mostly  by  the  Home  Offiee 
and  partly  by  the  Colonial  Office,  but  it 
was  all  reijuired  for  the  extension  of 
these  two  offices.  Immediately  the  old 
War  Office  building  in  Pall  Mall  ceased 
to  be  a  Government  office  it  passed  oat 
of  his  control  to  the  office  of  Woods  and 
Forests  who  were  proposing  to  let  it  oafc 
on  building  leases.  The  whole  poliqr 
for  many  years  had  been  to  concentrate 
Government  offices  in  the  neighbouihood 
of  Whitehall  and  the  Houses  of  Pailia- 
nient.  The  hon.  Member  for  Suthedand 
had  complained  of  the  increase  in  this 
Vote  bv  £14,000  for  furniture,  and  cer 
tainly  if  it  had  been  a  normal  year  he 
would  be  with  him.  But  this  hap- 
pened to  be  a  year  in  which  they  were 
occupied  with  a  new  block  ol  pnUic 
offices,  and  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Membef^s 
tender  heart  would  not  wish  to  turn  even 
his  colleague  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  into  an  imfumished  office. 
£13,000  for  furnishing  a  great  block  ol 
public  offices  and  £5,000  for  the  Dab 
oC  York's  school  furnitiire  removal  mads 
£18,000,   although  the   incTMii.  on  tbi 
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Vote  was  only  £14,000,  so  that  in  other 
directions  he  had  made  an  economy  of 
£4,000  in  order  to  meet  the  special 
demands  made  on  him  in  connection  with 
these  new  buildings.  The  extension  of 
the  Law  Courts  had  been  discussed  for 
a  great  many  years,  and  he  and  many 
of  his  predecessors  had  convinced  them- 
selves that  the  accommodation  was 
urgently  required  owing  to  the  fact  that 
two  new  Judges  had  been  appointed. 
It  was  proposed  to  carry  the  thing  out 
•8  a  continuation  of  the  original  plans. 
Judges,  Bar,  solicitors,  suitors,  and 
ojfficials  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  necessity 
of  the  Courts,  and  there  was  no  other 
place  to  put  them  except  this  vacant 
space. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  :  Do  you  want  four 
new  Courts  ? 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT:  Yes,  Sir.  The 
hon.  Member  would  be  pleased  to  know 
how  far  he  was  making  sixpences  go  in 
Scotland. 


♦Mr.    MORTON: 
bawbees  ? 


What    about    the 


♦Mr.  HARCOURT:  The  bawbees 
being  distributed  over  some  of  these 
heads.  He  was  spending  a  certain 
amount  in  the  preservation  of  the  his- 
toric parts  of  Edinburgh  Castle,  Arbroath 
Abbey,  Dunfermline  Palace,  Dunblane 
Cathedral,  Bothwell  House,  Stirling,  Lin- 
lithgow Palace,  Brechin  Cathedral,  Fort- 
loae  Cathedral,  Glasgow  Cathedral,  St 
Andrew's  Cathedral,  St.  Andrew's* 
Castle,  and  some  miscellaneous  monu- 
ments, chiefly  prehistoric. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  asked  what  was 
to  be  the  fate  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
School? 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  stated  that  he  had 
already  announced  that  the  site  was  for 
sale.  It  would,  of  course,  be  sold, 
subject  to  existing  Acts  which  affected  it, 
and  any  conditions  the  Treasury  might 
make  as  to  the  character  of  the  buildings 
to  be  erected  upon  it. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  desired  to 
know  if  it  was  proposed  to  keep  any  part 
M  an  open  space  ? 


♦Mr.  HARCOURT  replied  that  he  could 
not  say  what  arrangements  the  Treasury 
might  make. 

Lord  BALCARRES  hoped  that  some 
portion  of  the  site  now  occupied  by 
the  Duke  of  York's  School  would  be 
preserved  as  an  open  space.  The  value 
of  open  spaces  in  the  Metropolis  increased 
every  day,  and  if  the  First  Commissioner 
would  make  representations  in  that 
direction  to  the  Treasury,  no  doubt 
they  would  receive  due  consideration. 
With  regard  to  the  Paymaster- General's 
Office,  it  was  a  building  with  some 
historic  associations,  and  he  was  not 
aware  what  could  be  put  in  its  place 
which  would  more  worthily  occupy 
the  ground.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  improve- 
ments would  Jbe  limited  to  removing 
anachronisms  and  excrescences  without 
adding  new  masonry  to  old  buildings. 
With  regard  to  the  National  Gallery, 
he  was  ready  to  acknowledge  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  spending 
the  money  well.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sutherland  was  surprised  that 
the  Estimate  showed  an  increase.  The 
hon.  Member  ought  not  to  be  surprised, 
because  there  was  an  increase  of 
£1,000,000  on  the  Post  Office  Estimates, 
and  £670,000  on  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates. Next  year  there  would  be  a 
gigantic  increase  on  the  Navy  Estimates, 
and  the  same  thing  was  going  on  all 
round.  He  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  increase  in  this  par- 
ticular Vote,  because  there  were  few  ways 
in  which  the  money  could  be  spent  more 
profitably.  One  of  the  items  set  down 
in  connection  with  the  extension  of 
the  National  Gallery,  was  the  new  site 
and  buildings  for  the  Recruiting  Station 
in  Great  Scotland  Yard,  which  was 
very  suitable  and  extremely  central. 
In  a  foot-note  it  was  stated  that 
the  accommodation  which  this  build- 
ing used  to  have  behind  the  National 
Gallery  would  in  future  be  adapted 
to  extend  the  National  Portrait 
Grallery.  Few  public  institutions  were 
more  valuable  than  that,  and  it  was  now 
in  a  very  congested  state.  Therefore, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  doing  well  to  make  provision  for 
its  enlargement.  He  was  a  trustee  of 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  which  hft 
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considered  was  a  very  important  in- 
stitution, and  sadly  needed  extension. 
It  was  a  sad  thing,  month  after  month, 
when  interesting  and  valuable  portraits 
were  offered,  that  the  trustees  had  to 
consider  whether  they  were  justified 
in  accepting  a  picture  which  they  could 
not  exhibit  to  the  public.  He  hoped 
that  in  deciding  upon  these  extensions 
the  claims  of  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery  would  not  be  overlooked.  He 
was  not  pressing  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  make  a  grant  at  once  or  com- 
plaining of  the  amount  being  voted 
towards  the  National  Gallery,  but  he 
urged  that  in  complying  with  the  demands 
of  the  National  Gallery  they  should  not 
encroach  upon  the  space  which  would 
legitimately  fall  to  the  extension  of 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  because 
there  was  plenty  of  room  for  both.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
make  an  ample  extension  in  that  direc- 
tion whenever  the  finances  would  permit. 

♦Mr.  HA.RC()URT  said  that  with 
regard  to  what  had  been  said  about  pio- 
serving  t^^e  open  space  in  counecticui 
with  the  Dake  of  York's  School  he  would 
see  that  the  views  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed were  ])lace(l  before  the  Treasury. 
In  reply  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Chorley  he  might  say  that  he  had 
neither  the  money  for  nor  the  intention  of 
altering  the  Paymaster-CSreneral's  Office. 
As  for  the  National  I'ortrait  Gallery,  r.o 
Vote  was  put  down  for  its  extension,  but 
that  had  always  been  present  to  his 
mind  and  it  was  one  of  the  objects 
for  wliich  he  desired  to  clear  the  site 
behind  the  Gallery.  All  his  plans  for 
the  extension  of  the  National  Gallery 
had  always  loft  a  ])lace  for  the  extension 
of  the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  which 
was  greatly  needed,  and  when  he  could 
get  ri<l  of  the  Recruiting  Station  and 
obtain  the  m)pcv  from  the  Treasury  or 
anybody  else  that  woul<l  be  done. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBKTT  expressed  his 
gratitude  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  what  he  had  done  in  many  ways  to 
improve  the  accommxlation  for  Mem- 
bers in  the  H  )Uso.  Ho  had,  however, 
risen  simply  f(;r  the  purpose  of  asking 
what  was  the  actual  amount  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  g  )ing  to  spead 
on    historic    buildings     a!id    prehistoric 

Lord  Jiulainrs. 


monuments  in  Scotland.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  had  read  a  long  and  startling 
list  and  he  did  not  quite  grasp  what  the 
amount  was. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  :  The  amount  is 
£2,935  for  Scotland  alone. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  asked  what  was 
gjing  to  be  spent  on  the  same  kind  of 
work  in  Ireland  ? 

The     DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:    Tbt 

will  not  be  in  order  on  this  Vote. 

Mr.  LANE-FOX  saidhe  understood  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  when 
dealing  with  the  question  of  ancient 
monuments  in  Scotland  that  certain 
sums  had  been  spent  in  repairing  cathe- 
drals. His  experience  was  that  Scotland 
was  very  ably  and  thoroughly  represented 
in  the  House,  and  generally  she  got  a 
great  deal  more  than  she  was  entitled  to. 
[Cries  of  "  No."]  Well,  if  she  ^d  not, 
that  was  not  the  fault  of  her  represen- 
tatives. He  wished  to  know  why  cathe- 
drals in  Scotland  should  be  repaired 
at  the  public  expense,  while  English 
cathedrals  were  not.  Two  years  ago  he 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  a  grant  in  favour  of  an  English 
cathedral,  and  he  received  a  point  blsnk 
refusal.  Why  should  there  be  any  differ- 
ence between  Scotland  and  England  in 
that  matter  ? 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  did  not  see 

why  public  money  should  be  spent  on 
cathedrals  in  Scotland,  while  the  same 
thing  was  not  done  in  England.  He 
wished  to  know  when  the  entrance  to 
Trafalgar  Square,  at  the  end  of  the  road 
in  front  of  Buckingham  Palace,  would  be 
open  for  traffic.  The  road  had  been  open 
for  two  years,  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  part  to  which  he  referred 
should  not  be  made  available  for  traffic, 
even  though  the  official  residences  in 
connection  with  the  Admiralty  were 
not  yet  completed.  It  would  he  a 
great  public  convenience  if  the  road 
into  Trafalgar  Square  were  open.  It 
might  not  l)e  possible  to  open  the  road 
in  a  finished  state,  on  account  of  the 
building  operations,  but  he  did  not  see 
why  there  should  not  be  a  temporary 
opening      for     vehicular     trafiBc      He 
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thought  about  £20  would  do  the  whole 
thing.  The  proposed  extension  of  the 
Patent  Office  might  be  necessary,  but  he 
wished  to  know  why  so  large  a  sum 
as  £90,000  should  be  spent  upon  it. 
He  should  think  that  owing  to  the 
protective  policy  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  there  would  be  an  in- 
crease in  the  amount  of  work  done 
under  the  new  patents  law,  but  the 
sum  proposed  to  be  spent  in  extending 
the  office  seemed  to  be  very  large. 
He  could  not  join  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oieat  Yarmouth  in  expressing  confidence 
in  the  design  for  the  extension  of  the 
Law  Courts.  He  thought  he  was  correct 
in  saying  that  Judges,  barristers,  and 
suitors  were  agreed  that  the  ventilation 
and  accommodation  in  the  Law  Courts 
were  unsatisfactory,  although  the  outer 
shell  was  beautiful.  The  hon.  Member 
had  said  that  in  the  new  building  there 
would  be  light  and  air.  That  was 
exactly  what  he  understood  there  had 
never  been  in  the  present  buildings, 
and  if  there  was  the  same  error  in  the 
design  of  the  new  buildings  they  would 
be  as  unsuitable  for  their  purpose  as 
apparently  the  older  buildings  had  turned 
out  to  be.  As  a  protest  against  money 
being  spent  on  Scottish  cathedrals,  he 
begged  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  i>342,400, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — 
{Sir  F.  Banbury.) 


♦Mr.  HARCOURT  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  carry 
his  protest  further.  The  history  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Crown  for  the  slight 
maintenance  of  certain  ecclesiastical 
buildings  was  this.  After  the  abolition 
of  Episcopacy  in  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  the  obligation  of  supporting 
certain  collegiate  and  ecclesiastical  build- 
ings was  transferred  to  the  Crown.  The 
expenses  of  these  repairs  were  borne  by 
the  hereditary  revenues  of  the  Crown  up 
till  1832,  and  then  transferred  to  the 
Vote  for  public  buildings  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  Committee  of  this  House 
which  sat  in  1831.  The  whole  thing 
amounted  to  very,  little  in  money.  It 
^as   an  obligation   which  this  country 


took  over  with  the  Union*  The  road 
from  Buckingham  Palace  to  Trafalgar 
Square  would  be  known  as  The  Mall.  It 
was  not  possible  to  open  it  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Baronet  until  the 
new  buildings  were  nearer  completion. 
The  hon.  Baronet  would  understand  that 
if  the  road  at  that  point  were  opened, 
traffic  would  have  to  go  through  what 
was  practically  a  builder's  yard  when 
building  operations  were  going  on.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  the  contractor 
properly  to  carry  on  his  work  if  traffic 
went  through  there,  and  in  the  event  of 
accident  to  any  member  of  the  public  he 
was  not  sure  on  whom  the  liability  would 
fall.  It  was  necessary  to  keep  up  the 
hoarding  when  the  foundations  were 
being  put  in.  The  superstructure  was 
now  going  up  which  included  the 
arches.  The  sum  stated  in  the  Vote  for 
the  Patent  Office  included  the  cost  of  the 
site  as  well  as  the  buildings,  and  there- 
fore the  amount  was  not  so  large  as  it 
seemed  on  paper.  The  work  ^  of  the 
Patent  Office  had  very  largely  increased 
as  the  result  of  recent  legislation,  and  the 
effect  of  that  increase  had  been  generally 
to  the  advantage  of  English  trade. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.)  said  he  would  vote  against 
the  Amendment  if  there  should  be  a 
division.  The  cathedrals  in  Scotland 
were  great  historic  monuments.  It  was 
for  want  of  a  little  money  applied  at  the 
right  time  that  these  monuments  were 
illowed  to  go  to  wreck  and  ruin.  That 
was  the  case  of  a  historic  building  for 
which  a  small  sum  was  required  at 
present  in  order  to  save  the  expenditure 
of  a  greater  sum  in  future.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Barkston  Ash  Division 
had  stated  that  Scotland  got  too  much 
ind  England  too  little. 

The  DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN:  It  is 
out  of  order  on  this  Vote  to  discuss  the 
general  finances  of  the  two  kingdoms. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  said  that 
if  it  had  been  in  order  to  read  an  official 
Paper  which  he  held  in  his  hand  he  would 
have  been  able  to  show  that  Scotland 
not  only  contributed  more  than  her  share , 
but  that  she  did  not  get  all  she  was  en« 
titled  to. 
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Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  there  were 
cathedrals  in  England  of  great  historic 
interest  which  were  in  want  of  money. 
Winchester  Cathedral  was  as  great  as  any 
in  Scotland,  and  it  had  fallen  into  decay. 
A  short  time  ago  he  had,  out  of  his 
slender  means,  contributed  for  the  repair 
of  that  cathedral. 


M^.    MITCHELL  -  THOMSON 
didL 


So 


SirF.  BANBURY  said  that  that  was  no 
reason  why  the  Grovernment  should  cut 
out  the  "  predominant  partner,"  and 
only  give  to  the  more  importunate 
msmber  of  the  Union.  He  was  not 
aware  of  anything  in  the  Act  of  Union 
which  compelled  Great  Britain  to  under- 
take the  repair  of  these  particular  places. 
He  gathered  thit  a  certain  number  of 
buildings  were  taken  over  under  the  Act 
of  Union.  If  they  were  bound  under  the 
Act  of  Union  to  maintain  them  he  would 
not  go  to  a  division. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  said  that  in  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  repair  of  St. 
Andrew's  Cathedral,  although  it  was 
not  specifically  mentioned  in  the 
Act  of  Union,  a  bargain  was  made  be- 
tween the  two  nations  that  certain 
castles,  palaces  and  other  buildings 
were  to  be  kept  in  repair  at  the 
national  expsnse.  He  would  be  the  last 
person  in  the  world  to  votx5  public  money 
for  sectarian  purposes,  but  he  hoped 
they  would  still  be  allowed  to  carry  out 
honestly  a  bargain  made  between  the 
two  countries  at  the  time  of  the  Union. 
He  was  astonished  to  hear  that  the 
richest  Church  in  the  world  was  allowing 
Winchester  or  any  other  cathedral  in 
England  to  go  to  ruin.  There  was  plenty 
of  money  beloi^giiig  to  that  Church, 
so  let  the  hon.  Baronet  appeal  to  them. 
He  had  alw^ays  heard  that  whenever 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Church  of 
England  took  place — he  did  not  know- 
when  that  was  going  to  happen— the 
cathedrals  would  be  claimed  and  pre- 
served as  public  buildings. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  Order, 
order.  That  question  does  not  arise  on 
this  Vote. 

*Mr.  MORTON  said  he  was  only  trying 
to  answer  the  hon.  Baronet  who  repre- 


sented the  City  of  London  ;  and  to  ex- 
plain that  ths  small  sum  asked  foi  foi 
the  repair  of  St.  Andrews  Catiiednl, 
was  part  of  the  bargain  made  at  the 
time  of  the  Union. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  said  he  wished  to 
explain  as  to  the  Act  of  Union.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  maintenance  ol 
these  buildings  was  specified  in  the  Act 
of  Union,  but  that  the  Act  of  Union  set 
forth  that  Great  Britain  was  to  take  over 
all  the  obligations  of  the  Crown  of  Soot- 
land,  and  the  maintenance  of  this  build- 
ing was  one  of  these  obligations. 


Mr.  fell  said  he  was 
to  hear  his  hon.  friend  bringing  up  the 
question  of  the  Board  of  Agdcnl- 
ture  and  he  hoped  before  long  to  see 
all  the  departments  of  that  Boiid 
under  one  roof.  He  saw  that  there 
was  a  considerable  increase  in  the  cost 
of  electric  current  this  year,  and  abo 
that  there  was  an  item  of  £3,000  for 
carrying  out  alterations  and  changM 
in  the  Home  Office.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  that  was  rather  a  large  sum,  as  he  on- 
dorstood  that  it  was  the  expense  of 
interior  decorations.  If  so,  he  hoped 
those  responsible  would  have  the  benefit 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  vell- 
known  artistic  taste. 

I  *Mr.  HARCOURT  said  he  was  afraid 
those  alterations  were  merely  stnK* 
tural.  If  the  hon.  Member  only  knew 
the  difficulty  of  making  these  intenftl 
structural  alterations  he  would  not 
say  that  £.3,000  was  too  large  a  sum. 

Mr.    T.    L.    CORBETT     said   th»t 

the     hon.      Member      for     Sutherliod 

had  stated  that  he   would  be   the  brt 

man   to   agree  to  a  Vote  for  sectaiiiD 

purposes,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  hid 

voted  the  other  night  for  what  was  cleulf 

I  an    Irish   sectarian   University.    Before 

I  they  went  to  a  division  on  this  very 

considerable    Vote    for    Scotland    they 

j  were  entitled  to  know  whether  Ireland 

;  was  to  have  an  equivalent  grant  given 

!  to  her. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT :  This  Vote  is  en- 
tirely   devoted    to    England,    Scotlud 

[  and  Wales. 
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Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  thought  that  ment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat 
when  voting  large  sums  of  money  for  day  of  March  1909,  for  Expenditure  in 
pre-historic  buildings  and  cathedrals  in  '  respect  of  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Scotland  they  were  entitled  to  know  Buildings,  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
whether  an  equivalent  grant  was  to  be  certain  Cemeteries  Abroad." 
given  to  Ireland. 


L 


*Mr.  HARCOURT  :  No. 

*Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said  he  wished  to  draw  attention 
to  the  new  vaccine-station  at  Enfield, 
which  was  built  for  the  purpose  of  a  cruel 
kind  of  vivisection.  He  understood  that 
calves  were  at  that  institution  strapped 
down  to  a  table,  and  that  150  wounds 
were  made  with  a  knife  in  their  skin  for 
yaccination  purposes.  These  wounds 
were  then  rubbed  with  some  virulent 
matter.  The  calves  were  then  removed 
to  their  stalls,  and  their  heads  strapped 
up  to  prevent  them  from  licking  their 
wounds.  In  a  few  days  pustules  developed, 
and  the  calves  were  then  again  strapped 
down  on  the  table,  and  the  pustules  were 
scraped  off  to  make  what  is  called  **  vaccine 
lymph." 

The  DEPUIT-CHAIRMAN :  Would 
the  hon.  Gentleman  say  what  item  he  is 
referring  to  ? 

Mr.  LUPTON :  Vote  IX.,  A.  13. 

The  DSPUrY-CHAIRMAN  :^  That 
item  is  on  last  year's  Estimates  and  not 
under  the  Vote  for  this  year. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  wished  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his 
explanation  in  regard  to  St.  Andrews 
Cathedral.  He  understood  tkat  though 
that  Cathedral  was  not  mentioned  in 
the  Act  of  Union,  it  was  a  perfectly 
agreed  understanding  that  that  build- 
ing was  to  be  maintained.  He  would, 
therefore,  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Llotion,   by  leave,   withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £52,400 
(including  a  Supplementary  sum  of 
£13,000),  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  simi  necessary  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 


♦:Jr.  hicks  beach  moved  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £100  in 
order  to  call  attention  to  two  items — 
£9,500  for  the  erection  of  a  new  Legation 
at  Adis  Abeba,  and  £4,500  for  the  erection 

I  of  bungalows  at  Peitaho,  the  estimates 
for  the  total  cost  of  these  works  being 
not  yet  fixed.  Why  should  they  be 
asked  to  make  those  Votes  when  the 
Estimates  for  the  whole  of  the  work 
were  not  yet  settled  ?  That  was  not  a 
g3od  way  of  doing  business.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  a  new  Legation  at  Adis 
Abeba  was  necessary,  but  he  was  not 
quite  so  sure  about  the  bungalows  at 
Peitaho,  which  he  supposed  were  for  the 
use  of  the  students  and  members  of  the 
Legation  during  the  hot  season,  and  would 
consequently  not  be  occupied  all  the 
year    round.      He     quite    realised    the 

I  desirability  of  our  representatives  having 
a  summer  resort  outside  Peking,  but  if 
it  were  possible  would  it  not  be  more 
economical  to  hire  bungalows  for  the 
summer  months  than  to  build  them? 
Then  he  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
the  new  Consulates  to  be  erected  at 
Cairo,  Port  Said,  Dakar,  Mouravia, 
Stanleyville,  Boma,  and  Seoul,  and 
to  the  rebuilding  of  the  Consulate  at 
Nagasaki.  No  doubt  new  Consulates 
were  necessary,  but  he  asked  whether  the 
Government  were  taking  any  steps  to  im- 
prove the  position  and  status  of  the 
Consuls  in  various  parts  of  the  world 
who  were  looking  after  the  interests  of 
British  trade.  Then  as  to  the  now  Con- 
sulate at  Mukden,he  saw  that  the  Estimal  e 
was  £10,000,  while  only  £1,000  was  taken 
for  this  year.  At  that  rate  it  would  take 
ten  years  for  the  completion  of  the  work, 
and  he  hoped  that  time  would  not  be 
occupied  as  it  was  most  important  to 
British  interests  and  commerce  that 
we  should  have  a  Consulate  in  that  part 
of  Manchuria  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
sooner  it  was  in  working  order  the  better 
it  would  be  for  this  country.  The  point 
in  the  Vote,  however,  that  he  particularly 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  was  the 
voting  of  certain  sums  of  money  for 
building  at  Adis  Abeta  and  Peitaho,  when 
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the  Committeo  wore  given  no  idea  at  all  as 
to  what  the  total  expenditure  on  those 
two  items  are  likely  to  be.  That  he  con 
sidered  to  be  a  novel  and  undesirable 
method  of  controlling  the  expenditure  of 
the  country,  and  on  that  ground  he 
beggod  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £52,300  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — (Mr. 
Ilicks  Beach,) 

♦Mr.  fell  said  that  he  also  had  a 
notice  down  to  reduce  the  Vote  in 
order  to  call  attention  to  the  excessive 
cost  of  the  Embassy  at  Paris,  although 
it  might  seem  a  little  invidious  to  do 
so,  because  the  Vote  showed  a  marked 
decrease  from  last  year  to  the  extent 
of  £25,000.  He  considered  that  Consuls 
were  required  in  a  good  many  places 
where  they  were  not  now  provided, 
although  he  could  not  touch  upon 
those  matters  upon  the  present  Vote. 
His  reason  for  objecting  to  the  large 
expenditure  on  the  Paris  Embassy 
was  that  there  were  not  sufficient  Con- 
suls in  these  new  and  growing  countries, 
.while  perhaps  we  were  too  well-supplied 
with  Embassies  and  Legations  in  the  old. 
No  doubt  the  Cairo  Consulate  was  com- 
menced to  be  erected  at  an  unfortunate 
time,  as  there  had  been  a  great  develop- 
ment of  the  building  trade  in  Egypt 
in  the  last  few  years  which  had  doubtless 
added  to  the  cost.  The  original  Esti- 
mate was  £6,000,  but  he  saw  the  cost 
was  now  put  down  at  £11,000.  It  might 
possibly  be  explained  that  the  increased 
cost  of  building  was  the  cause  of  the 
error  in  the  Estimate,  but  things  were 
duller  at  the  present  time  in  Egypt 
and  there  might  be  a  saving  next 
year.  With  regard  to  the  Dakka  Con- 
sulate he  was  glad  to  see  that  the  final 
Vote  tliey  were  asked  for  £3,000  would 
complete  it.  It  was  a  very  small  place 
on  the  West  (oast  of  Africa,  and  they 
were  spending  £10,000  upon  it,  which 
seemed  to  be  a  considerable  sum  for 
the  kind  of  bungalow  building  which 
would  be  put  up.     Then  with  regard  to 


Supply. 
of    learning 


;m 


country,  and  of  learning  the  tiutk 
about  the  Congo,  apart  from  tk 
pro  and  comtra  statements  which  ven 
now  put  forward.  At  Teheran,  the 
capital  of  Persia,  they  were  spending 
£5,000  for  the  erection  of  houses  for 
military  attaches  and  student  inter 
preters.  He  considered  that  that  vu 
a  good  sign  as  those  student  interpreten 
would  be  exceedingly  valuable  in  the 
future  in  helping  us  in  regard  to  the 
position  which  we  should  hold  in 
that  country.  He  would  be  glad  to 
see  a  Consulate  at  Mukden,  and  his 
objection  was  that  we  had  not  enough 
of  these  Consulates,  especially  in  nev 
countries  like  the  great  territory  d 
Manchuria,  which  would  in  tinw  to 
come  probably  be  a  great  place  for  the 
development  of  British  trade.  He  cooU 
not  help  noticing  that  the  £20,000  item 
of  last  year  did  not  appear  in  this 
year's  Estimates,  so  that  it  appeared 
that  no  further  sites  were  to  be  ac- 
quired this  year.  That  he  regretted 
exceedingly.  Reverting  to  the  Paw 
Embassy  he  said  it  was  the 
child  of  their  Embassies,  and  the 
which  the  existing  magnificent  paUce 
had  cost  was  extremely  great,  and 
he  feared  from  the  way  they  were 
voting  money  on  that  Embassy  froD 
year  to  year,  that  they  might  be 
induced  in  the  futurp  to  vote  further 
large  fiums  for  beautifying  that  great 
palace  and  the  gardens  which  made 
it  certainly  one  of  the  most  beautifnl 
embassies  in  the  world.  It  was  quite 
true  that  it  was  necessary  that  we  should 
have  a  great  Embassy  at  Paris,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  now  Puis 
occupied  a  very  different  position  from 
what  it  did  in  the  past.  It  was  at  one 
time  the  diplomatic  centre  of  the  woild, 
but  whether  that  attribute  had  paeaed 
to  Berlin  or  the  United  States  he  would 
not  stop  to  discuss.  They  ought,  how- 
ever, to  consider  whether  they  ought 
to  spend  much  more  on  that  gorgeous 
palace.  He  noticed  a  curious  reSmaifc 
\\  hich  had  been  made  about  that  palace. 
It  was  said  that  Lord  Rosebery  found 
among  the  old  furniture  in  the  Foreign 
Oilice   some   old  tapestries,  which  were 


Stiinleyville,    he    viewed    the    proposals ,  j^oiit    over    to  adorn   the    Embassy  in 


there  with  extreme  pleasure,  because  it 
would  give  them  some  opportunity  of 
getting    information    from    that    great 

Mr.  I/ic/:.<  JJeuf'h, 


Paris.  That  was  another  examplB  oi 
that  Embassy  being  the  spoilt  child  of 
such    institutions.     They   nad  not  tQO 
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many  old  tapestries  in  England,  and 
yet  those  were  sent  over  to  adorn  the 
Embassy  in  Paris.  Then  as  to  the 
Chancery  attached  to  the  Embassy 
in  which  the  official  work  was  done,  he 
had  opposed  the  Vote  of  £5,000  last  year, 
and  he  seemed  to  have  done  so  correctly, 
becanse  none  of  the  money  was  spent 
during  the  year,  and  evidently  none 
was  wanted.  Of  course  they  voted  it, 
bat  still  it  was  not  needed.  In  this 
year  for  the  Chancery,  however,  there 
appeared  an  item  of  £5,400,  and  he  could 
only  regret  that  so  much  was  being  spent 
upon  it.  He  supposed  it  was  to  be  com- 
jdeted.  But  that  was  not  the  whole 
amount  that  they  spent  upon  the  Paris 
Embassy,  because  there  was  an  item 
for  electric  lighting,  and  in  another  item 
of  £28,270  for  maintenance,  repairs,  etc. 
It  was  said  that  it  included  maintenance 
and  repair  of  plate,  and  the  State  rooms 
and  Chancery  furniture  and  charges 
for  maintenance,  including  those  of  the 
grounds  and  gardens.  There  was  a  note 
to  the  effect  that  it  included  the  Paris 
Embassy,  so  that  not  only  were  we  spend- 
ing in  the  last  two  or  three  years  great 
sums  in  repairs,  and  £5,400  on  the 
Chancery,  but  an  indefinite  sum  in 
this  way.  He  considered  that  some 
drag  must  be  put  upon  the  expenditure 
in  Paris,  and  he  therefore  supported  the 
Motion  for  reduction. 

♦Mr.  HARCGURT  said  that  an  hon. 
Member  particularly  wanted  to  know  what 
would  be  the  ultimate  cost  of  the  new 
legation  house  at  Adis  Abeba.  He  had 
carefully  avoided  putting  any  sum  in  the 
Estimates  because  he  was  not  able  to 
give  what  it  would  cost  exactly,  as  he 
had  not  been  able  to  get  exact  figures, 
but  he  believed  it  would  cost  £20,000, 
and  he  had  sent  a  man  out  there  to 
superintend  the  work.  The  building 
at  Peitaiho  was  a  necessary  summer 
residence  for  the  Minister  and  the 
Legation  at  Pekin,  as  they  re  illy  could 
not  remain  in  Pekin  during  the  summer. 
That,  he  believed,  would  cost  £8,000. 
Those  were  the  latest  Estimates,  but 
they  were  not  so  closely  trustworthy  that 
he  could  put  them  in  the  Estimates. 
The  Government  did  not  provide  all 
Consuls  with  houses,  and  they  were  only 
provided  with  them  in  distant  places 
where  it  was  difficult  to  get  accommodi- 
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tion  or  where  there  were  special  causes. 
He  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  status  of  the 
Consuls,  as  that  belonged  to  the  Foreign 
Office  ;    he  had  only  to  get  the  Consul  a 
house  if  he  was  asked  to  do  so  and  when 
he  could.     As  to  the  Mukden  Consulate, 
there  was  no  intention  to  spread  the  cost 
over  ten  yeirs,  but  he  had  taken   only 
£1,000  of  the  £10,000  because  that  was 
all  that  could  be  spent  this  year.     After 
this  year  the  money  would  be  rapidly 
spent,  i  ideed  very  rapidly,  and  there  was 
no  intention  of  spreading  the  expendi- 
ture over  ten  years.     The  hon.  Member 
for   Grext   Yarmouth   asked  about  the 
Pari?    Embassy.      The     Chancery    was 
very   old   and   was   very   unfit   for   the 
amount  of  work  that  had  to  be  transacted 
there.     The  increase  at  Cairo  was  due 
entirely   to   the   fact   that  the   original 
Estimate  was  merely  a  rough  one  which 
was  sent  him  by  the  Consul,  and  he  was 
endeavouring  to  avoid  a  similar  thing 
occurring  in  future.     An  hon.   Member 
had  referred  to  the  sites.     The  House 
of  Commons  was  good  enough  to  give 
him  £20,000  last  year  for  the  purchase 
of  sites  without  his  telling  where  he  was 
g  nng  to  buy  them,  because  obviously  if 
he  stated  where  he  was  going  to  buy  he 
would  put  up  the  price  against  himself. 
If  none  of  that  £20,000  was  spent  it  was 
only  because  an  agreement  about  one  of 
those  sites  could  not  be  made  till  after 
:31st  March.     If  it  had  been  paid  over 
before  the  end  of  the  financial  year  it 
would  not  have  appeared  in  the  Votes,  but 
next  week  he  would  pay  £13,000.     In 
future  he  thought  it  was  hardly  worth 
while  to  ask  for  a  Vote  for  a  lump  sum 
of  which  he  could  not  give  any  details, 
but  he  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
if  he  had  an  opportunity  during  the  year 
of  purchasing  suitable  sites  where  they 
wanted  them  he  should  not  hesitate  to 
do  so  and  come  to  the  House  for  con- 
firmation   of   his    action,     i  He     might 
mention  that  a  site  for  a  new  Legation 
had  been  given  to  them  by  the  Bulgarian 
Grovcrnment  and  he  would    proceed  to 
erect  the  house  as  soon  as  possible 

Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood) 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  he  could  not  put  on  the  Estimate 
the  cost  of  certain  buildings  because  he 
had  no  idea  of  it,  but  if  ho  would  look 
at  the  Estimate  as  it  stood  he  would  see 
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that  th^t  was  a  very  novel  doctrine  on 
his  part  and  that  of  his  office.     The  out- 
standing   characteristics    of    the    Esti- 
mates was  that  they  never  did  know  what 
the  total  cost  of  any  one  of  these  buildings 
was.     He  would  take  the  new  Consulate 
at   Cairo.     It    was    originally     said    it 
would     cost     £6,000.      The    House    of 
Commons     last     year     voted      £4,000. 
£11,000    was    6i)ent    and     they     were 
now    asked  for    another    £2,500.    Hav- 
ing spent    £11,000,   that    was    to    say 
£7,000  more  than  the  House  voted,  and 
£5,000   more   than   the   total  Estimate, 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman   now   asked 
for  a  further  £2,500.     In  the  face  of  such 
an  Estimate  as  that  it  was  somewhat 
courageous  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Grcntleman  to  suggest  that  he  did  not  put 
in  the    departmental   Estimate   for  big 
works  because  it  was  not  close  enough. 
If   hon.    Gentlemen    looked    at  Item    8 
they  would  find  exactly  the  same  thing. 
The  right  hon.   Gentlem-.ui  or  his  pre- 
decessor   came    down    and    asked     for 
£7,500   for   a   new   Consulate  at   CViro. 
The  House   granted  £5,000.     The  right 
hon.    Gentlemm   spent   not   the   £5,000 
granted  ;   not  the  £7,500  he  said  it  would 
cost;  but  £9,000,  and  now  came  and  asked 
for  a  further  £700.     The  fact  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  depart- 
ment had  no  notion  what  these  works 
would  cost.     Hon.  Members  had  only  to 
look  at  the  Estimate   to  see  that  the 
administration  of  the  money  voted  for 
these  purposes  was  in  a  most  confused 
condition.     WTiat    happened    was    that 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman  came  down 
year  aft^r  year  with  a  long  list  of  works 
and   the  amount  he  required  for  them, 
and  directly  he  got  the  money  the  whole 
thing    went    by    the    bnard.     He    took 
mcmoy  for  various  items  and  diverted  it 
to   some   other   pur])oses.     He   did   not 
think    any    hon.    ^leniber    could     look 
through    the    Estimates    seriously    and 
without  prejudice  without  becoming  per- 
fectly aware  of  the  confused  condition 
of  them.     If  it  was  only  to  mark  his 
diispleasure  and   what  (^ght  to  be  the 
displeasure    of    the    Committee    at    this 
continual  upsetting  and  falsifying  of  the 
Estimates,  on   the    faith   of   which   the 
Committee     granted    continually    tliese 
large  sums,  he  should  have  no  hesitation 
in   following   his   hon.    friend   into   the 
lobby. 

Mr.BawU$, 
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*Mr.  REES  said  it  was  not  easy 
to  get  accurate  Estimates  from  tlie 
uttermost  ends  of  the  wodd,  and  to 
his  mind  it  was  somewhat  suipiining 
that  the  Estimates  were  as  accurate  as 
they  were.  One  hon.  Member  hsd 
drawn  attention  to  the  item  for 
bungalows  in  China,  but  if  he  had  seen 
the  houses  of  PeMn  in  the  summer  he 
would  acknowledge  that  these  seaside 
bungalows  were  absolutely  necessary  in 
order  that  the  officers  who  occupied 
stufiEy  houses  in  narrow  streeto  in  tlie 
capital,  who  suffered,  and  piobablv 
shortened  their  lives  from  the  want 
of  change  of  air,  might  do  their 
work  under  better  conditions.  A  little 
more  familiarity  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  with  these  places  would  explain 
to  them  the  increase  in  the  Estimates, 
quite  apart  from  the  necessity  of  keeping 
up  our  prestige,  which  in  these  countries 
was  closely  bound  up  with  the  accom- 
mcxlation  of  our  officers,  which  should  be 
the  best  possible.  He  wondered  if  SirN. 
O'Conor,  whose  death  all  deplored,  would 
have  lived  longer,  had  he  not  been  cooped 
up  in  Peking,  in  the  quarters  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Rees)  first  saw  lum. 


*Mr.  MORTON  gladly  recog 
that  on  this  Vote  as  a  whole  there 
was  a  reduction.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  remarks  that  had  been  made 
about  the  Embassy  at  Paris.  That 
Embassy  had  always  been  a  spoilt  child 
for  various  reasons,  becanse,  he  supposed, 
Paris  used  to  be  regarded  as  the  centre 
of  the  world  and  of  fashion.  But  now 
that  France  was  a  Republic  and  was 
endeavouring  to  lead  a  democratic  life 
we  might  surely  manage  the  Embassy 
on  democratic  lines,  and  more  economi- 
cally. He  did  not  think  the  Embassr 
was  much  use  any  way.  If  one  wanted 
them  to  do  anything  they  did  not  do 
it,  and  if  one  was  in  Paris  he  had 
far  better  apply  to  the  municipel 
authority,  who  would  always  put 
themselves  out  to  oblige  one.  A  good 
deal  of  criticism  had  been  passed 
on  these  Estimates  and  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  had  said  last  year  ha  wu 
j  endeavouring  to  bring  about  a  better 
I  system.  But  these  blunders  were  not 
I  confined  to  works  in  foreign  oonntnes; 
[  some  of  them  occurred  with  legud  to 
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works  in  London  itself.  What  hap- 
pened in  all  public  offices  where  it 
was  easy  to  get  and  spend  other  people's 
money,  was  that  a  sort  of  Estimate 
was  put  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  was  thus  persuaded  to  commit 
itself  to  the  imdertaking.  Then  the 
next  year  or  the  year  after  the 
Grovemment  came  down  and  said 
they  wanted  more  money,  and  the 
buildings  having  been  conmienced  the 
House  was  driven  to  make  additional 
grants.  But  considering  that  the  offi- 
cials who  prepared  these  Estimates  were 
properly  paid,  and  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  was  a  pra'^tical  man,  he  thought 
the  gentlemen  who  got  out  the  Estimates 
should  be  made  responsible  and  should 
complete  the  buildings  within  the 
estimated  sum.  They  had  heard  of 
cases  where  the  Estimates  had  been 
made  too  low  intentionally  in  order  that 
the  work  might  be  started. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  that 
these  were  questions  which  could  not 
be  discussed  on  this  Vote.  The  method 
of  dealing  with  Votes  in  future  had 
already  been  explained. 

Mr.  MORTON  said  they  were  talking 
about  a  special  Vote. 

Mr.  deputy-chairman  :  We  are 
on  a  special  Vote,  but  the  hon.  Member 
is  tallang  about  the  general  principles  of 
estimating,  instead  of  confining  himself 
to  the  particular  Vote. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  said  he  would  confine 
himself  to  the  items  on  the  Paper  before 
him.  The  item  first  spoken  of  was  the 
original  Estimate  of  £6,000  for  the 
erection  of  a  building  at  Cairo.  The 
item  on  the  Paper  before  them  had  now 
been  revised,  and  was  put  down  f\t 
£11,000. 

The  DEPUTY  -  CHAIRMAN :  The 
hon.  Member  is  repeating '  arguments 
which  have  been  already  used  on  this 
Vote,  and  in  regard  to  which  an  ex- 
planation has  been  given. 

Mb.  MORTON :  I  still  hope  that  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  will  adopt  a  better 
qrBtem  in  future. 


♦Mr.  HARMOOD  -  BANNER  (Liver- 
pool,  Everton)  said  an  abbreviation  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  (Jentleman 
against  which  he  must  enter  his  strongest 
protest,  and  that  was  as  to  his  intention 
to  omit  in  future  any  reference  to  new 
sites,  and  buildings,  and  works  in  con- 
nection therewith.  He  was  referring 
to  page  29,  and  the  omission  of  £20,000 
which  was  entered  last  year. 

Mr.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  explained 
that  just  now. 

♦Mr.  HARMOOD-BANNER  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  explained  it 
in  his  way.  He  was  not  going  to  put 
in  an  Estimate  for  the  acquisition  of 
sites,  but  was  going  to  to  treat  them  as 
the  subject  of  Supplementary  Estimates  at 
the  end  of  the  year,  and  that  was  what  he 
ventured  to  protest  against.  It  deceived 
the  public,  as  it  had  already  deceived  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sutherland,  who  had 
congratulated  the  Government  on  the 
Estimates  being  £20,000  less  this  year 
than  they  were  last  year,  whereas  the 
£20,000  which  had  been  omitted  was 
exactly  the  sum  which  the  hon.  Member 
said  had  been  saved.  It  was  a  wonderful 
method  of  financing.  If  they  allowed 
the  method  of  Supplementary  Estimates 
to  pass  without  protest,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  next  year  spend 
£150,000  on  sites  at  Pekin,  Abyssinia, 
and  other  outlandish  places,  and  then 
could  come  and  say,  from  the  way 
the  House  treated  it  to-day,  that  they 
had  accepted  the  principle  that  he  was 
to  go  about  the  world  purchasing  sites 
on  undivulged  Estimates,  and  that 
they  would  give  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates to  confirm  the  action  he  had 
adopted.  He  hoped  his  protest  would 
be  observed,  because  he  trusted  that  it 
was  not  the  usual  character  of  Govern- 
ment proceedings  to  omit  such  items 
in  order  to  show  economy  in  their  ad- 
ministration, and  then  to  bring  them  in 
as  Supplementary  Estimates.  It  was 
rather  a  bad  precedent,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  hear  that  the  Government 
would  not  omit  this  Estimate,  but  would 
now  include  a  sufficient  sum  for  next  year. 
He  quite  admitted  the  principle  that  thef 
must  not  disclose  the  sites  they  were 
going  to  acquire^  but  here  they  were 
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giving  a  blank  cheque  to  purchase  pro- 
perty alPover  the  world,  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  form  of  VSupplementary  Estimate. 
That  was^a  propasal  against  which  the 
House  should  protest,  and  should  not 
accept  in  principle  as  regarded  the  future. 
Unionists  were  always  being  taunted  by 
the  other  side  with  not  being  correct 
economists,  but  they  had  never  done 
such  an  act  as  to  omit  an  Estimate  of 
i'nportance,  of  such  importance  as  to 
lead  the  hon.  Membsr  for  Sutherland  to 
think  that  it  was  an  economy  when  it 
was  not  an  economy.  It  was  a  conceal- 
ment of  expenditure  which  they  certainly 
ought  not  to  approve. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  said  they  were  asked 
to  vote  £20,000  for  the  erection  of  an 
official  residence  at  Addis  Ababa.     That 
was  a  large  sum  of  money.     Personally, 
he  had  every  wish  that  the  very  dis-  I 
tinguished   diplomatist,    Sir   John   Har-  j 
rington,  representing  us,  should  have  a  i 
proper  house  to  live  in.     But  there  was,  I 
in  his   opinion,  one   great  disadvantage  i 
— it  was  that  the  capital  of  Abyssinia 
was  moved  from  one  part  of  the  country 
to  another,  perhaps  to  a  place  some  200 
miles  distant,  and  having  spent  £20,000 
or  £30,000  on  a  house,  they  might  find 
that    the    expenditure    was    absolutely 
useless,  owing  to  the  diversion  of  the 
capital  for  a  new  one,  settled  upon  by 
the   Emperor   of   Abyssinia.     That  was  j 
well-known   of   the   Abyssinian   people, 
who  were  compelled  to  adopt  the  plan, 
because  they  had  no  fuel  except  wood. 
When  all  the  wood  was  consumed,  they 


moved  the  capital  to  some  oiher  put 
of  the  country.  Therefore,  he  pzoteded 
against  sinking  such  a  large  sum  of  mottT 
in  the  present  capital  of  AbyssiniA,  ^Aea 
they  Imew  that  very  possibly  in  ten  oi 
fifteen  years  the  money  would  be  foond 
to  have  been  absolutely  thrown  amy. 
No  one  grudged,  he  least  of  aU,  spending 
money  on  any  reasonable  accommodi* 
tion  that  might  be  given  Sir  John  Har- 
rington, but  he  did  not  think  theyon^t 
to  enter  upon  an  expenditure  which  in 
the  long-run  might  mean  the  ontiay  of 
very  much  more  money,  because  tkj 
might  have  to  build  another  house  wlien 
the  capital  was  removed  to  another  part 
of  the  country. 

*Mr.  HARCOURT  said  he  was  in  doae 
communication  with  the  Foreign  Office 
and  Sir  John  Harrington  as  to  the  ad- 
\dsability  of  building,  as  to  the  pa^ 
ticular  plans,  as  to  the  cost,  and  as  to 
the  necessity  of  erecting  a  house.  Bat 
he  could  not  put  forward  any  views  of  his 
own,  even  if  he  had  any,  or  if  he  liad 
the  special  knowledge  of  Abyssinia  pos- 
sessed by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  But  as 
against  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member, 
he  had  the  knowledge  possessed  by  Sir 
John  Harrington  and  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  he  was  obliged  to  take  their  in- 
formation in  the  circumstances. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes,  28; 
Noes,  181).     (Division  List  No.  67.) 


Ashley,  W.  W. 

Balcarrcs,  Lord 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 

Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 

Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,N.) 

Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 

Bull,  Sir  William  James 

Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evel}^  (Aston  Manor) 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 


AYES. 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 

Duncan,  Robert<Lanark,Goyan 

Fell,  Arthur 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Hamilton  Marquess  of 

Lane- Fox,  G.  R. 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 

Pease,  Herbert  Pike(D8u:lington 

Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 

Salter,Arthur  Clavell 


Stone,  Sir  Benjamm 
Talbot,  Lord  B.  (CSiieiMte) 
Thoiii8Qii,W.MitoheU.  (Ltiuik) 
Toko,  Sir  John  Bi^ty 
Valentia,  Viaooont 
Youngw,  GkKNTgtt 

Teludbs  vob  thxA»— Mr. 
Hioka  Beaoh  and  Mr.  Gibbi. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Allen,  A.  Acland(Chri8tchurch) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Mr.  IlarmoodrBawner. 


NOES. 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  John 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  Redmond  J.(Tyrone,N.) 


Beavohampy  K 

Bdl.P«-batd 

Beon,      :T*w»cHaaMiAa«> 

Bern-      ,T.H.IX 
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Bowerman.  C.  W. 

Branch,  James 

Brigg,  John 

Brodie,  R  C. 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Buokmaster,  Stanley  0. 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charles 

Byle6»  William  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Oarr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Oaii8t(m,Rt.Hn.RiohardKnight 

Oawley,  Sir  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Cloagh,  William 

Corbett,C  H(Sii88ex,E.Grin8t'd 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crooks,  William 

Crosfield,  A.  H. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  HoweU  (Bristol,  S.) 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Joseph 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Duffy,  William  J. 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Esslemont,  George  Bimie 

Everett,  bL  Lacey 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Oilhooly,  James 

OiU,A.H. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath 

Grant,  Corrie 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Gurdon,Rt  Hn.SirW.  Brampton 

Halpin,  J. 

Hareourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc*r) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey,  W.  E.  (DerbyshircN.  E . 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hope,W.Bateman  (SomerRet,N 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 
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Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Ijamont,  Norman 

Lay  land- Barratt,  Francis 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Mac  Neil  I,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

Mac  Veigh,Charles(Donegal,E. ) 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M*Orae,  George 

M*Micking,  Major  G. 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

MarksjG.  Croydon  (Launceston) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Meehan,Francis  E.(Leitrim,N. ) 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Middlebrook,  William 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Muldoon,  John 

Murray,  James 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'Doherty,  Philip 

0*Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

0*Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

0*Kelly,  Jame8(Ro8common,N 

0*Malley,  William 

0*Shaughnes8y,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Phillipe,  John  (Longford,  S.) 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 
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Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Priastloy,W.E.B.  (Bradford,E.) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Reddy,  M. 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,  Thomas(W.Monm*th 

Richards,T.  F.(  Wolverh'mpt'n 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roche,  Augustine  (Cork) 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Seddon,  J. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Snowden,  P. 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.  W.) 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Cli08h.) 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Stewart  Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Thomas,  David  Alfred  (Merthyr 

Tomkinson,  James 

Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 

Vivian,  Henry 
Wadsworth,  J. 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Ward,W.  Dudley(Southampt*n 
Waring,  Walter 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
Wliite,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Sir  Thomas  Palmer 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

> 
Tellers  fob  the  Noes — ^Mr. 
Whiteley    and    Mr.    J.    A. 
Pease. 


And,  it  being  after  a  quarter  past 
Eight  of  the  Clock,  and  leave  having 
been  given  to  move  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  under  Standing  Order 
No.  10,  further  proceeding  was  post- 
poned without  Question  put. 

MAIL  STEAMERS  AT  KINGSTOWN. 
MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT. 
Kb.   CLANCY   (Dublin  County,   N.) 
liiat  in  moving  the  adjournment 


of  the  House  in  order  to  call  attention 
to  the  state  of  affairs  that  had  resulted 
from  the  permission  given  to  steamers 
of  the  London  and  North  Western  Rail- 
way Company  to  use  Carlisle  Pier, 
Kingstown,  he  trusted  he  might  be 
allowed  to  state  briefly  his  own  position 
in  the  matter  and  to  make  it  clear  beyond 
doubt.  His  object  was  to  prevent  Dublin 
Harbour  from  being  cheated,  as  he  held 
it  was  being^^cheated,  out  pf  a  sum  of 
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at  IftfiHt  £5//K>  a  year,  by  the  action  of 
t.h«  Government.  He  fleairerl  in  the 
He^;onrl  place  to  see  fair  filay  given  to 
the  Irish  Steam  Packet  Company, 
and,  in  the  third  place,  to  say 
mr».Ht  emphatically  that  he  had  no 
obje/:tion  whatever  to  a  third  service 
between  England  and  Ireland  by  the 
Kingstown  or  Dublin  route,  provided 
it  workcfl  no  such  injustice  to  the  Port 
of  Dublin  as  that  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. He  was  in  favour,  in  fact,  of 
a.s  many  routes  between  England  and 
Irelanfl  as  could  be  established  under 
the  conrlifions  he  had  mentioned.  Fur- 
ther he  had  no  objection  to  the  steamers 
of  the  Jjondon  and  North  Western  Rail- 
way (.-ompany  Wiiling  to  Kingstown 
provided  the  result  would  not  be  to 
injure  the  Port  of  Dublin,  and  provided 
also  that  it  would  not  involve  an 
invasion  of  the  legal  rights  of  the  Irish 
Steam  Packet  Company,  and  finally  that  it 
would  not  lead  eventually,  as  he  believed 
it  would,  to  the  creation  of  a  monopoly 
in  the  hands  of  an  English  company, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  disastrous 
to  the  interests  of  Ireland.  He  had 
given  notice  of  several  Questions  on 
Ihe  subject  and  they  sliowed  that  the 
objects  that  he  and,  he  believed,  his  lion, 
friends  had  in  vi(»w,  were  those  he  had 
stated.  He,  did  not  want  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  main  question  raised  by  the 
])erniission  given  to  the  London  and 
North  Western  Railway  ( -ompany  to 
use  the  Port  of  Kingstown  at  a  nominal 
<'harg<\  because*  ho  conceived  that  it 
was  raised  by  the  action  which  Hie  Tity 
of  Dublin  Steam  J^acket  (\>m])any  had 
instituted.  His  contention  was  that 
the  actioi»  of  the  (lovernment,  of  which 
he  most  emphati<*ally  complained, 
amounted  to  prejudging  that  quOvStion, 
and  to  anticipating  thereby  the  action 
ol  the  ('t>urt  a  few  <lays  hence.  It 
wouhl,  however,  be  necessary  to  give  a 
short  narrativeof  the  facts, and  he  would 
sinte  them  with  as  little  comment 
OS  }H)ssible.  The  London  and  North 
WeatoTU  l^iilway  Company  had  for  many 
years  boon  using  the  port  of  Dublin  and 
berthing  their  steamers  in  the  Liffey, 
and  up  to  11H)2  had  used  rules  of  measure- 
ment in  such  a  way  that  they  reduced 
the  registered  tonnage  of  their  vessels 
very  considerably  by  what  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  trick.'    He  felt  all  the  more 

Mr.  Clancy. 


'  free  to  use  that  langnage,  becne  k 
1902  the  Port  and  Docks  Boaid  a 
Dublin  came  to  Parliament  with  %  KH 
which  proposed  to  put  a  atop  to  tbfc 
practice  of  the  London  and  Nartk 
Western  Eailway  Company.  That  M 
passed  into  law  and  enacted  that  Aft 
harbour  authority  in  Dublin  miglit  fix 
a  certain  scale  of  dues.  Thejdid  80,iiid 
every  company,  he  understood,  got  nz 
years,  from  1902  to  the  present  year,  to 
prepare  for  the  change.  Eveiy  com- 
pany fell  in  with  the  new  arrangemwit 
except  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company,  who,  when  Uiej 
found  they  could  not  alter  the  views  of 
the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board,  hid 
sought,  and  successfully  up  to  the 
present,  to  evade  payment  of  a  portion 
of  those  dues.  The  means  they  had 
resorted  to  were  these.  They  went  to 
the  Government  and  asked  them  for 
leave  to  use  the  Goyemment  Harbour  it 
Kingstown  for  5s.  a  trip,  and  the  Govem- 
ment— whether  they  loiew  all  the  ante- 

!  cedent  circumstances  or  not  he  did  not 
know — set  up  their  own  harbour,  main- 

j  taincd  out  of  the  taxes  of  the  public,  as 

.  a  competitor  with  the  commercial  hu- 
bour  of  Dublin.  Li  other  words  they 
allowed  the  London  and  North  Western 
Eailway  Company,  one  of  the  richest 
commercial    corporations    in   the   three 

I  kingdoms,  if  not  in  the  world,  to  com- 
pete unfairly  with  the  straggling  Izuh 
Steam  Packet  Company,  and  allowed 
them  also  to  make  use  of  their  Govern- 
ment harbour  at  the  expense  of  £5,000 
a  year  to  the  poverty-stricken  harhonc 
of  Dublin.  That  was  a  sample,  and  onlj 
a  sample  he  regretted  to  say,  of  the 
mean  and  selfish  preference  given  to 
English  commercial  interests.    He  did 

'  not  want  to  comment  upon  the  bets 
at  all,  because  they  were  Hib  fudice^  hot 
the  City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany, thinking  it  had  a  right  to  the 
exclusive  use  of  the  Carlisle  Pier  after 
fifty  years,  presented,  he  supposed,  after 
vainly  remonstrating  with  the  Govern- 
ment, a  Petition  of  Right  to  the  King. 
As  every  lawyer  knew,  that  Petition 
of  Right  must  have  been  examined  by 
t  he  Attorney-General.  It  could  not  come 
as  a  suit  before  a  Court  of  Justice  unless 
the  Attorney-General  certified  that  there 
was  a  real  bona  fide  question  of  law  to 

,  be    argued.    ^The    petition 


773  Motion  far  {2  April  1908} 

f  orwar (3  and  came  as  an  ordinary  action  at 
law  before  the  High  Court  in  London. 
The  contention  of  the  City  of  D  ublin  Steam 
Packet  Company  might  be  correct  and 
well-founded,  but  the  point  he  raised  was 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  pre- 
judging the  question  before  it  had  been 
tried  in  the  High  Court.  In  order 
to  prevent  any  such  prejudging  of  the  case 
the  City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany applied  for  an  injunction  to  restrain 
the  Government  from  continuing  this 
permission  until  the  question  of  law  had 
been  settled,  and  it  came  before  the 
High  Court  on  the  26th  ult.  and  it  was 
refused.  He  thought  he  was  not  in- 
correct in  saying  that  the  reason  why 
the    Judge    refused    an    injunction    im- 


jidjowmmeni. 


774 


what  he  had  mentioned.     Under  these 
circumstances     and     seeing     that     the 
Attorney-General  had  certified  that  there 
was  a   real   bona  fide   question  of    law 
involved,  he  held  that  it  was  a  monstrous 
thing  for  the  Government  to  anticipate 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  by  allowing 
the  London  and  North  Western  steamers 
to  go  to  this  pier,  with  regard  to  the  use 
of    which    the    Dublin    Steam     Packet 
Company  had  challenged  them  to  prove 
their  right.     The  worst  of  the   matter 
was    that    they   need    not    break   their 
contract,  if  they  had  made  a  contract, 
with    the    London  and   North  Western 
Railway  Company.     No  hardship  would 
be  done  to  that  company  by  their  being 
prevented    from    going  to    the  Carlisle 
mediately  was  that  he  understood  that  I  Pier ;    they    could   go    to    the  Victoria 


the    action    was   to    be    tried    at   once 
More  than  that  the  Judge  said  it  was 
an  urgent  matter.     But  the  Crown  ap- 
plied tor  an  adjournment  till  31st  March, 
and     when     31st     March     came     they 
were    not   ready   and   they   applied   for 
another    adjournment    till     7th     April. 
Now   he    understood   the   Crown   would 
not  be  ready  on  7th  April,  and  that  the 
action   had   been   set   down   as   late   as 
29th    April.     Every     delay     that    had 
taken   place    in   the    matter   had    been 
due   to   the   action   of  the   law  officers 
of    the    Crown.     Under    these    circum- 
stances was  it  not  too  bad  to  give  an 
answer  in  the  House  of  Commons  as  if 
it     were     all-sufficient    that    when    on 
26th  March   an   injunction  was  applied 
for    it    was    refused  ?     It    was    refused 
because  the  Judge  understood  the  trial 
was   to    come  on   on  3l8t  March,  and 
that    the   London    and   North   Western 
steamers    were    not    to    go    to    Carlisle 
Pier  until  1st  April.     He  did  not  like  to 
make  a  personal  charge  and  he  hoped 
the  Attorney- General  would  not  under- 
stand him  as  doing  so,  but  it  looked  as 
if    someone    misled    the    Judge — at    all 
events  as  if  the  Judge  acted  upon  stated 
facts  which  did   not  exist.     Surely  the 
usual  practice  in  'these  matters  was  to 
delay  action  until  the  question  of  law 
was  decided.     He  admitted  at  once  that 
if  this  were  a  frivolous  action,  if  it  were 
known  universally  that  there  was  no  sub- 
stance behind  it  and  that  the  question  of 
law  was  a  mere  bogus  question,  the  action 
of  the  Government  might  be  justified. 
But  that  excuse  was   taken  away  by 


Wharf   where    he    had     seen    hundreds 
and    thousands    of    soldiers    embarking 
from  the  ship's   side    on  to  the  quay. 
Under  these  circumstances  there  could 
not    be    any     hardship.     He    had    no 
objection    to    the    London    and    North 
Western  Company  going  even  to  Kings- 
town,  provided    they  did    not  thereby 
rob   the   Port  of  Dublin.     He  believed 
the  London  and  North  Western  Company 
by  one   of  their   Acts   had   the    power 
to  go  into  Dublin  or  Kingstown,    but 
whenever  they  went  to   Kingstown    or 
Howth   they   were   to   pay  dues   equal 
to  those  they  were  paying  in  Dublin. 
If  that  was  true  the  Government  were 
conniving    at  a  violation  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.     But  he  challenged  the  At- 
torney-General to   sa,y  whether  what  he 
had  stated  was  a  fact.     If  it  was  not, 
any  argument  he  had  based  upon  it  fell 
to  the  ground.     If  it  was  true  he  repeated 
that  the  Government  were  connivirg  at 
the  violation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
in  the  interest  of  an  English  commercial 
company,   and   to   the   prejudice  of  an 
Irish  port.     He  begged  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Clancy.) 

Mr.  MOONEY  repudiated  the  idea 
that  their  interest  in  this  debate  was 
the  interest  of  a  private  company.  He 
was  of  the  opinion  that  Kingstown  ought 
never  to  come  under  the  control  of  a 
private  company,  and  it  was  for  that 
reason  they  challenged  the  action  of  the 


775 


Motion  for 


{COMMONS} 


AiUfcummenL' 


TO 


Government  who,  by  that  action,  they 
submitted  were  prejudging  the  case, 
and  attempting  to  create  a  monopoly 
in  favour  of  a  particular  company. 
They  would  like  to  see  far  more  traffic 
than  there  was  in  Kingstown,  and  instead 
of  trying  to  keep  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  out  they 
would  like  to  see  other  companies  come  in. 
But  they  held  that  the  public  interest, 
the  safety  of  the  mail  service,  and  the 
convenience  of  the  public  ought  to  be 
considered,  and  submitted  that  by  their 
action  the  Treasury-  had  acted  in  a 
manner  calculated  to  create  a  prejudice 
in  favour  of  one  of  the  parties  in  the 
action  now  pending  before  the  Court. 
They  held  also  that  the  Treasury  had 
prejudiced  the  speedy  carr}'ing  of  the 
mails,  the  safety  of  the  ships,  and 
the  comfort  of  the  passengers.  He 
wanted  to  know  who  it  was  that  gave 
orders  to  arrest  the  porter.  The  super- 
intendent must  have  been  acting  under 
the  orders  of  somebody.  Who  gave 
those  orders,  and  who  gave  the  autho- 
rity to  the  police  to  take  action  which 
was  prejudicial  to  the  case  now  before 
the  Court  ?  The  Chief  Secretary  knew 
nothing  about  it.  The  Treasury  and 
the  rostmastor-deneral  knew  nothing 
about  it.  On  whc^e  authority  did  the 
harbour  authorities  at  Kingstown  refuse 
to  clear  the  way  for  the  Royal  Mail 
steamer  that  morning  ?  Why  was  the 
launch  not  there  on  the  previous  day  ? 
It  was  a  curious  c<munentary  that  while 
the  harbour  launch  refused  to  clear  the 
way  f<^r  the  Ri\val  Mail  steamer  she  was 
in  attendance  and  cleareii  the  way  for 
the  London  and  North  Western  bt^at. 
Was  thr- 1 1  he  action  t>f  the  Treasury  ?  The 
lirst  ihity  of  the  Treasury  was  not  to  pro- 
vide monopoly  terms  for  any  individual 
company,  but  ti^  provide  that  the  mails 
were  I'arried  in  the  best  ami  safest  manner. 
The  other  point  he  wished  to  take  was 
this.  When  they  were  told,  as  they  were  ' 
told,  that  Mr.  Justice  Eve  refused  the  ; 
injunction,  he  (Mr.' Mooney)  remarked! 
that  what  was  lu^fon^Mr  Justice  Eve  was 
that  the  London  and  North  Western  Rail- 
way Company  ci>uld  not  use  the  harbour 
befon*  1st  ?  .VprilA  The  application  was 
made  on  2r)th  Mari'h  and  the  learned 
.luilge  put  itMown  for  31st  March.  It 
was  then  pointed  out  that  the  Attoniey- 
OtMieral  could  not  conveniently  attend, 


and  it  was  again  postponed  unlal  29& 
Apra.    The  delays  had  taken  pUce  t» 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Ciown  andDok 
those  of  the  Steam   Packet  Computj. 
Their  complaint  was  that  the  case  of  Ac 
company  was  undoubtedly  prejudiced  b 
the  public  mind.     The  Qovemment,  by 
their  action,  seemed  to  be  taking  the  put 
of  one  side.     To   bring  into  play  tie 
Vice- Admiral  and  the  Dublin  IbtiopoB- 
tan  Police,  and  to  use  them  for  one  ptity 
against    the    other    was    distinctij  to 
prejudice  the  case  to   be  heard  on  Ike 
Petition  of  Right.  The  London  and  North 
Western  Company  under  the  Act  of  1868| 
had  a  right  to  use    the^  [harbour.    Bat 
was  there  no  other  place  in  the  barbonr! 
There  was  the  Victoria  Whaif  to  which 
they  could  go   without   inconvemenoe. 
That  wharf  was  used  for  the  landing  d 
troops,  it  was  used  for  the  landing  of  the 
Queen  the  last  time  she  went  to  Icehnd, 
and  it  was  also  the  place  at  which  the  King 
landed.    There  was  Teiy  strong  gzoimd 
for  complaint  against  the  authoritiefl  for 
taking  sides  against  the  (Sty  of  Dahlia 
Steam  Packet  Company  and  with  the 
London  t  nd  North- Western.^  "When  the 
Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Boaid  Bill  mi 
before  Ihe  House,  the  London  and  Nbith 
Western    Company    came    bebie   the 
Conmiittee  and  objected,  but  the  BiOini 
passed  notwithstanding,  and  the  London 
and  North- Western  Gompany  were  now 
attempting  to  get  behind  die  dedskm 
of  the  Committee  and  of  both  Hbnsee 
of  Parliament. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (Sir  W. 
RoBSox,  South  Shields)  said  he  did  not 
propose  to  enter  into  any  question  on  the 
merits  of  the  case  or  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  allowing  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  Company  to 
go  to  Kingstown  Harbour.  That  was  a 
question  as  to  which,  for  anything  he 
knew,  there  might  be  a  great  deal  to  be 
said,  but  it  was  not  a  question  which 
came  within  the  terms.of  Ihe  Motion.  It 
was  not  a  question  on  which  he  posssBsed 
any  information,  nor  was  it  one  on  which 
ho  was  authorised  to  speak.  The  facts 
were  these:  A  Petition  of  Ri^t  was 
presented  to  the  King,  and  before  it  came 
on  for  hearing  the  suppliants,  the  PtMsket 
Co  nipa  nv,  asked  for  certain  interim  relieL 
What  they  asked  for  was  an  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  Court  whibk  wudd 
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liave  the  effect  of  preventing,  or  would 
indicate    to    the    Grovernment    that    it 
ought  to  prevent,  the  use  of  the  pier  by 
the  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  as  from  1st  April  until  the  case 
wp.s  heard.     They  further  asked  for  any 
other  relief  that  might  be  proper  in  the 
circumstances.     The    substance    of    the 
application  was  that  it  invited  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  from  the  Court  upon 
which  the  Government  might  act.     The 
application  was  not  made  so  early  as  it 
might  have  been,  as  the  controversy  had 
reached  an  acute  stage  before  the  peti- 
tion   was    presented.     There     was    an 
announcement  in  the  Dublin  papers  on 
14th    February    that    the    London    and 
North  Western  Railway  intended  to  run 
their  steamers  to  the  pier,  and  the  Packet 
Company    took    no    action    until    17th 
March  when  the  petition  was  presented, 
and  shortly  after  the  Packet  Company 
gave  notice  of  application  for  an  interim 
injunction.     That  application  was  heard 
on  the  25th,  and  the  Company  said  they 
could  not  efficiently  carry  out  their  con- 
tract to  carry  the  mails  unless  they  were 
granted  some  relief.     The  learned  Judge 
heard  all  the  arguments  on  the  applica- 
tion and  gave  judgment,  and  it  was  not 
true  that  the  application  was  summarily 
disposed   of.     It   was    fully   heard    and 
adjudicated  upon.     He  listened  with  sur- 
prise to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Judge  refused  the  application 
because  he  understood  there  was  to  be 
an  early  trial.   The  Judge  knew  perfectly 
well  that  the  trial  could  not  take  place 
before  1st  April,  and  there  was  not  the 
8'ightest  foundation  for  saying  that  the 
Judge  was  actuated  by  any  such  reason  in 
giving  judgment.     He  gave  judgment  on 
the  merits  of  the  application  and  not  on 
any  suggestion  that  there  was  to  be  an 
early  trial. 

The  Judge  said — 

**  In  my  opinion  the  suppliant  Company 
have  not  made  out  such  a  case  as  entitles  me  to 
interfere  either  by  granting  an  injunction  or 
by  expressing  the  opinion  which  I  have  been 
invited  to  express." 

Hon.  Members  would  see  that  that  was 
a  very  important  factor  in  the  case. 
Later,  the  Judge  went  on — 

"  r  say  frankly  that  if  there  wert  a  case 
where,  in  my  opinion,  the  burden  cast  upon  the 
•nppliant  Company  was  being  unreasonably 
iaoTOMed,  and  certainly  if  it  we^  a  case  where 


danger  to  life  was  involved,  I  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  expressing  any  opinion  which 
would  have  assisted  the  suppliant  Company 
in  preserving  the  stcUua  quo  imtil  the  petition 
has  been  disposed  of.  But,  taking  the  view 
I  do  of  the  evidence,  I  think  it  falls  far  short 
of  making  out  any  such  case  as  that.  It  un- 
doubtedly does  show,  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  this  contract,  manoeuvres  and  work 
would  have  to  be  done  which  hitherto  the 
suppliant  Company  has  not  had  to  do.  But 
beyond  that  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  it  will 
inflict,  or  that  it  is  calculated  to  inflict,  any 
such  injustice  on  the  suppliant  Company  as  to 
call  for  my  interference  at  this  stage  of  the 
proceedings.  I,  therefore,  can  make  no  Order, 
and  express  no  opinion,  as  invited  by  Par.  1 
of  the  Notice  of  Motion." 

And  then  Mr.  Justice  Eve  went  on  to 
say — 

"  With  regard  to  the  alternative  relief  claimed 
in  the  Motion,  so  far  as  the  Court  is  concerned, 
any  day  which  is  convenient  to  the  supliant 
Company  and  the  Crown  can  be  appropriated.** 

Whit  then  took  place  ?     In  behalf  of  the 
Crown  he  told  the  Court  that  he  was  very 
anxious  to  meet  his  learned  friend,  Sir 
Robert  Finlay,  with  regard  to  the  sug- 
gestion   for    an    early    and    expeditious 
trial.     He  had   no  desire  to  delay  the 
trial,  and  he  discussed  with  Sir  Robert 
Finlay  in  Court  what  day  could  be  fixed. 
Of  course,  hon.  Members  would  recognise 
that  he  could  have  got  an  adjournment 
on  the  ground  that  he  had  had  no  time 
to    read    the    affidavits.     He,    however, 
made  no  such  application,  but  discussed 
partly  in  the  hearing  of  the  Court  and 
partly  in  the  way  of  a  private  conversa- 
tion with  Sir  Robert  Finlay  to  what  day 
it  was  possible  to  fix  the  adjournment. 
In  the  hearing  of  the  Court  he  said  that 
he  was  engaged  every  day  except  one, 
which  he  mentioned  to  Sir  R.   Finlay, • 
but  that  he  would  put  aside  these  fixed 
engagements  provided  he  got  leave  of  the 
Court  to  do  so,  and  that  the  other  side 
should   have   the   earliest  day  possible. 
That  was  left  by  the  Court  to  be  arranged 
between  Sir  Robert  Finlay  and  himself. 
Unfortunately,  immediately  after  that  the 
harbour- master,  the  principal  witness  for 
the  Crown,  fell  ill,  and  in  order  to  prevent 
delay,  to  his  very  great  regret,  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  better 
to    take    his    evidence    by    commission, 
so  that  so  far  as  expedition  was  con- 
cerned   he    was    quite    sure    that    hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    would    say    there 
was    no    evidence    of    anjrthing    like    a 
desire   for  delay.    There   had   been   no 
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(lolay,  and  so  far  as  they  were  concerned 
there  would  be  no  delay.     The  case  was 
an  appeal  by  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam 
Packet  Company,   by   way  of  petition. 
The  petition  was  presented  and  it  proved 
to  be  a  most  remarkable  claim  on  the 
part  of  the  company.     It  was  a  claim 
that  although  there  was  no  contract  for 
the  exclusive  user  of  the  port  on  their 
part  and  no  restrictions,  yet  that  they 
had  by  some  amplification,  which  was 
not    very    clearly    expressed,    by    some 
mysterious    grant    acquired    the    right 
to    the    exclusive    user     of     the     pier. 
The  Packet  Company  added  that  that 
claim    should    be    held    as    frima   facie 
evidence   to   this   extent,   that   as   they 
had  for  fifty  years  employed  this  user, 
the  London  and  North-Western  Company 
should  not  be  allowed  to  sliare  that  pier 
until  after  the  hearing.     That  applica- 
tion was  refused.     The   Court  had  full 
knowledge  that    1st   April   might  come 
and   go,   and  the   Judge   said  that   the 
trial   might   not   take   place   nntil   after 
that  date.     He  argued  that  the  Packet 
Company   had    not    shown    a    sufficient 
case  for  anything  in  the  nature  of  an 
interim   injunction   which   they   applied 
for,  and  he  pointed  out  that  the  Post- 
master-General  was   as   anxious   as   the 
City  of  Dublin  Steam  I'acket  Company 
not  to  interfere  with  that  service.     He 
further    pointed    out    fhat    in    relation 
to  this  very  point  tliey  had  expert  and 
authoritative  advice,  and  that  it  was  not 
to  ho  supposed,  if  the  London  and  North 
Weslorn  Coni]iany  on  1st  April  came  in 
for  paiiial  user  of  the  pier  it  would  be 
of  any  kind  of  use  to  the  Postal  Service. 
The  Packet   Comjjany  came  into  Court 
'and    their    applieation     was    dismissed. 
AVhat  had  they  done  ?     Had  they  obeyed 
the    law  '?     Had   they   decided   to    wait 
until  the  claim  should  be  tried,  whatever 
the  result  might  be  ?     Not  at  all.     Tlie 
Packet    Com]>any    did    not     obey    the 
law.     The  very  ])e(>])le  who  came  to  the 
House    and    accused    the    Government 
of    pre-judging    the    case    had    slighted 
and  disregarded  the  law   in   a   manner 
which,  in  a  great  conimercial  company 
of  that  kiml,  he  could  only  describe  as 
deplorabh*.     It     was    very    unusual     to 
find    this    course    being    adopted    by    a 
Steam   ^lail    Packet    Company,   having 
been     told    by      the     learned      .ludge 
that  he  would   grant  them  do  interim 
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injunction.  What  was  their  datyl  To 
obey  the  orders  of  the  harbour  master. 
The  harbour  master,  in  pursuance  of 
his  duty,  and  in  exercise  of  his  rights, 
proceeded  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
user  of  the  pier  by  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company;  but  the  Packet 
Company  refused  to  obey  his  orders. 
There  was  a  daring,  at  all  events  a  com- 
plete, defiance  of  the  proper  powers  of 
the  harbour  master.  Yet  their  friends 
came  to  that  House  and  complained 
that  the  Grovemment  were  pre-judging 
the  case  because  they  were  compelled 
to  obey  the  orders  of  the  constituted 
authority.  It  had  been  said  by  the 
seconder  of  the  Motion  that  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  allow  the  Dublin  Steam 
Packet  Company  to  use  the  harbour,  and 
that  there  was  very  nearly  an  accident. 
He  had  received  a  telegram  from  Dublin 
in  relation  to  that  question.  The  person 
who  sent  the  information  was  the  proper 
person  to  do  so. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lough,  N.) :  The 

very  fellow  who  is  on  trial. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  The  brother 
of  the  Treasury  Remembrancer. 


Sir  W. 
trial. 


ROBSON  :    Oh,  I  am  on  my 


Mr.  swift  MACNEILL ; 

find  you  "  not  guilty." 


We  will 


Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  that  the  tele 
pram  had  been  received  from  Sir  George 
Holmes,  the  proper  person  to  send  i** 
He  would  read  what  was  said  and 
then  they  could  discuss  it  as  much  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  pleased.     It  was  said— 

*'This  moining  a  collier  was  about  to  loave 
tlie  harbour  at  the  time  when  a  maSl  steamer 
wn-(  due  to  leave.  The  collier  was  warned,  but 
pio'.oc'vied  and  the  mail  steamer  had  to  stop. 
Tlio  delay  \«as  flight  but :;  siunmoiis  was  taken 
out  again>>t  the  collier. 

That  might  or  might  not  be  a  fact,  it 
mitiht  he  a  little  scrap  of  fiction  tele- 
gruphed  over  to  this  country. 

Mn.  MOONEYsaidlhatallhedidwasto 
ask  the  Post  master- General  whether  he 
had  received  a  telegram  to  that  effect, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  say  thit 
he  made  a  statement  of  fact  which  mi 
not  a  fact  at  all. 
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t  W.  ROBSON  said  he  was  attribut- 
little  accuracy  to  Sir  George  Holmes 
'.here  was  no  ground  for  the  sugges- 
that  there  was  any  collision  on  the 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
er.     It  was  said  that  the  Govern- 

had  been  delaying  litigation,  but 
s  not  the  case,  as  they  were  doing 

best  to  expedite  it.  The  Dublin 
a  Packet  Company  had,  it  seemed 
im,  been  guilty  of  a  most  grave 
lamentable   disregard   of   the   law, 

the  House  woidd  be  ill-advised 
r  such  circumstances  if  it  passed 
Resolution. 

R.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  he  hoped 
ion.  and  learned  Attorney- General, 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the 
e,  would  not  suppose  they  were 
kching  his  action  or  throwing  a 
►w  of  blame  upon  him.  There 
however,  one  remark  in  the  hon. 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  which 
gretted,  and  that  was  that  in  the 
k  which  he  made  upon  the  Dublin 
a  Packet  Company  he  seemed  to 
that  those  who  came  forward  on 
occasion  were  the  friends  and  re- 
atatives  of  that  Company  and  the 
lents  of  the  London  and  North 
em  Railway  Company.  He  had 
criticising  the  Dublin  Steam  Packet 
any  all  his  life,  and  he  had,  to  a 
extent,  often  defended  the  London 
KTorth- Western  Railway  Company, 
se  anybody  who  had  crossed  from 
.nd  to  Ireland,  or  vice  versa , 
g  the  last  thirty  years  must  feel 
'  a  boimdless  obligation  to  the 
^n  and  North  Western  Railway 
any  for  the  personal  civility  of 
man  connected  with  it,  from  the 
it  to  the  lowest;  and  the  notion  that 
had  come  there  to  assail  that 
any,  and  as  the  advocates  of  the 
n  Steam  Packet  Company,  was 
an  erroneous  view.  They  did  not 
there  as  friends  and  representatives 
.e  Steam  Packet  Company,  but 
came  forward  because  they  con- 
l  that  there  was  a  glaring  injustice 
to  an  Irish  Company  and  not 
;  whether  it  was  a  Conservative 
Liberal  Company.  It  was  an 
Company,  and  it  was  as  such  that 
were  defending  it.  He  wished 
ike  it  perfectly  clear  that  if  the 


London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  had  come  into  Kingstown 
Harbour  in  a  proper  and  regular  manner, 
he  believed  they  would  have  been 
welcomed  by  that  harbour,  and  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  fair  facili- 
ties for  coming,  and  not  one  word  that 
he  uttered  would  be  in  depreciation  of 
them,  or  used  with  a  view  of  taking 
one  side  or  the  other.  That  was  not 
their  position,  and  he  believed  if  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  had  got  this  concession  from 
the  Treasury  in  a  proper  and  regular 
manner  that  every  man  in  the  House 
would  have  rejoiced.  As  far  as  they  had 
been  permitted  to  know  the  facts,  as  far 
as  they  had  been  able  to  open  the  local 
shutter  of  the  Treasury  for  about  the 
millionth  part  of  a  second,  which  was 
all  the  exposure  they  could  get,  the 
facts  were  these.  He  was  not  taking 
the  side  of  the  Port  and  Docks  Board  of 
Dublin.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed 
that  the  London  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company  had  not  been  fairly 
treated  by  that  Board.  What  he  com- 
plained of  was  that  in  one  of  the  most 
delicate  transactions  affecting  local  life 
in  Dublin  the  Treasury  had  thrown 
their  sword  into  the  scale  to  the  damage 
of  a  local  institution.  As  far  as  he  under- 
stood the  facts  were  these  ;  for  very 
many  years  the  shippers  of  the  three 
Kingdoms  had  an  advantage  over  the 
port  authorities.  He  remembered  very 
well  about  twenty  years  ago,  when  the 
shipping  interest  was  very  strong  in 
this  House,  a  Grand  Committee  sat 
upstairs,  and  nobody  that  was  not  a 
shipowner  could  get  listened  to  at  all, 
and  they  prepared  an  Act  of  Parliament 
by  which  they  "cheated  the  measure- 
ment" of  the  tonnage  of  vessels  and 
thereby  sent  their  ships  into  the  various 
ports  of  the  Kingdom,  comparatively 
paying  little  or  nothing  for  them,  thereby 
diminishing  to  an  enormous  extent  the 
dues  which  the  port  authorities  received. 
The  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  was  in  a  very  peculiar  position, 
because  by  its  passenger  steamers  there 
were  scarcely  any  goods  carried,  and 
by  its  cargo  steamers  there  were 
scarcely  any  passengers  carried.  It  had 
to  have  three  or  four  passenger  steamers 
get  into  the. dock  every  day,  and  con- 
sequently   they    constructed    ships    by 


783 


Motion  for 


{COMMONS} 


Adjowmmeni, 


784 


which  they  ran  a  coach-and-four  through 
the    Act    of    Parliament.     He    did    not 
blame  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company  for  Iryirgto  cut  down 
their  tonnage  dues.  But  for  the  last  twenty 
years  the  provisior^s   in    favour   of   the 
shipping  interest  of  the  three  Kingdoms 
were  found  to  b3  too  unfavourable  to 
port  authorite",  and  had  been  repealed, 
first  by  private  legislation  with  regard 
to    the    different     ports     around     the 
coast,      and     then,     he     thought,       a 
public  Act  was  passed.   But  gradually, 
whether   l)y   private   or   public   Act   of 
Pailiament,  the  ports  got  the  better  of 
the  shipowners  and  were  enabled  to  get 
a  change  in  the.  measurement  of  tonnage, 
whereby    a    larger    sum    was    extracted 
from  the  shipowners  than  hitherto,  and 
the  payment  uf  a  greater  sum  of  port 
(lues     became    necessary.     The    Dublin 
Port   and    Docks    Board,   a  body   with 
which    they    had    not    the    least    sym- 
pathy— at     least     he     had     not,     and 
he   had    tried   to  reform   it    again    and 
again,  but  in  vain — began   undoubtedly 
to    scjueeze    the    London     and     North 
Western     Railway     Company,    and    to 
extract    from   them,    so   to    speak,    the 
hist  drop   of  their  blood.     In   so  doing 
they  dedarcd  they  were  legally  ad \ised 
that    tliey    had    no     option    save     to 
enfon-e  the  maximum  due^.      Still    he 
did    not   liohl    with   the   port  authority 
of  Dublin  in  trying  to  put  this  pressure 
U])on    the   London    and    North  Western 
Railway   Company,    but    what   did   the 
Railway  Company  do  '{     Untler  pressure 
of  these  exactions  they  thought  of  their 
contributi<m  from  the  Treasury,  granted 
years  ago  for  their  accelerated  mail  ser- 
vice, £4,000— [A  Nationalist  Membkr  : 
£(i.(XK)]— Well,  £4.000,  £5,000,  or  £0,000. 
He   wt)uld   say  £6,0(X),   and  if  he   was 
\\rong   in   the   amount   it   was   not   his 
fault.     If  this  had  referred  to  Zululand 
they  wouhl  have  had  a  Blue-book  about 
it.      Immediately     these     astute     men, 
beCi'us?   the    men    who    conducted    the 
great     railways    were     almost    as    able 
as  the  ( Jentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Treasury 
I^ench,  saw  they  c<uild  make  their  own 
advantage   and   get   rid   of  this   Dublin 
exartion,  and  get   their   ships  into  Ire- 
land cheaper   by  dropping  the  gratuity 
from  the  Treasury,  for  what  was  i*alled 
acceleratit^n,  and  at  once    informed  the 
Treasury     Remembrancer     of      Dublin, 
Mr.  T.  M,  Healy. 


who    was    the    biother     of    the    beid 
of      the      Board      of      Woiks     whidi 
control  Kingstown  Harbour.     That  was 
the    gentleman    who   ^went    down  into 
the     kitchen     and     cellars    of    Dabfin 
Castle,  and  other  places,  and  inspected 
the    coals    and    the    cat's     meat,   and 
saw     whether     he     could      cut    down 
expenses.    These   gentlemen    cut  down 
a  messenger  boy's  salary    from  Ss.  6d. 
to     4s.     6d.,     with    the     result    that 
a    couple    of    hundred    a    year  after- 
wards was  added  to  their  own.    They 
said  to  him  :   "  We  will  let  you  off  tins 
£4,000  or  £5,000  if  you  will  let  us  come 
into    Kingstown    free."     Mr.     Holmes, 
who  cared  no  more  about  Ireland  than  lie 
(Mr.  Healy)  cared  about  Roumania,  who 
was  one  of  those   men  who  were  only 
looking  out  for  a  C.B.  or  some  other 
honour,  saw  he  could  make  a  deal,  and 
said  to  himself  that  he  would  be  a  Ug 
man  at  the  Treasury  if  he  made  this 
bargain   with   the   London   and  North 
Western  Railway  by  which  the  Eogfish 
taxpayers  were  let  off  whatever  the  sum 
was  for  the  acceleration  of  the  mails,  and 
he  made  the  bargain  and  the  Railway 
Company  deprived  the  Port  of  Dublin 
of  the   dues  they  should  rec^ve,  and 
was    allowed     to     comie    in     free    to 
the     great     harbour     of      Kingstown, 
which  had  cost  the  people  something  Ulce 
£1,000,000.    Why  should  the   Port  of 
Dublin  be  denuded  of  its  dues  from  the 
London    and  North   Western  Railway 
Company  because  of  some  bargain  which 
they  struck   with   the    Treasury.    For 
that  petty  concession  the  Railway  Com- 
pany had  conceded  to  the  Treasury  that 
which    was   granted   by   the    Treasury 
for  the  carriage  of  the  maUs.    Let  tlw 
House     remember     that     the     extra- 
ordinary thing  about  L^eland  was  that 
when  new  men  came  into  office  they 
entirely  forgot  the  continuity  of  poficy 
Was  there  a  man  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
who  remembered  Mr  Gladstone's  action 
in  1883 1    Lord  Richard  Grosvenor  was 
then  the  Chief  Whip  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
a   very  faithful   Whip    to     Mr.    Glad- 
stone.     He  was  now  Lord  Stalbridge 
and    Chairman     of    the    London    and 
North  Western  Railway  Company.    Mr. 
Gladstone   sealed  and  signed  a  contract 
with    that    Company  taking    away  «» 
toto     this    mail     contract     trom    ihe 
Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company.     Ite 
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Irish  Members  without  exoeption  signed 
a    memorial    to    Mr.    Gladstone,    and 
said  that  this  was  a  poor  Irish  Company. 
It  had  had  the  carriage  of  the  mails  for 
fifty  years,  the  shareholders  were  gener- 
ally widows,  parsons  and  small  traders — 
he    could  assure  the  House  that  none 
of    his  friends  had  any  shares  in  it — 
and  the  result  was  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
with  the  peculiar  sense  he  had  of  public 
opinion,  whether  it  was  English  or  Irish, 
said  to  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor  :   "  Let 
US  defer  to  Irish  opinion.?    Lord  Gros- 
Tenor,  to  his  eternal  credit,  although  it 
was  signed  and  sealed  tore  up  the  con- 
tract and  gave  back  the  mail  contract  to 
this  little  Company.     That  was  the  act  of 
the  Liberals  in  1885.  They  seemed  to  have 
travelled  as  far  from  1883  in  the  matter 
of    liberality,    as    they    had    from    Mr. 
Gladstone  in   the   case   of   Homo   Rub. 
To  gain  £4,000  or  £5,000  for  the  English 
Treasury    the     Port     of    D  iblin     was 
deprived  of  a  much  bigger  sum  in  dues. 
They  welcomed  the  London  and  North- 
Western   Railway  into   Kingstown,   but 
why    should    the    Packet  Company  be 
inconvenienced  1      That  company  could 
surely  take  its  steamers  to  the  pier  where 
the  King  went.     The  King  went  twice  to 
the  Victoria  Pier,  and  Queen  Victoria  went 
once  to  the  Victoria  Pier.     Were  they 
now  to  be  told  that  the  pier  that   was 
good  enough  for  Royalty,  for  Kings  and 
Queens  was  not  good  enough  for  the  third 
class    passengers    of    the    London    and 
North  Western  Railway.     The  case  was 
thib,  there  was  the  Carlisle  Pier  at  which 
the  Packet  Company  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  mooring  their  ships.     He  did  not  know 
much    about    nautical    affairs,    but    he 
understood  that  these  ships  must,  at  a 
particular  time  of  the  day  when  they  came 
in,  damp  down  their  fires   to  get  their 
tubular  boilers  cleaned,   and   to  swing 
round,   and  that  unless   they  had   the 
entire  use  of  this  pier  they  could  not, 
as    they   said,   carry   out   their   service 
efficiently.     B u ^  there  was  more  than  t ha t 
in  it.    Let  the  House  remember  that  this 
mail  service  between  England  and  Ireland 
was  the  one  thing  in  the  British  connec- 
tion   of  which  they  might     be    proud. 
and    accordingly    they    wished     to    do 
away    with    it.     One    could    travel    as 
r^^larly  from  England  to  Ireland  as 
he  could  come  down  to  the  House  in  a 
cab  from  the  Strand.    They  could  travel 


to  the  minute,  the  day,  the  hour,  and 

why  ?     Because  in  the  days  when  there 

were  statesmen  in  the  land  who,  instead 

of    building    "  Dreadnoughts "    thought 

it  wiser  to  build  great  passenger  vessels, 

and    more    of    maintaining    commercial 

supremacy  by  that  means  than  by  shotted 

guns,  the   House   voted  £50,000  a  year 

to  maintain  the  service  between  England 

and  Ireland.     They  could  go  back  almost 

forty  years  in  Hansard,  and  they  would 

find  speeches  by  Gladstone,  Sir  Robert 

Peel,   and   other   great   men    upon  this 

question    of   the   mail   service   between 

England  and  Ireland.  It  was  not  until  the 

Government  took  up  with  South  Africa, 

and  Woolo>mDoloo  and  all  those  great 

foreign    places,    that  Ireland  ceased  to 

be  of  consideration   to    the  House  and 

Irish  affairs    ceased  to  be  of    interest. 

Great     English      statesmen     in      those 

days     did     not     disdain    to     examijie 

these    small    domestic    questions    which 

affected  the  lives  of  the   Irish  people. 

Now  that  they  had  to  look  after  New 

Zealand  and  Jerusalem  and  Macedonia 

and  all  these  other  foreign   places  the 

Irish  case  was  entirely  neglected.    What 

did  they  now  propose  ?    Mr.  Gladstone's 

contract  was  made  in  1883  and  went  up 

to  1893,  when  a  fresh  contract  was  made 

for   twenty   years.     There   was   only   a 

short  time  for  this  contract  to  run  ;    and 

accordingly,  with  that  eye  for  futurity 

which  the  gentlemen  who  looked  after 

the    cash-box    so    generally    had,    they 

wanted  to  rob  Ireland  of  this  little  service. 

He  knew  the  Treas  ury  too  well.  What  they 

were  thinking  about  was  something  to  help 

the  "All  Red"  route  to  Canada.    He 

called  it  the  "  all  rot  "  route.     They  were 

looking  for  some  foreign  cows  with  long 

horns.     They    were    looking    for    some 

route  that  would  take  them  across  the 

Equator  or  the  North  Pole  or  some  other 

interesting  part  of  the  world  and  the 

idea  was,  that  the  Irish  were  not  quite 

so  watchful  as  they  might  have  been  and 

that  this  million  of  money  that  was  given 

for  twenty  years  was  entirely  too  nmch 

— it  was  going  to  the  Irish.     The  great 

thing  would  be  to  get  it  for  the  people 

in  Vancouver,  who  paid  no  contribati  )n  to 

Impsrial  taxation.     "  Our  Imperial  souls, 

they  said  "  are  distsnding,  and  we  cannot 

see   anything  nearer  than    Vancouver," 

and,    accordingly,    the    Treasury    were 

making,  in  this  business,  a  reconnaissance. 
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in  force.  The  first  tiling  to  do  was  to 
jostle  the  Irish  conipiiuy  out  of  Carlisle 
pier  and  bring  in  the  London  and 
North  Western  Company.  Possibly 
the  London  ond  North  Western  Com- 
pany would  do  this  business  rip- 
pingly  and  slappingly  for  five  years  for 
£5,000.  The  Irish  company  would  be 
dead  and  wound  up  and  there  would  be 
nobo<ly  left  to  compete  in  five  years, 
and  then  the  London  and  North  Westeru 
Railway  Company  would  talk  to  them. 
Let  him  remind  the  Postmaster-General 
what  his  predecessor  Mr.  Arnold 
Morley  did  when  he  was  in  office 
in  1893  when  this  (jontract  was  to 
expire.  Mr.  Sexton,  then  a  prominent 
Member  of  the  Irish  Party,  himself ,  and 
others  of  the  Irish  Party  spent  hours 
and  days  with  Mr.  Arnold  Morley  trying 
to  devise  something  when  the  contract 
ran  out  that  would  keep  this  little 
company  on  its  legs,  ond  trving  to  do 
something  not  only  to  ma  in  tain  the  credit 
of  the  Post  Office,  but  also  this  great 
international  route.  What  thev  had 
to  complain  of  was  not  of  the  Govern- 
ment's interfering  with  tliis  question 
of  the  ■  Petition  of  Right.  It  went 
deeper  than  that.  It  went  really 
to  the  relations  between  the  two 
countries,  to  the  way  in  which  Irish 
affairs  were  regarded  by  the  Trea- 
sury. It  was  really  part  of  the  great 
case  between  Ireland  versus  England, 
that  was  their  grievance.  He  did  not 
know  whether  this  company  acted  vio- 
lently aiid  illegally  or  not,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  Attorney-General, 
who  was  generally  so  scrupulous  in 
giving  an  opinion,  prejudge  that  matter. 
He  did  not  know  whether  English 
.Judges  read  the  newspapers,  he  pre- 
sumed they  did  not.  He  presumed  that 
the  Judge  before  whom  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  appear  would  not  read 
what  he  saivl  in  tliis  House.  Nobody 
ever  did,  nowadays,  and  so  the  Judge 
would  not  have  read  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  com- 
pany had  acted  in  an  illegal  manner. 
Therefore  ho  would  pass  from  that  to  the 
action  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  lending 
the  i)olice  to  help  one  jwirty  to  the 
dispute.  He  could  only  say  that 
a  very  btul  example  had  been  given 
to  the  people  in  that  country  by  reason 
of  the  attitude  of  the  police  and  officials 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy. 


in  Dublin.  What  was  the  conclusion 
of  the  whole  matter  ?  What  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  wanted  was  to  get  better 
terms  out  of  the  Port  of  Dublin.  He 
believed  that  they  had  not  been  we'I 
treated  by  the  Port  and  Docks  Board, 
and  that  they  *were  fully  entitled  to 
better  terms.  The  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  could  not 
in  one  sense  leave  the  Port  of  Dublin. 
They  had  built  a  magnificent  hotel 
there,  pnd  all  their  plant  was  at  tke 
North  Wall.  So  far  as  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  Company 
were  concerned,  he  believed  their  entry 
upon  Kingstown  was  only  tactics  and 
manoeuvres.  If  he  was  right,  was 
it  not  deplorable  that  the  Treasury, 
in  or<ler  to  gain  some  mean  and 
paltry  advantage  in  England,  shoold 
have  lent  themselves  to  injuring 
Dublin,  and  interfered  in  a  struggle  of 
this  kind  ?  He  thought  Ihey  had  good 
ground  for  raising  the  whole  question. 
It  was  symptomatic  of  the  state  of 
Ireland  and  of  the  treatment  which 
Irish  ailairs  received  from  the  Treasuiy. 
He  believed  the  time  would  come  very 
soon  when  they  would  have  to  have  a 
steadier  method  of  checking  the  action 
of  the  Treasury,  so  that,  whether  by 
way  of  a  Standing  Select  Committee  or 
a  separjite  Committee  on  Public  Accounts 
for  Ireland,  or  by  some  other  means, 
the  (lentlemen  who  joined  the  Trea- 
sury as  apprentices,  and  who  a  day  or 
two  afterwards  wanted  to  become  great 
statesmen  by  showing  a  saving  on  Irish 
accounts,  could  be  brought  more  readily 
to  book. 

Mr.  MOORE  (Armagh,  N.)  said  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  North  of  Ireland.  The 
efficiency  of  the  services  which  connected 
the  two  countries  had  been  proved  agam 
and  again  by  experience  to  depend  upon 
the  existence  of  competition,  and  the 
best  services  were  those  which  the  Lon- 
doji  and  North  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany ran  in  competition  with  rival 
routes.  He  associated  himself  with  the 
apprehensions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  that  tiie  real 
object  and  final  result  in  a  few  years  of 
this  manoeuvre  on  the  part  of  that  com- 
pany would  be  absolutely  to  eztingiuih 
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competition  between  Kingstown  and 
England,  and  he  believed  it  would  be  a 
very  disastrous  thing  for  Ireland.  Every 
additional  passenger  service  across  the 
Channel  was  another  bond  of  connection 
between  the  two  countries  and  made 
for  the  commercial  development  and 
improvement  of  Ireland,  and  it  would 
be  a  matter  of  regret  to  anyone  interested 
in  the  welfare  of  that  coiuitry  if  one  of 
those  services  were  wiped  out.  It  was 
because  he  thought  this  link  of  com- 
petition in  the  direct  service  from  Lon- 
don to  Dublin  was  threatened  by  the 
action  of  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company  that  he  intended  to 
vote  for  the  Resolution.  He  thought 
the  remarks  made  by  the  Attorney- 
General  were  over-critical.  He  could 
not  see  that  the  strictures  which  he 
passed  upon  the  action  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company  were  in 
any  way  justified  from  the  legal  point 
of  view.  As  he  understood  the  case,  the 
company  had  possession  of  the  pier  for 
the  purpose  of  their  mail  business  under 
a  licence  from  that  branch  of  the 
(Jovemment  represented  by  the  Post 
Office  and,  being  in  possession  of  a  licence 
under  the  Government,  they  went  to 
an  English  Court  and  asked  it  to  restrain 
the  trespass  and  invasion  of  their  rights 
by  this  foreign  company,  which  it  was 
true  fortified  themselves  on  the  same 
ground  of  the  grant  of  a  licence.  He 
could  quite  understand  a  Judge  saying 
the  granter  was  the  Government  and 
solvent,  and  it  was  not  a  matter  for  an 
interim  injunction.  They  could  carry 
on  the  business,  with  some  inconvenience 
probably,  but  still  without  sufficient 
inconvenience  to  paralyse  them,  and  he 
would  leave  the  matter  until  the  trial 
of  the  point  at  issue.  It  was  not  as  if 
the  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  had  obtained  an  injunction 
preventing,  under  their  licence,  the 
Steam  Packet  Company  interfering  with 
them.  If  they  had  done  that  the  Steam 
Packet  Company  would  have  flouted  the 
authority  of  the  Court  and  been  guilty 
of  contempt.  Up  to  that  time  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  had  been  so  timid  about  the 
licence  .they  claimed  from  another 
branch  of  the  Government  that  they 
liad  not  gone  to  the  English  Court  at  all 
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for  an  injunction,  and  yet  the  Attorney- 
General  had  denounced  the  company  as 
if  the  London  and  North  Western  Rail- 
way Company  had  obtaijied  an  injunc- 
tion. He  concurred  with  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Louth 
that  it  would  be  better  if,  while  matters 
were  sub  judice,  censure  from  the  head 
of  the  English  Bar  and  counsel  in 
the  case  were  not  passed  upon  the  action 
of  either  of  the  litigants.  In  the  interests 
of  the  competition,  which  was  vital  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  excellence  of  the 
route,  he  would  vote  on  this  occasion 
with  the  hon.  Members  below  Jthe  gang- 
way. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  said  that 
in  1902  the  Manx  Company  asked 
for  the  same  privilege  with  regard 
to  the  Carlisle  Pier  as  had  now  been 
given  to  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company.  The  Steamship 
Packet  Company  very  much  opposed 
that,  on  the  ground  of  its  interference 
with  the  mails,  and  also  on  the  ground  of 
their  user  of  the  pier  being  interfered 
with.  Their  objection  prevailed,  and  the 
Manx  Company  did  not  get  the  privilege. 
What  was  the  difference  between  the  Manx 
Company  and  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company  ?  He  would  never 
forget  the  scene  created  in  the  House  when 
Mr.  Hanbury,  speaking  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  as  the  representative  of  the 
Government,  said  that  it  was  hard  to  see 
when  public  interest  ended  and  private 
interest  began.  The  Manx  Company 
had  not  the  advantages  of  the  London  and 
North- Western  Company.  They  had  not  a 
chairman  who  was  for  years  a  Treasury 
Whip.  They  had  not  a  directorate 
including  no  fewer  than  four  peers,  of 
whom  one  was  a  duke,  four  sons  of  peers, 
two  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  a  brewer.  Could  that  be  the  reason 
for  the  difference  ?  Of  course  not ! 
The  Attorney-General  had  alluded  to  Sir 
Greorge  Holmes.  The  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  was  his 
alma  mater.  Sir  George  began  life  and 
was  educated  as  an  engineer. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  An  account  of  the 
life  of  Sir  George  Holmes  is  wholly 
irrelevant.  The  hon.  Member  must 
speak  to  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  It  is  very  interest- 
ing, 

*Mk.  SPKAKEK:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  write  an  account  of  it. 

Mh.  swift  MACNEILL  said  Sir 
(Jeor^e  HolTiiefl  began  life  as  an  engineer 
in  the  company. 

*Thk  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
lion.  Member  to  observe  my  ruling. 

Mh.  swift  MACNEILL  said  he 
would  not  say  another  word  about  it. 
There  was  a  contract  between  the  Manx 
Company  which  was  refused  and  the 
Tjondon  and  North  Western  Company, 
which  was  granted  the  privilege.  '  For 
the  gain  of  a  few  hundreds  to 
the  Imperial  Treasury  this  very 
severe  loss  might  be  siwtained 
by  an  Irish  Company  to  the  benefit 
of  an  English  Company,  and  above  all 
the  means  of  comnmnicatiou  between 
England  and  Ireland  might  be  impaired. 
He  would  be  glad  to  hear  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  some  account  of  the  way 
in  which  he  reganled  the  matter.  His 
hon.  friend  had  not  yet  told  him  what  he 
had  twice  asked  him.  Under  what 
authority  were  large  posses  of  police 
bn>ught  down  to  C'arlisle  Tier  on  the 
previous  night  when  the  right  hon. 
iuMitleman  knew  uotliing  about  it  ? 
It  was  done  in  the  interests  of  a  private 
company  as  against  a  public  right  and 
they  ought  to  have  some  explanation  o^ 
tlut. 

Thk  illlEF  SE.'RErARV  for 
IREL.VNl^  ,Mr.  Bikrklu  Bristol,  N.) : 
I  rhv/.k  it  is  realised  that  my  cMmection 
\\::h  this  m-.ttor  is  of  the  very  slightest. 
Wh»t    \^e   k'.i^w   ;>lvur    it    is   th^t    this 
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which  many 
s^ii^w  ci:.y  t  x^  well,  was  on  the 
Avr/.  the  s<er.o  of  a  vonsivlerable 
:•.::::  o:  riv^ilry  between  two  >vry 
.verfv."  o'uuv.r.ios  -:he  v'iry  of  Publin 
V.:::  Fa.ke:  ^.''-'.r.Vi-riv  ;^ii.i  the  L-^U'lni 
".  N'.  r:h  Wosrerv.  Iv.'Va.^v  C-^iv.p.nv. 
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r.or  thii:k  therefore 

it  id  at  all  an  unreasonable  thing  tkt 
persons  anxious  to  maintain  peace  in 
the  harbour,  which  is  pecoliirly 
unsuiteil  for  anything  like  a  straggle, 
should  look  to  it  that  there  was 
a  sufficient  police  force.  With  the 
single  exception  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  the  police  took  no  part 
whatever  in  this  matter.  They  caimot 
be  accnsed  of  being  partisans  or  of  hav- 
ing anything  to  do  with  the  merits  of 
this  very  complicated  dispute.  Thev 
simply  stood  by  and  did  nothing,  but 
their  presence  was  supposed  to  prevent 
anything  like  a  breach  of  the  peace.  I 
personally  regret  that  in  one  case  a 
porter  was  arrested,  and,  as  I  have 
already  told  the  House,  on  hearing  that 
he  had  been  placed  in  custody,  I  im- 
mediately telegraphed  that  he  shonkl 
be  released.  Fortunately  he  was 
not  in  custody.  He  was  on  bail, 
and  after  protracted  legal  inquiry 
befi^re  a  magistrate,  which  no  doubt  he 
thoroughly  enjoyed,  he  was  suhjected  to 
a  fine  of  40s.  in  order  to  enahle  him  to 
appeal,  but  the  fuie  was  reduced  to  Is. 
in  ease  he  did  not  avail  himself  of  that 
legal  privilege.  I  certainly  regret  very 
much  that  anybody  should  have  been 
arrestetl,  f  )r,  after  all,  obeying  an  order. 
I  quite  f  ^el  that  that  case  was  a  departure 
f  om  the  rule.  Otherwise  the  police,  I 
am  ii\ft>rmeil,  behaved  with  perfect  com- 
p  isure  and  took  part  in  no  way  whatever 
in  this  affair,  or  expressed  sympathy 
with  one  side  or  the  other.  My  hon. 
frie:ul  asks  me  who  informed  the 
police  tkit  it  was  possible  a  dis- 
turbance might  arise.  That  is  a  f lir 
question.  I  am  told  the  intormation 
.ame  from  Mr.  Stevenson,  who  is  a 
(\^mmissioner  of  Public  Woxks.  He 
informeii  the  police  that  it  was  quite 
pi>ssible  that  there  would  be  a  broich  of 
peace,  and  accordingly  the  police  vhob 
naturallyon  an  occasion  of  that  aort,would 
not  eommunicate  with  me,  bong  satisfied 
that  the  request  was  made  in  good  iaith, 
sent  a  sufficient  force  to  pseeerve  mder 
which  I  dare  say  would  not  have  ken 
broken  if  they  had  not  been  there. 
I II  these  matters  nobody  can  be  expected 
ro  ru!i  any  risks^  I  think,  thmioie, 
rue  H^use  will  appi  nd  that  in  tke 
situation  at  the  ham  — maby  between 
che  companies^  great  an  biBMscomiiigaod 
^'i:-.g.    animated  anTinw  ia  OM 
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case  to  delay  the  steamer  from  leaving 
ifcB  moorings,  and  in  the  other  case 
anxiouBto  assist  it  to  do  so — disturbance 
might  very  possibly  have  arisen.  The 
]>olice  were  demanded  and  they  were 
there.    Now  I  trust  we  will  hear  no  more. 

Mr.  MOONEY  :     Can  the  right  hon 
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at  an  expense  of  £6,950,  of  which  £4,950 
had  already  been  spent  and  £2,000  wa^ 
put  down  for  this  year.  There  wp.s 
also  an  item  of  £14,000  for  the  erection 
of  anew  Consulate  at  Port  Said.  That 
was  a  new  Vote  and  £2,000  was  supposed 
to  be  required  for  it  this  year.  He 
wanted  to  ask  two  or  three  questions 


Gentleman  say,  was  the  porter  arrested  i  upon  that.    He  first  wanted  to  know 


for  committing  an  act  that  might  lead 
to  a  breach  of  the  peace. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  We  shall  have  a  full 
account  of  the  protracted  proceedings 
before  the  magistrate.  The  charge  made 
cgainst  him  was,  I  believe,  that  he 
had  obstructed  the  assistant  harbour 
master  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  by 
loosening  a  hawser  from  a  bollard  on 


why  it  was  necessary  to  erect  a  new 
C^onsulate  at  Port  Said.  He  presumed 
there  had  been  a  Consulate  at  Port  Said 
for  many  years.  He  did  not  grudge 
the  Consul  at  Port  Said  proper  accom- 
modation, but  as  he  had  apparently 
been  there  for  a  great  number  of  years 
and  had  existed  during  those  years,  as 
far  as  he  knew  without  inconvenience 
to  himself  or  the  business  which  he 
the  -jrier.  That  was  the  charge  preferred  i  carried  out,  why  was  this  £14,000  sud- 
by  the  assistant  harbour  master,  and  i  denly  required  to  be  expended?  In 
that   was   the  •  matter  tried   before   the  !  view  of  what  had  taken   place   earlier 


magistrate. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  The  debate  having 
answered  the  object  which  my  hon. 
friends  and  myself  had  in  view,  and  no 
Minister — and  I  say  this  with  some 
deliberation — having  risen  to  defend 
the  taick  by  which  the  Port  of  Dublin 
has  been  deprived  of  £5,000  a  year,  I 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


SUPPLY. 
Postponed  Proceeding  on  Question, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £52,400  (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary  sum  of  £13,000 
ba  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1909,  for  Expenditure  in  respect 
of  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings 
and  for  the  maintenance  of  certain 
Cemeteries  Abroad,"   resumed. 

Qaestion  again  proposed. 

SlB  F.  BANBURY  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  two  items  in  the  Vote 
Tlw  first  was  for  the  enlargement  and 
adaptation  of  Madame  Martini's  house. 
Ek  wanted  to  know  who  Madame  Martini 
I  and  why  her  house  had  been  adapted 


in  the  evening  too,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  this  was  merely  a  sketch 
Vote  which  would  probably  next  year 
be  enlarged,  or  whether  it  might  be  more 
or  less  adhered  to.  There  was  also 
an  item  for  rebuilding  the  Consulate 
at  Nagasaki  and  the  original  estimate 
was  given  as  three  noughts.  He  did 
not  know  what  that  meant. 

♦Mr.  HARCOURT  :  £5,000.  The  five 
is  accidentally  omitted. 

SirF.  BANBURY  said  there  appeared 
to  be  something  unfortunate  with  regard 
to  the  printing  of  the  Estimates  this  year, 
because  the  Memorandum  which  ought 
to  have  been  circulated  on  7th  March 
was  not  presented  until  that  morning. 
He  had  been,  through  the  courtesy  of 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
given  an  advance  copy  about  ten  days 
ago,  but  that  he  thought  was  only 
because  he  happened  to  make  some 
observations  about  it  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  had  no  wish  to  be  put 
in  a  favoured  position  or  to  obtain  an 
advantage  over  his  fellow  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  He  must 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
would  investigate  the  matter  of  the 
printing  in  order  to  ensure  that  in  the 
future  the  proper  figures  were  put  in 
and  that  the  Memorandum  was  cir- 
culated as  the  proper  date  and  not  at 
the  last   moment.     At  the   same  time, 
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TSLLBBSJOB  m  Nois— Mr. 
Whitetey  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  fell  called  attention  to  an 
item  of  £815  for  new  boundary  walls 
for  the  Consulate  Gaol  at  Shanghai,  j 
and  asked  for  an  explanation.  It  was  j 
a  singular  thing  that  where  the  Chinese 
were  concerne«l  the  House  could  not 
get  away  from  walls  and  gaols  and  com- 
}>oui!ds.  It  \n'zz\v.d  him  to  understand 
why  w»*  should  have  a  ;^aol  of  our  own 
at  Shanghai  >.*>  cxt«'n^ive  a.^  to  require 
a  boundary  wall  which  was  to  cost  £815. 

Ml'..   ORETTON    (Rutland)  asked  for, 
inffjrniatioii  in  r<"jard  to  a  sum  ])ro])osed 
Tfj  111-  tak«»n  for  the  EinbasftV  buildings  ■ 
.a  Madrid. 


ThkJ;E]MTV  niAIRMAX:  Itisnot 
in  oidrr  now  t»>  di.-^  uss  <  a  pit  a!  outlay. 
J'hc  itifin  ii:  t1i«-  \'ot<'  is  for  maintenance 
fiiA  repair-. 

Mj:.  GRKTTON  >aid  hr.  v.i..iicd  to 
'J*'*'  iF:fojfjj  iti<)]i  on  that  :-ijbj»'ct.  A 
.-'PI  <»f  irifij  "V  v.a^  j)iit  rl^.v.'i-  l.'j  t  year 
;ji:d  lh«'  work  w;i;->  j:ot  H'H  t;  on  with. 
Jf-  t};o light  In*  v.oulrl  \h'  ii;  order  in 
askin;;    whv.    foi    the    Tim*-    b«'if:g.    the 


proposal    for    renewing    the    buildiiig? 
was  not  gone  on  witlu 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  Thchon. 
Member  must  see  that  mamtenance  luui 
nothing  to  do  with  anything  that  has 
not  been  gone  on  with. 

Mr.  6RETT0N  said  they  were  nov 
asked  to  vote  money  for  baildin^  whkb 
were  not  satisfactory,  and  whidi  ought 
to  be  renewed.  He  thon^t  he  wonU 
be  in  order  in  questioning  the  ezpenditnit 
of  money  on  such  buiUings. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  Theieis 
no  charge  for  new  buildings,  and,  therr- 
fore,  there  can  be  no  diacaasieo  oo 
that  subject.  You  cannot  discnff 
capital  outlay  on  the  qnestion  o^ 
maintenance. 


Mr.  GRETTON  said  he  bowed  to  At 
Chairman's  ruling.  He  wtNiId  pvttke 
matter  on  a  narrower  baoa  and  sik 
whether  the  sum  of  money  to  be^votcd 
for  the  maintenance  of  &BLliaHHtwsB 
adequate  for  the  maintenanca  nt  Madiid 
of  the  dignity  of  the  » ■■iimlilin  «i 
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this  country.  The  proper  maiutenance 
of  the  Embassy  at  Madrid  was  a. matter 
of  great  interest  to  this  country,  and 
he  desired  to  know  whether  it  was  pro- 
posed to  expend  any  larger  sum  in  any 
future  year. 

The  deputy -CHAIRMAN:  The 
question  whether  there  will  be  ex. 
penditure  of  a  larger  sum  in  any 
future  year  has  nothing  to  do  with  this 
Vote. 

Mr.  GBETTON  asked  whether  he 
might  point  out  that  the  sum  takei 
this  year  was  not  sufficient.  The  sum 
which  had  been  taken  wJas  not  sufficient 
to  maintain  the  Embassy  in  a  condition 
worthy  of  the  dignity  of  this  country. 
There  was  some  difficulty  in  obtaining 
any  information  that  evening  in  regard 
to  some  of  these  smaller  items.  He 
thought  it  was  absurd  that  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  should  be  re- 
bponsible  for  thk  Vote,  but  he  was  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give 
all  information  in  his  power  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

*Mr.  HARCOURT  said  he  was  always 
glad  to  afford  to  hon.  Members  op- 
posite any  information  in  his  possession. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Great  Yarmouth 
had  asked  a  question  as  to  the  gaol  at 
Shanghai.  There  had  been  a  gaol  at 
Shanghai  for  some  time,  as  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  knew,  but  unfortunately 
it  had  been  for  many  years  surrounded 
by  a  wooden  fence  only.  The  Consul 
now  thought  it  necessary  to  have  a  wall— 
a  common  thing  in  the  case  of  a  gaol — 
and  he  had  given  way  to  his  representca- 
tions.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rutland 
seemed  to  take  a  great  interest  in  the 
Embassy  at  Madrid,  and  to  have  been 
struck  by  its  insufficiency.  It  was  (fuite 
rif^t  that  there  should  be  appropriate 
accommodation  for  the  representatives 
of  HiB  Itajesty  ahd  this  country  at 
Madiidy  but  the  hon.  Member  might  not 
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be  aware  that  last  year  the>  had  com- 
pleted the  whole  of  the  Embassy  at 
Madrid  :  it  was  in  the  finest  quarter  in 
the  town,  and  was  now  absolutely 
finished  and  decorated.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  he  was  attacked  last  year  for  the 
amoimt  spent  upon  it.  It  was  the 
absolute  completion  of  the  building 
that  had  kept  it  out  of  the  Estima^.es 
^his  year,  and  the  information  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  somewhat  out  of  date. 

Mr.  GRETTON  said  he  had  not  the 
honour  of  being  present  in  the  House 
last  year,  and  therefore  could  not  share 
in  the  explanation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  on  the  last  occasion. 
He  saw  that  the  Vote  last  year  was  only 
for  £500.  In  connection  ^vith  this  sub- 
ject might  he  ask  what  was  the  total 
amount  expended  on  the  Embassy  ? 

Mr.  GOULDING  (Worcester)  thought 
that  the  information  given  about  the  new 
boundary  wall  for  the  Consulate  at 
Shanghai  was  eminently  unsatisfactory. 
Here  was  a  sum  of  £800  spent  in  one  year 
for  a  wooden  paling.  It  was  impossible  to 
suppose  otherwise  than  that  that  wooden 
paling  had  been  grossly  neglected, 
or  else  this  hideous  expenditure  would 
not  have  been  required.  They  had 
a  Government  in  power  micommonly 
fond  of  cheeseparing  of  the  most  con- 
temptible character,  except  with  refer- 
ence to  certain  jobs  going  on  in  Ireland. 
If  a  new  paling  was  required,  why  not 
buy  wood  for  it  at  home  and  send  it 
out  to  Shanghai,  thus  giving  em- 
ployment to  British  workmen  1  Why 
should  they  erect  a  big,  clumsy  wall  which 
would  give  employment  to  Chinese 
instead  of  supplying  from  this  country 
an  miclimbable  fence  which  would  give 
the  greatest  satisfaction  ?  He  presumed 
it  was  a  Consular  Gaol,  and  that  English- 
men were  not  confined  there.  They 
knew  that  Chinamen  were  not  very  active 
in  their  movements ;  they  had  the 
misfortune  to  have. a  pigtail  which  had 
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been  of  advantage  to  the  Party  opposite, 
and  that  pigtail  often  got  in  their  way. 
They  would  be  unable  to  get  over  an 
unclimbable  fence  ;  and  if  an  order  was 
given  in  this  country  for  an  unclimbable 
fence  they  would  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  they  had  given  English 
work  to  the  English  unemployed.     He 
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begged  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  ndooed 
by  £360. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put^ "  TbA 
a  sum,  not  exceeding  £52,060,  be  gnnted 
for  the  said  Service." — (Mr.  Ofsniim) 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  S; 
Noes,  188.    (Division  Uat  No.  69.) 


AYES. 


Acland.Hood,RtHn.SirAlex.F 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Ashley,  W.  W.  \ 

Balcarres,  Lord  f"  ^ 

Banner,  John  S.  Harmood-] 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
C€oil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
C.'Oates,  E.  Feetham  (Lewishnm 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E.    \ 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North)     ; 


(/ourthope,  (».  Loyd 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Fell,  Arthur 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gretton,  John 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
MacCaw,  William  J .  MacGeagh 
M' Arthur,  Charles 
Moore,  William 

Poase,Herbert  Pike( Darlington 
Rawlinson,John  Frederick  Peel 


Remnant,  James  FarqnhmoB 
Renton,  Major  Leslie  I 
Salter,  Arthur  ClaTell )  ^ 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertfoid,  EMt) 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (ChiolieBtcr) 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell.  (Lanuk) 
Valentia,  Viscoiint 
Younger,  Geoige 

Tellrbs  vob  the  Atk— Hr. 
Goulding  and  Sir  Frederick 
Banbury. 


NOES. 


Agnew,  George  William 

Allen,  A.  A  eland  (Chris tchurch) 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Penry  (Bedford) 

Barnes,  CJ.  N. 

Barry,Redmond  J.  ( Tyrono,N. ) 

Bcale,  W.  P. 

Bell,  Richard 

Benn,W.(TV*r  Hamlet8,S.Geo. 

Bowcrmau,  C.  W. 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybuni 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,Rt  Hn.RichardKnight 

Cawloy,  Sir  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clough,  William 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

CoUins,Sir  Wm.J.(S.Pancras,W 

Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbott,CH  (Sus80x,E.Grinst'd 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crooks,  William 

Crosfield,  A.  H. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

Da  vies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Delany,  William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.  PanoraB,N  i 


Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(Walsall 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn  Herbert  John 

Glen-Coats,SirT.  (Renfrew,  W.) 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Grant,  Gorrie 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Gurdon,Rt  Hn  Sir  W.Brampton 

Harcourt,Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Woro'r) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.(Rochdale) 

Harvey,  W.E.(Derbyshire,N.E. 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Hoaly,  Timothy  Michael 

Helme,  Nerval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hope ,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N 

Hominian,  Fmslie  John 

Howaid,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

lUingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jowett,  F.  W. 


Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  £. 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamont,  Norman 

Lardner,  JsmebCarrige  Rw  le 

Layland-Barratt,  Franois 

Lenmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  A.  Levy  (Est  ex,  Haivirh 

Levy,  Sir  Mauriee 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-Qeorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Bfoodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MaoNeill,  John  Gkkrdon  Swift 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

BiCoyeic^,CharleB  (Dod^,K.) 

M'Grae»  George 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (SUffdxd,  W.) 

M'liicking,  Major  G. 

MarkB,G.(>oydon  (Laimeeiton) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Mioklem,  Nathaniel 

Middlebrook,  William 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S* 

Moonev,  J.  J. 

Morroll,  Philip 

Morton,  Alpheua  GleophsB 

Myer,  Horatio 

NicholBon,CharlesN.(I)oiietit*)r 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Gapt.  CSeell  WflBsai 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Biohaid 

Nuasey,  Thomas  WiUani 
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O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

0'Kelly,Jame6  (Ro8common,N 

Pftrker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Fe«rse,  Robert  (StaflEs,  Leek) 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Price,a  E.  (£dinb'gh,Gentral) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 

Reddy,lL 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Riobards,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 

Richards,T.F.  (Wolverh*mpt'n 

Bidsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.''(Linooln) 

Roberts,  G.H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rowlands,  J. 
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Rnnoiman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland 

Samuel,S.K.(Whitechapel) 

Soott,A.H.  (AshtonunderLy  ne 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seddon,  J. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shaokleton,  David  James 

Shaw,'Rt.Hon.  T.  (HawiokB.) 

Snowden,  P. 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.  W.) 

Stanley,Hn.A.  Lyilph  (Chesh.) 

Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury ) 

Thoma8,DavidAlfred(Merthyr 

Thompson,  J.  W.H(Somer8et,  E. 

Tomkinson,  James 

Vemey,  F.  W. 


Supply, 
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Wadsworth,  J. 

Waldron,. Laurence  Ambrose 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Ward,  W.  Dudley  (Southampton 
Waring,  Walter 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (We3thoughton) 

Tellers  fob  the  Noes — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Original   Question   again   proposed. 

And,  it  being  after  Eleven  of  the 
Clock,  and  objection  being  taken  to 
farther  Proceeding,  the  Chairman  pro- 
ceeded ^to  interrupt  the  Business. 


Whereupon  Mr.  Haroourt  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 


Question  put, 
now  put." 


'  That  the  Question  be 


The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  187  ;    Noes,  32.    (Division  List  No.  70.) 


Agnew,  George  William 
Allen,  A.  Acland(Chri8tchnrch) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Balfonr,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baring,  Oodfrey(l8le  ofWight) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnes,  O.  N. 

Barry,  RedmondJ.  (Tyrone,N.) 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Bell,  Richard 

Benn,W.(TVr  Hamlete,S.Geo. 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Brigg,  John 
Bript,  J.  A. 
Brodie,  B.  C. 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Bnchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Bylcs,  William  Pollard 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Can8ton,Rt.Hn.  RichardKnight 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
aoQgh,  William 
Colons,  Stoj^en  (Lambeth) 
Collina,^  Wm.J.(S.  Pancras,  W 
Complon-Riokett,  Sir  J. 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

C6rbett,CE[.(Sa88ex,E.Grin8t*d 
Oi»lto0tfittrB[.J.S. 


AyES. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Crean,  Eugene 
Crooks,  William 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Delany,  William 
Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,MajorE.Martin(  Walsal  1 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert  John 
Glen-Coats,  SirT.  (Renfrew,  W. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Grant,  Corrie 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Gurdon,Rt  Hn.Sir  W.Brampton 
Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 
Hardy,  George  A,  (Suffolk) 


Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc*r. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,  W.  E.  (Derbyshire.N.  E) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham)] 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hope,W.  Bateman(Somerset,N 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kelley,*  George  D. 
Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lamont,  Norman 
Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Lehmann,  R,  C. 
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Lever,  A.  Levy(E88ex,Hanv'ich 
Lovy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
L'lpton,  Arnold 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (T-ieicester) 
^[acnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
Ma<;Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 
MacVeigh,  Charle.s(Doncgal,E.) 
M'Crae,  George 
:^l'Lare!i.  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
M'Micking,  Major  G. 
Marks.Ci.C -roydon  ( Launccstoii ) 
M  irnham,  F.  J. 
ALissie,  J. 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Middlebrook,  William 
Mond,  A. 
Montagu,  E.  S. 
Mooney,  J.  J. 
Morrell,  Philip 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Myer,  Horatio 

Nicholson, Charle8N.(Doncar.t'r 
Norman,  Sir  Henry 
Xoi-ton,  Gapt.  Cecil  William 
Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 


{COMMONS} 

0*Kelly,  Jame8(Rosoommon,N 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) . 

Partington,  Oswald 

Pearoe,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Price,C.E.(Edinb'gh,Central) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 

Reddy,M. 

Rcea.  J.  D. 

Richards,  ThomaR(W.Monm*th 

Richards,  T.F.  (Wolvorh'mpt'n 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Rol)ort«,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samr  ■»!,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland ; 

Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 

Scott,A.H.(A8hton  under  Ljme 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seddon,  J. 

Seoly,  Colonel 

Shackleton,  David  .fames 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Simon,  John  Allsebrook 

Snowden,  P. 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley.  Albert  (Staffs,  N.  W.) 


of  the  House. 
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Stanley,  Hou  A.L7iaph(Ch»lL} 
Stewart-Smith.  D.  (Kendil) 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  Bod) 
StraUBs,  E.  A.  (AlnQgd<a) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Dudiam) 
Tennant,Sir£dward  (Sabborr 
Thomas,DavidAl£red(M»rthyr 
ThomT»on,J.  W.H.  (Soiiienet,£ 
Tomkinaon,  James 
Veniey,P.  W. 
Wadsworth,  J. 
Waldron,  Laurence  Ambrose 
Walters,  John  Tador 
Ward,W.  DildIey(SouthAmpt'a 
Waring,  Walter 
Wa8on,Rt.Hn.£  (ClackmanBUi 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
Wliite,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Bambartonshire) 
White,  Lnke  (York,  K  R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henzy  (Halifai) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (MiddlesbroD^) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancr»»,S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Wosthoughton) 

Tellxbs  vob  thx  Arxs— Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
P^ase. 


NOES. 


Acland.Hood,RtHn.SirAlex.F 
Arkwright,  Jolm  Stanhoi>e 
Ashley,  W.  W. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Banbury.  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood-         \ 
Barrie,  H.  T.  ( Londonderry, N.) 
Beach.Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hitkt;  , 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
feMl,  Evelyn  (Alston  Manor) 
(V'oil,  Lord  R.  (Marylcbone,  E.) 
Co.itos.  E.  Fectham(Lowisham) 


Cochrane,  Hon.  Thofl.  H.  A.  E. 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Fell,  Arthur 
Forster,  Henry  William 
(Joulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Crretton,  John 
C/uinness,  Walter  Edward 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
\r  Arthur,  Charles 
Moore,  William 
P.'asc,Her))ert  Pike( Darlington 


Rawlin8on,JohnFrederiokBMl 
Remnant,  James  Farquhanon 
Renton,  Major  lisslie 
Smith,  AbelH.  (Hert£ozd,Es0t) 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (CSiiohester) 
Thomson,  W:lGtoheUi-  (Luaik) 
Valentia,  Viscoiint 
Younger,  Cteorge 

Tbllkm  iob  thb  Nobs— Mr. 
Courthope  and  Mr.  T.  L 
Corbett. 


Original  Question  put  accordingly, 
and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 


Lords  Message  consideied. 

Ordered,  That  the  Oommittee  of  this 
House  do  meet  the  Lords  Oommittee  as 
proposed     by     their     Lordships.— (Jfr. 

Whitdey.) 

LOTTERIKS  AND  ADVERTISEMENTS. 
Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  Lords  j      Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them 
Message  as  relates  to  the  place  and  time    therewith, 
of  meeting    of  the  Joint  Committee  on 

Lotteries    and    Advertisements    be    now!  Adjourned  at  twenty^ 

considered.  1  after  KleTnioridoek 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 

Friday,  3rd  April,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  noon  of  the 
Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Hull  and  Barnsley  Railway  Bill. — Read 
a  third  time,  and  passed. 

Great  Eastern  Railway  (General 
Powers)  Bill. — As  amended,  considered  ; 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 


PETITIONS. 

CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

COAL  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Petition  from  London,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

COAL  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ;  from  Ayr ;  and 
Dalmellington  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ;  from  Kingston ; 
Sevenoaks;  Wear  Valley;  Winchester 
(five) ;  and  Wood  Green  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Falkirk,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LICENSED   PREMISES  (EXCLUSION  OF 
CHILDREN). 

Petition  from  Blandford,  for  legislation ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against ;  from  Barmboro' ; 
Blackburn ;  Blackpool  (four)  ;  Bolton 
on  Dearne  ;  Bradford  ;  Chipping 
Wycombe ;  Conisborough  (three)  ;  Des- 
borouffh ,  Dorchester ;  l^airford ;  Fulham  ; 
Goldthorpe ;  Harlington;  High  Wycombe; 
Rennington  ;  Leeds  ;  Littlemore  (two) ; 
Naibworth;  Sheffield    (eight);    Stoken- 
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church  ;  Swindon  ;  Tetsworth ;  Thurncoe 
(two)  ;  Wath  on  Dearne  (three)  ;  and 
Wheatley ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration ;  from  All er ton ; 
Bradford  (six)  ;  Kochdale ;  and  Wibsey ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour:  From  Aberdeen 
(two) ;  Attleborough  ;  Aysgarth  (two) ; 
Barnsley  ;  Bath ;  Batley  (five) ;  Benwell ; 
Blackheath  ;  Bradford  (two) ;  Brandon 
Colliery  ;  Brymbo  ;  Byker ;  Codnor  ; 
Coleham  ;  Cowes  ;  Crossbills  ;  Deer ; 
Denholme  ;  Egerton  (three) ;  Fenton ; 
Fraserburgh  ;  Glasgow  ;  (^uisbrough  ; 
Hackney  ;  Halifax  ;  Hempnall  ;  Hool- 
gerrig ;  Heme  Hill ;  Hopewell ;  Horwich ; 
Kelvedon  ;  Kilsyth ;  Kingston  ;  Lan- 
caster (two) ;  Leeds ;  Liskeard ;  Lyming- 
ton ;  Macclesfield  ;  Middleton  ;  Newport ; 
Newton  Heath;  Ovington;  Pendleton; 
Penwith ;  Port  Isaac  ;  Prestwich ;  Rams- 
gate  ;  Raydaleside  ;  Ripponden  ;  Rugby  ; 
Sandown ;  Sevenoaks  ;  Smithy  Bridge ; 
Southsea ;  Stakeford ;  Stockport  (three) ; 
Streatham  ;  Sudbury  ;  Truro  ;  Turriff ; 
Ventnor  ;  Watergrove ;  Wear  VaUey ; 
Wensleydale;  West  Auckland;  WesB 
Norwood;  Winchester  (five);  Wood 
Green  ;  Worsley  ;  Worthing  ;  and, 
Yardley ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  (LOCAL  OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Deer ;  Fal- 
kirk ;  Glasgow  (two) ;  and,  Saltcoats ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Bilston ; 
Coseley;  Eiith;  Pontypool;  and,  South 
Nutfield  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Edinburgh  ; 
and,  Wolverhampton ;   to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copy  presented,    of    Diplomatic    and 
Consular    Report,    Annual    Series,    No. 
3968   [by  Command];  to  lie   upon  the 
Table. 
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QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS       \ 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES, 


Post  Office  Surveyors'  Districts. 
Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
will  state  the  numbers  of  surveyors'  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  and  in  England,  respec- 
tively ;  and  whether,  with  regard  to 
applications  for  head  postniasterships  or 
other  superior  appointments,  one  applica- 
tion is  allowed  to  be  forwarded  from  each 
surveyor's  district  in  England,  if  one  or 
more  than  one  candidate  applies  in  each 
of  such  districts,  whereas  one  application 
only  is  allowed  to  be  forwarded  from  the 
whole  of  Ireland  even  when  there  are 
several  applicants  in  each  surveyor's  dis- 
trict in  Ireland. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  BuxUm,) 
The  number  of  surveyors'  districts  in 
Ireland  is  three  and  the  number  in  Eng- 
land is  eleven.  All  applications  for  head 
postmasterships  and  other  superior  ap- 
pointments, whether  from  candidates  in 
Ireland  or  England,  are  forwarded  to 
head  quarters  and  considered  there. 
Naturally,  however,  much  weight  is 
attached  to  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary 
at  Dublin  as  to  which  of  these  candidates 
is  the  best. 

Imperial  Grant  for  Upkeep  of  Highways. 
Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  damage  is  done  by  traction  enghies 
and  heavy  locomotives  to  roads  which 
have  to  be  kept  in  constant  repair  by 
the  local  authorities,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  recommending  the  im- 
position of  a  tax  upon  such  conveyances 
and  thereby  relieve  the  ratepayera  from 
the  burden  now  imposed  on  them. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  Any  ques- 
tion as  to  the  imposition  of  a  tax  should 
be  addressed  to  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Argentine  and  Natal—Supposed 
Preferential  Tariff. 

Sir  CHAKLP:S  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  To  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  recent  negotiations  be- 


tween the  Government  of  Natal  ind 
that  of  the  Argentine  BepubliCy  in  which 
Natal  is  stated  to  have  offered  prefenn- 
tial  terms  to  Argentina  in  wheat  and 
meat. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  ChurckilL)  No  in- 
formation has  been  received  in  tbd 
Colonial  Office  on  the  subject. 

The  Tog  "  Bover'a  "  Engines. 
Mr.  HOLT  (Northumberland,  Hex 
ham) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  what  are  the  number  and 
diameter  of  the  cylinders  and  length  of 
stroke  of  the  engines  of  the  tug  *'  £>ver." 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  RdberUfm.) 
The  tug  "Eover"  will  have— Two  high- 
pressure  cylinders,  14|  inches  diameter; 
two  intermediate  -  pressure  oylinden, 
23]:  inches  diameter;  two  low-pressure 
cylinders,  37|  inches  diameter;  length 
of  stroke,  2  feet  9  inches. 

Unappointed  Learners  in  Belfiurt  Post 
Office. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  To  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  how  many  learners  with  two 
years  service  and  upwards  are  rtill  un- 
appointed in  the  Belust  post  ofiSce,  and 
whether  the  officers  recently  appointed 
have  received  notification. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydmiw  Buaiikm,) 
The  appointment  to  the  establishment  of 
each  of  the  learners  at  Belfast  with  tf 
much  as  two  years  service  is  abeidy 
beine  proceeded  with.  These  offieen 
will  be  notified  of  their  appointment  in 
due  course. 

Irvine  Post  Qfflee. 
Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Borghs) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
has  yet  come  to  a  decirion  with  icgud  to 
a  new  post  office  at  Irvine. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  jSydnsy  BuxUm,) 
This  matter  is  still  under  conaidention. 

Sentence  on  Mrs.  &  Felori. 
Mr.  KEMNANT  (Fmsbnry,  Holbon) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attentbrn  bi 
been  callea  to  the  case  of  Mrs.  izHmWImA 
Pelosi,  of  17,  Baker's  Bow,  Holbon,  wfco 
was  sentenced  on  14th  March  hw  Vl 
Mead  at  Marlborough  SttoetfMteOwt 
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to  a  month's  imprisonment,  and  recom- 
mended by  him  for  deportation,  for 
playing  an  organ  in  the  streets  accom- 
panied by  her  child  of  two  years  old, 
which,  according  to  the  magistrate, 
seemed  to  hare  been  well  treated ;  and 
whether,  seeing  it  was  her  first  offence 
and  that  she  has  several  children  depend- 
ing on  her,  he  will  cancel  the  remainder 
of  the  sentence. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  have  gone  very  carefully  into  all  the 
circumstances  of  this  case,  but,  as  I  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  in  a  letter  of 
yesterday's  date,  I  have  not  seen  my  way 
to  recommending  His  Majesty  to  remit 
any  portion  of  the  sentence  passed  by 
the  magistrate.  It  is  to  be  observed 
that  the  conviction  was  not  as  stated 
in  the  Question,  but  for  the  offence  of 
causing  a  child  to  be  in  the  streets  for  the 

furpose  of  inducing  the  giving  of  alms, 
have,  however,  felt  justified  in  deciding 
not  to  make  the  expulsion  order  which 
was  recommended  in  addition  to  the 
sentence,  and  to  allow  the  woman  to 
remain  in  this  country. 

Small  Holdings. 
Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Gfovem- 
ment  Board,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  intention  of  the  Small  Holdings  Act 
of  last  Session  was  that  interest  on  the 
purchase  money  and  a  yearly  sum  as  a 
sinking  fund  sufficient  to  recoup  the  whole 
cost  ofthe  land  should  be  included  in  the 
rent  charged  by  the  countv  council  to  the 
small-holder,  without  the  latter  acquiring 
any  interest  in  the  fee  simple  of  the  pro- 
perty, if  it  would  be  competent  for  the 
countv  council  to  exclude  such  charges 
and  defray  them  itself,  if  it  so  desires, 
without  its  members  becoming  liable  to 
be  surcharged  by  the  auditor. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Burns.)  It  will 
rest  with  the  auditor  to  determine  in  the 
first  instance  what  course  he  will  take  if 
a  case  of  the  kind  referred  to  comes 
before  him.  Any  action  taken  by  him  in 
the  matter  would  be  subject  to  appeal  to 
the  Local  Government  Board.  Of  course 
I  cannot  say  beforehand  what  the  decision 
oC  the  Board  upon  any  such  an  appeal 
would  be,  but  in  dealing  with  it  they 
would  take  into  consideration  all  the 
cireiimstances  of  the  case. 


Largy  National  School— Publican  as 
Master. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH 
(Fermanagh,  N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if 
thet  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
in  Ireland  have  had  it  brought  to  their 
attention  that  Largy  school,  county 
Antrim,  near  Portglenone,  is  situate 
within  a  few  yards  of  a  public-house,  and 
that  the  name  of  the  schoolmaster  and 
the  licensed  proprietor  of  the  public- 
house  are  the  same  ;  is  the  schoolmaster 
the  licensed  person;  and,  if  not,  where 
does  the  nominally  licensed  person  reside, 
and  is  the  public-house  in  fact  managed 
by  the  schoolmaster  or  members  of  nis 
household ;  and  is  the  management  of  a 
public-house  by  any  schoolmaster,  or  any 
of  his  household,  in  close  proximity  to 
the  school,  permitted  by  the  Board. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  under  their  rules  teachers  are 
strictly  forbidden  to  keep  public-houses 
or  to  live  therein,  and  the  Commissioners 
do  not  recognise  as  a  teacher  the  husband 
or  wife  of  the  owner  or  occupier  of  a 
public-house.  The  Commissioners  have 
no  information  as  to  the  alleged  breach 
of  the  rule  by  a  teacher  at  Largy  national 
school,  but  will  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject. 

Kenmare  Fair  Bent  Applications. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  applications  to  fix  fair  rents 
received  by  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
for  the  two  years  ended  30th  June,  1907, 
from  tenants  in  the  Kenmare  rural 
district ;  how  many  of  these  applications 
have  been  heard  by  the  Sub-Land  Com- 
mission ;  the  date  of  the  last  sitting  of  the 
Sub-Land  Commission  in  Kenmare ;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  number  of  applica- 
tions remaining  unheard  on  the  30th 
June,  1907,  and  the  period  that  has 
elapsed  since  the  last  sitting  at  Kenmare, 
he  can  state  the  earliest  date  of  the  hear- 
ing of  these  applications  by  the  Sub-Land 
Commission. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  number 
of  applications  to  fix  fair  rents  received 
by  the  Land  Commission  from  the  rural 
districts  of  Kenmare  during  the  two  years 
ending  30th  June,  1907,  was  seventy-two, 
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Two  Sub-Commission  sittings  were  held 
at  Kenmare  in  1907.  The  latest  sitting 
WHS  held  on  3rd  October,  1907,  at  which 
all  cases  lodged  prior  to  1st  April,  1907, 
were  dealt  with.  Of  the  seventy-two 
ciases  referred  to  only  thirteen  remain 
unheard.  A  further  sitting  will  be  held 
at  Kenmare  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible, 
regard  being  had  to  the  claims  of  other 
districts. 

Repair  to  Boat-slip  at  Beads,  Glen  Cove. 
Mr.  BOLAND  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  attention  of  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  has  been  called  to 
the  present  state  of  the  boat-slip  at 
Roads,  County  Kerry,  and  to  the  un- 
finished condition  of  the  slip  at  Glen 
Boat  Cove,  whereby  it  is  impossible  for 
the  fishenuen  to  carry  on  the  fishing 
industry ;  and  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  repair  these  slips  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  propose  to  carry 
out  certain  works  at  Roads  Slip,  County 
Kerry,  in  tlie  summer  of  the  present 
year,  but  will  have  no  funds  available  for 
work  at  Glen  Boat  Cove,  or  for  any  other 
project  to  which  they  are  not  yet 
alreatly  committed. 

Purchase  of  the  Estate  of  Mr.  B.  Keys,  of 
Crolly. 

Mk.  HUGH  law  (Donegal  8.):  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  trustees  and  tenants  of  the  estate 
of  the  late  Mr.  Richard  Keys,  of  Crolly, 
County  Donegal,  have  mutually  agreed  as 
to  the  sale  and  purchase  of  the  estate  ; 
whether  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
has  intimated  that  it  is  unable  to  carry 
out  the  purchase  for  lack  of  funds  ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  rental  amounts 
only  to  £44  jwrannun  and  the  purchase 
price  is  consequently  small,  he  M'ill  niake 
such  arningements  as  will  enable  the 
Ikxiril  to  cause  the  purchase  to  be  carried 
out  forthwith. 

{Ans\r€rcil  hy  Mr.  BirrelL)  In  April, 
1900,  the  Congested  Districts  Boani 
informed  the  owner's  solicitors  that  they 
were  willing  to  make  an  offer  for  the 
estate  in  question  ujwn  receiving  the 
rentiil  of  the  estate,  but  no  reply  wiis 
received.     I  am  not  aware  of  any  agree- 


ment between  the  trustees  and  the 
tenants  of  the  estate.  The  Board  are 
not  now  in  a  position  to  reopen  negotia- 
tions in  the  matter  for  reasons  which  I 
have  already  fully  stated. 

Aghatubrid  Estate  Dispute. 
Mr.  BOLAND :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  solicitor  of  the 
Aghatubrid  estate  of  the  late  Mr.  J. 
W.  Leahy  has  now  replied  to  the 
letter  of  the  Estates  CommissionerB ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  pro- 
cesses have  been  issued  against  the  tenants 
for  arrears  of  rent  which  had  been  agreed 
to  be  wiped  out  by  the  late  owner,  and 
that  the  case  is  fixed  for  hearing  al 
Killarney  on  4th  April,  he  will  cause  the 
hearing  to  be  postponed  in  the  event  of 
the  solicitor  to  the  estate  not  having 
replied  to  the  letter  of  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners, seeing  that  the  tenants  have 
fulfilled  their  side  of  the  agreement,  and 
that  the  production  of  this  letter  is  a 
material  fact  in  the  case. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrett.)  The  reply 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
negative.  I  have  already  intimated  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  no  proceedings  for 
sale  are  pending  between  the  present 
owner  and  the  Estates  Commissionen. 
The  Commissioners,  therefore,  have  no 
power,  nor  have  the  Government,  to 
interfere  in  any  legal  proceedings  which 
may  be  taken  by  the  owner  for  the 
recovery  of  rent. 

Cordite  I>eBtroy6d. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Beds):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  whole  of  the  Ordnance  depots 
were  imder  AVar  Office  control  up  to  the 
31st  March,  1908;  whether  he  can  state 
what  amount  of  cordite  has  been  destroyed 
or  got  rid  of  up  to  that  date  at  Aeee 
depots  since  the  1st  January,  1907 ;  and 
what  is  the  amount  m  cordite  still  r^ 
maining  in  which  mercuric  chloride  hu 
been  found,  or  which  is  awaiting  ex- 
amination for  the  purpose  of  ascertaioiiig 
if  it  contains  mercunc  chloride,  or  is  in 
any  way  deteriorated. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  HaUaae.) 
There  are  naval  ordnance  depots  st 
certani  places  which  are  not  under  the 
control  of  the  War  OflBoe.  The 
of  cordite  destroyed   eannot  be 
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without  reference  to  the  various  stations. 
None  has  been  destroyed  because  it  con- 
tained mercuric  chloride  unless  it  was 
found  by  testing  to  have  deteriorated. 
All  cordite  is  periodically  examined  to 
see  whether  it  has  deteriorated,  and  the 
tests  applied  for  this  purpose  determine 
the  stability  of  the  coniite,  whether  mer- 
curic chloride  is  present  or  not.  I  have 
no  materials  available  to  enable  me  to 
state  the  actual  quantities. 

Mr.  BELLAIES  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  hitherto  it 
has  been  the  invariable  practice  for 
cordite  to  be  passed  for  both  Armv  and 
Navy  by  inspectors  under  the  War  Ofl&ce  ; 
whether  any  statement  has  been  obtained 
from  the  companies  which  used  mercuric 
chloride  as  to  the  dates  at  which  the 
practice  was  commenced  of  adding  this 
unlawful  ingredient,  and  so  masking  the 
only  test  which  was  applied  to  the  cor- 
dite ;  and  whether  he  can,  from  this  data, 
state  approximately  the  total  quantity  of 
cordite  containing  mercuric  chloride 
which  was  thus  passed  into  the  Army 
an&  Navy^nd  to  India,  irrespective  of 
what  may  have  since  been  used  at  target 
practice. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane). 
The  reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion is  in  the  affirmative.  As  regards  the 
second  part  of  the  Question  only  the 
National  Explosives  Company  have  in- 
formed us  as  to  the  date  when  mercuric 
chloride  was  first  used.  As  regards  the 
last  part  of  the  Question,  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  rive  any  figures,  but  the  whole  of 
the  stocK  of  cordite  in  which  mercuric 
chloride  may  be  present  will  in  the  usual 
course  be  tested  for  stability. 

Permanent  Staff  of  Norfolk  Garrison 
Artillery  (Militia). 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
will  be  the  position  of  the  present  per- 
manent staff  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales's  Own  Norfolk 
Boyal  Garrison  Artillery  (Militia)  when 
the  regiment  becomes  field  artillery  ;  and 
will  they  still  continue  on  the  staff. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
Any  sergeants  who  formerly  served  in 
Boyal  Bforso  or  Field  Artillery  will  be 
available  for  posting  to  the  permanent 
staff  of  the  Beserve  field  Artillery,  or  of 


the  Territorial  Horse  and  Field  Artillery. 
If  not  so  required  they  will  ho  absorbed 
in  the  Royal  Hoi-se  or  Field  Artillery. 
Those  who  formerly  served  only  in  the 
Royal  Garrison  Artillery,  if  not  required 
for  the  permanent  staff  of  the  Territorial 
Artillery,  will  be  absorbed  in  the  Royal 
Garrison  Artillery.  Every  consideration 
will  be  shown  in  dealing  with  the  per- 
manent staff,  and  preference  as  regards 
appointments  on  the  staff  of  the  Terri- 
torial Artillery  will  be  given  to  any 
individuals  whom  it  is  impossible  to 
employ  with  the  Reserve  ArtUlery. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Member  from  Standing  Committee  B  (in 
respect  of  the  Children  Bill) :  Sir  Maurice 
Levy ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution 
(in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill)  Mr. 
Wedgwood. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PORT  OF  LONDON  BILL. 
Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills  do  examine 
the  Port  of  London  Bill,  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders 
relative  to  Private  Bills. — (Mr.  Lloyd- 
George.) 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.),  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  asked  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  while  he  tried  to 
be  as  concise  as  he  could  in  bringing 
forward  this  measure  which  dealt  with 
a  question  of  grave  importance.  Doubt- 
less everyone  would  be  aware  that  the 
question  of  Poor  Law  reform  had  agi- 
tated people's  minds,  not  alone  in  Ireland, 
but  throughout  Great  Britain  for  many 
years  past,  and  there  could  be  no  question 
that  the  verdict  of  the  country  had  been 
expressed  at  all  events  outside  that 
House,  to  the  effect  that  the  present 
Poor  Law  system  was  bad  in  very  many 
directions  and  needed  vast  reform.  In 
many  respects  it  was  quite  out  of  date, 
and  it  had  proved  to  be  unconsciously 
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cruel  in  many  of  its  administrative  de- 
tails.   Very  few  of  those  who  paid  poor 
rates  in  this  comitry  were  acquainted 
with  the  manner  in  which  their  money 
was  spent.    Very  few  of  them  had  gone 
to  the  trouble  of  entering  the  workhouses 
in  order  to  see  for  themselves  the  con- 
ditions  imder  which  the   poor   of  the 
country  lived  in  those  institutions.    He 
wished  to  cast  no  reflection  whatever  on 
the  officers  charged  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  throughout  the 
coimtry,  for  they  were  a  capable  and  very 
intelligent  body  of  men  ;    what  he  was 
referring  to  was  the  system  which  had 
grown  up  in  the  last  seventy  years  in 
Ireland,  and  the  conditions  under  which 
the  officers  of  the  Poor  Law  had  to  carry 
out  administrative  details.     In  the  Bill 
which  he  was  bringing  before  the  House 
they  did  not  pretend  to  go  into  details ; 
indeed,    they    could    not    formulate    a 
scheme  which  would  meet  all  objections  ; 
nor  did   they  lay  down  any  hard  and 
fast  rule,  or  sketch  any  scheme  to  which 
they   asked   the   House   to  bind  itself, 
by  setting  to  it  the  seal  of  its  approval. 
He  made  those  remarks  because  what 
was  to  follow  was  merely  an  outline  or  an 
indication  of  a   desire  which   some  of 
them  had  for  the  reorganisation  of  the 
whole  Poor  Law  system  in  Ireland,  root 
and  branch.     The  largeness  of  the  subject 
precluded  him,  in  the  first  instance,  from 
dwelling  upon  its  past  history  in  order 
to  set  forth  and  describe  the  exact  con- 
ditions under  which  the  Poor  Law  was 
administered  in  Ireland  in  the  present 
day.     He  would  approach  the  subject 
not  alone  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
present  but  of  future  generations,  and 
also  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  ap- 
pliances, improved  scientific  methods  in 
all  physical  branches,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  poor  themselves,  and  of  the 
capacity  of  the  people  of  various  localities 
to  bear  the  rates  which  would  be  necessi- 
tated under  the   Bill.     They  hoped  the 
rates  would  be  no  higher  than  hitherto, 
but  they  trusted  that  they  would  greatly 
increase  the  possibility  of  securing  pay- 
ment from  those  who  were  able  to  pay, 
while  attaining  a  sufficient  amount  of 
work  from  all  the  able-bodied  who  found 
themselves    in    Poor    Law   institutions. 
He   asked   the   House   particularly     to 
bear  in  mind  that  whilst  charity  must 
temper  their  consideration  of  any  such 
Oap^in  Craig^ 


measure  as  this,  they  must  also  bring 
to     bear  common    sense   and   business 
prudence  to  guide  their  footsteps.     The 
Bill  referred  entirely  to  Ireland;    and 
it  would  be  interesting  to    know  that 
the    first   Poor   Law   Act  for   Ireland 
was  passed  on  31st  July,    1838.      That 
Act   was    the    groundwork    of  all  the 
Poor  Law  Acts  under  which  they  were 
living.      The     great    famine    in    1847 
brought  untold  misery  upon  Ireland,  and 
numerous    alterations    were  made  and 
extensions   effected    in   the    Poor  Law 
in    order    to    cope    with   that   terrible 
time.      About    that    period,    or   after 
the  famine,  boards  of  guardians    were 
permitted  to   give  outdoor  relief,    and 
he     believed    that,     at     present,     the 
state  of  the  law  in   regard  to  outdoor 
relief   was   exactly   the   same  as  when 
it  was  first  introduced.    A  Royal  Com- 
mission   on    this   subject  presented    a 
Report  to  King  William  IV.  in   1836, 
and  he  would  ask  the  House,  if  they 
had  not  already  done  so,  to  consider  what 
that  Report  said.     Seventy  vears  ago  a 
Royal  Commission  inquired  into  the  whole 
matter,    and     made     recommendations 
which  would  astonish  the  House,  for  they 
afforded    a    very    interesting  lesson    on 
this  subject.     That  Commission  recom- 
mended   land    drainage    and    reclama- 
tion on  modem  lines,  the  provision  of 
labourers'  cottages  and  allotments,  the 
bringing   of   agricultural  instruction   to 
the  doors  of  the  peasant,  the  improve- 
ment  of   land  tenure,   the   transfer   of 
fiscal  powers  from  grand  juries  to  county 
boards,  the  employment  of  direct  labour 
on  roads  by  such  county  boards,  the 
sending   of   vagrants  to  colonies  to  be 
employed   or   to   penitentiaries  in   this 
country,    the    closing    of  public-houses 
on  Sundays  and  the  prevention  of  the  sale 
of  groceries  and  intoxicating  drink  in 
the    same    house    for   consumption    on 
the  premises.     That  Report,   was,    un- 
doubtedly, far  in  advance  of  its  time,  but 
they  could  not  but  be  struck  by  the  fact 
that,  by  the  flux  of  time,  nearly  all  those 
reconmiendations  had  been  carried  out» 
some  of  them  imwittingly,  not  by  law,, 
but    simply    by    the    good  sense  and 
feeling  of  the  people.    He  quoted  the 
Report   because  he  wished  to  contrast 
it  to  a  certain  extent  with  the  Viceregal 
Commission's    Report,    in    1906,    which 
was  the  basis  of  the  present  Bill.     Some 
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-   hon.  Members  might  be  inclined  to  say  |  Lord-Lieutenant.     And    the  next  short 
li    that,  taking  the  Report  as  a  whole,  it    quotation  was   one    which  had   guided 


was  Utopian ;  indeed,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  already  expressed  that  opinion 
He     could     not     conceive     how 


them  in  framing  this  Bill.    The  Com- 
missioners said — 


,          .        ^,    ^  ^,                           ,     .*^y  "  It  seemed  to  us  that  it  would  be  our  duty 

one,  imowmg  that  the  recommendations  to  ascertain  how,  if  at  all,  a  reduction  could, 

of  seventy  years   ago,    which   doubtless  without  impairing  efficiency,  be  made  in  the 

were  considered  Utopian  in  those  days  ©^P^J^diture  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  at  the 

had  all  come  to  be  realised,  could  fail  Zr^tL^T^l^dor'^^i^l^'ota^^SX^ 

to    give    proper    consideration    to    the  might  be  effected." 

recommendations  of  the  Viceregal  Com-  m,  4.           xi.     1         1     ^  .t^     -r>.,i    , 

mission— recommendations  which  might  ^^^^  "^^^  ^^®  ^?^^^^  ^^  *^®  Bill— how 

be  considered  Utopian,  but  which  had  ?^  improvement  m  the  method  of  afiord 


the  same  chance  of  realisation  as  the 
lecommendations  made  seventy  years 
ago.  The  Report  of  the  Viceregal  Com- 
mission which  showed  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  grave  national  importance  for 
Ireland,  had  received  widespread  ap- 
proval in  Ireland,  and  the  Royal  Com 


ing  relief  might  be  efiected,  and  how, 
if  at  all,  reductions  might  be  effected 
without  impairing  efficiency.  He  would 
explain  to  those  who  were  not  familiar 
with  the  intricate  details  of  the  subject, 
that  in  the  poorhouses  of  Ireland,  the 
inmates  were  gathered  from  all  classes 


mission  now  sitting— he  spoke  subject  to  of  the  deserving  and  undeserving  poor, 
correction— on  the  question  of  Poor  Law  f^^.^*^^y  ^^''^  classified  according  to 
reform    in    the    whole    of    the    United   law  in  a  manner  which  he  would  explain 

to  the  House.  With  few  exceptions 
the  way  in  which  they  were  classi- 
fied   was    as    follows : — The    sick,    the 


Kingdom,  had  decided  to  adopt  the 
Viceregal  Commission's  Report  in  toto, 
in  regard  to  Ireland.     In  his  opinion,  it 


was 


most    valuable    to    see  that   that   ^f  4  *^^  ^'^fi™'  lunatics  and  all  kinds 


Commission     had    put      the    seal     of 


of    insane    cases,    sane    epileptics,    un- 


their  approval  to  the  Report  of  the  I  Pf  "^°'^,^^^/^''^^^''^^'^^l^^''®^^®^^^?^ 
Viceregal  Commission,  and  decided  to  ^^^^''^^^^^  ^^^®^  ^^^^^  ^^  *g®' «*^^*^' 
adoptit.     It  afforded  conclusive  evidence  ,  or   ins-and-outs,    vagrants   and   tramps 

of  what  was  necessary  for  the  ameliora-  f^^,   '',^^^.\^'!™  P^T"*!*    ^^?^.^n*«? 

tii^n  of  the  condition  of  the  poorer  classes  ^^  i^«^[  ^»^^  45,195  of  all  classes  m  1905, 

BO  far  as  Poor  Law  reform  in  Ireland  f^^   the   point    which    he   wished    the 

was  concerned.     He  did  not  intend  to  ^ousc    thoroughly    to    understand    was 

go    further   into    the    past.     If  further  that  each  of  those  classes  which  he  had 

evidence   was  necessary  he   would  read  enumerated    found    a    resting    place    m 

to  the  House  a  few  extracts  from  what  ?"^  ^^  ^l^^^^i  ^^  .^^^   workhouses  in 


the  Commissioners  said  in  their  Report 
of  1906.     They  said- 


Ireland.     The  Commission  rcported- 


"  We  think  that  the  present  system  of  keeping 
80  many  different  classes  of  persons  in  the 
'*  We  have  inspected,  as  far  as  we  are  aware ,    same  institution  is  one  that  ought  not  to  be 
all  workhouses,  county  infirmaries,  fever  hos-    continued,  and  we  received  evidence  through- 


out all  Ireland  strongly  in  favour  of  changing 
the  system  in  this  respect,  provided  that  the 


pitab,  and  other  hospitals  in  Ireland,  main 

tained  wholly  or  in  part  out  of  local  rates, 

Moreover,  for  the  purpose  of  reporting  whether    rates  "would  not  be  increased," 

any  further  hospital  accommodation  for  the 

sick  poor  is  desirable,  we  visited  and  carefully    They    had 

inquired  into  the  circumstances  of  those  looali 


ties,  including  many  islands  off   the  sea  coast. 


159    union    workhouses    in 
Ireland,  and  under  the  county  system 


...  -         -  ,  J^"®  ?®*  ^^^c    there  were  thirty-four  county  infirmaries, 

which    are    remote   from    any   hospital.     The  1       r       ^  e  •    r     ^- 


nnmber  of  witnesses  examined  by  us  was  743 


and      fourteen       fever      or      infectious 


and  in  nearly  all  cases  our  inspection  of  the  hospitals.        A  separate  and  very  urgent 

various    institutions    concerned    took    place  question  was  dealt  with    by    the  Com- 

before  we  heard  the  views  of  witnesses     In  ^^^^^^^    namelv,  that  of   improvements 

this  way  we  were  better  able  to  understand  the  xi         ^       j.         ^            i     •     i   1  •             t 

--            -         -        -.  m     the     treatment     and    isolation     01 

patients      sugerirg      from      pulmonary 


sagmtions  made,  and  to  discuss  the  various 
lo^  proposals  with  the  witnesses." 


So  that  they  had  there,  at  all  events. 


tuberculosis  or  consumption.     Although 
they     could      not      set      up      in     the 


a  most   complete   inquiry  on   the  spot    Bill  a  definite,  clear,  and  cut-and-dried 
}jff    Ciommissioners    appointed     by   the  1  scheme  which  would  meet  that  terrible 
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disease  in  Ireland,  still  it  had  been  one  |  Theysaid  that  independently  of  any  other 
of  their  guiding  principles  in  framing  inquiry,  they  went  into  the  whole  matter 
the  measure  that  consumption,  one  of  .  as  regarded  Ireland  alone,  and  no  aoonei 
the  greatest  evils  in  Irelanii,  should  I  had  they  arrived  at  their  concluflionfl  « 
be  properly  dealt  with.     In  considering    the  matter  than  they  were  informed  tbt 


the  lines  which  they  sliouM  adopt,  they 
thought  it  only  right,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  bear  this  in  mind,  to 
allow  local  energy  and  local  ideas  and 
the  sympathetic  feelings  of  the  people 
to  operate  in  their  own  particular  way, 
and  the  Commissioners  appointed  under 


Scotland  had  discovered  after  actual 
trial  that  the  scheme  worked  admirably 
in  every  part  of  the  country.  Thit 
was  testimony  of  the  thoroughness  and 
care  with  which  the  Report  was  piepand. 
Then  he  had  obtained  a  few  detaik 
from  the  City  of  Belfast   with  ieg»id 


the    Bill    would    guide   their   efforts   in.  j  to  the  expense  of  keeping  children  in  the 
stamping   out   that  disease    in    Ireland.  !  workhouse,  and  he  found  that  during  the 


They  all  knew  the  great  ei!oit  that  had 
been  made  to  awaken  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  the  proper  treatment 


half-year  ending  31st  March,  1902,  the 
luimber  of  children  receiving  indoor 
relief  in  that  city  was  3,860.    It  wis 


of  the  disease,  and  he  believed  one  of  the  practically  the  same  in  1907.  The 
first  effects  of  passing  the  Bill  education  of  those  children  showed  a 
would  be  to  strengthen  the  hands  .  very  considerable  waste  of  money.  The 
of  those  who  had  the  idea  constantly  I  average  attendance  of  children  in  Belfast 
before  them.  He  would  pass  from  that  ■  workhouse  for  1907  was  160.  There  were 
clause  to  the  question  of  children  who  '  seven  teachers,  three  male  and  four  female, 
were  born  in  workhouses  or  who  found  who  received  annual  salaries  amoontiDg 
their  way  into  them  in  their  early  years,  to  £505.  They  received  firBt-class  rations, 
The  Bill  would  in  such  (uiscs  i!s  were  which  amounted  to  about  £40  a  year, 
considered  desirable  ext<Mid  the  power  of  !  and  their  bonus  brought  it  up  to  £93  lis. 
boarding-out  children.     He  bad  gone  to    Thus  the  cost  of  educating  160  children 


the  trouble  of  getting  some  infonnition 
on  the  subject.  The  chief  committee, 
had,  of  course,  been  the  Viceregal  Com- 
mission, and  they,  like  anyone  who  had 
read  the  Report,  must  hive  been  particu- 
larly struck  by  the  statistics  huided 
to  them  from  Scotland.  In  1903, 
and  he  believed  there  hul  been 
very  little  change  in  the  figures 
since  then,  there  were  7,110  children 
in  receipt  of  r(»lief  in  Scotia rd,  of  which 
luiniber  ()J95  or  87  ])or  cent,  were 
boarded -out,  1,8(K)  with  relations  and 
4,395  with  strangers.  'I'lu*  balance  of 
915,  which  was  a  very  small  penu^ntage, 
were  mainly  in  poorhouses,  some  sick  and 
infinn,  and  others  waiting  to  be  boarded- 
out.  The  (^)inmission»»rs  had  arrived  at 
the  view  in  favour  of  boarding-out 
children  as  far  as  possible  before  they 
saw  the  figures  in  Scotland,  but  they  felt 
much  strengthened  in  their  opinion  by 
wh'it  existed  there.  They  a  Iso  si  id  tliat  the 
system  wrs  simih^r  in  its  plan  of  muiage- 
nvnt  to  that  adopted  in  frclind  by  the 
Pnitcstmt  (h'phin  Society,  whose  reports 
wen»  most  favourable  as  reg.irds  the 
tMiudition  of  the  children.  They  h:Kl 
there  whit  he  considered  to  be  most 
valuable  testimony  from  the  Commission. 

Captain  Craig. 


was  £878  lis.,  or  roughly,  £6  IDs.  per 
annum  per  child.  If  those  cluldien 
were  boarded-out,  there  was  no  doabt 
that  they  could  be  educated  at  much  less 
cost.  By  the  boarding-out  of  chiUnn, 
they  would  remove  them  from  the 
influence  of  hardened  criminala  in  work- 
houses, and  place  them  with  chosen 
families,  not  necessarily  the  very  best 
families  in  the  district,  but  in  famiilies 
of  such  respectability,  at  all  evente^ 
that  by  associating  with  the  children 
of  the  family,  they  might  grow  up  and 
become  cr^table  citixens,  whexta 
now  in  the  workhouses  they  were  shnt 
out  from  a  great  deal  of  the  homan 
side  of  life,  and  went  from  bad  to  wone, 
and, being  bom  and  bred  in  the  workfaoaBe, 
were  very  apt  to  live  the  greater  part 
of  their  life  there  and  to  die  there.  B.v 
being  taken  from  the  workhouse  and 
pliced  in  families  where  they  coold 
be  properly  looked  after,  and  have 
some  home  life  and  aasociatioDSi 
they  were  prevented  from  becoming 
criminals  and  probably  being  put  on  the 
rates  for  the  whole  of  their  natoial 
lives.  There  was  economy  in  the 
boarding-out  principle  outside  the  quea- 
tion  of  education  altc^ther.       Taking 
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education  alone  they  found  that  it  saved 
a  considerable  amount  of  money  to 
the  rates.  Provision  was  made  in  the 
Bill  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  any 
of  the  old  loyal  servants  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland,  because  it  was  only 
fair  that  in  any  readjustment  every  care 
should  be  taken  that  an  officer  should  not 
suffer  in  any  way  by  losing  his  appoint- 
ment or  by  being  transferred  from 
one  part  of  the  country  to  another, 
it  being  no  fault  whatever  of  the  school- 
master or  mistress,  or  the  workhouse 
master  or  any  of  the  various  staffs,  that 
they  had  either  changed  their  occupation 
or  lost  it  altogether.  The  next  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  draw  attention 
was  the  desirability,  at  ^11  costs,  of  having 
labour  homes  established  in  Ireland, 
for  the  able-bodied  who  sought  refuge 
in  Poor  Law  institutions.  The  Commis- 
sioners recommended  that  four  labour 
homes  should  be  established  for  the 
whole  of  Ireland  where  these  able- 
bodied  men  might  be  sent  to  contribute 
something  towards  the  rates,  and  also  to 
prevent  such  vagrants  wandering  through 
the  country,  finding  it  more  pleasant 
to  go  into  the  workhouses  and  subsist 
on  the  rates  than  to  work.  An  amount 
of  work  suited  to  their  capacity,  would 
be  imposed  upon  them  which  would 
prevent  them,  at  all  events,  seeking 
shelter  there  unless  they  were  prepared 
to  do  a  fair  day's  work.  Of  course,  that 
would  imdoubtedly  require  a  little  altera- 
tion in  the  law.  It  was  not  as  if  one  was 
advocating  any  harsh  proceedings  against 
innocent  people,  but  those  who  habitually 
wandered  from  one  union  to  another, 
and  did  no  good  to  themselves  and  less  to 
the  community,  should  be  placed  in  some 
such  home  as  he  had  described.  The 
details  might  be  worked  out  later  on. 
The  scheme  proposed  in  the  Viceregal 
Commission  provided  that  the  sick  should 
be  provided  for  in  county  or  district 
hospitals,  that  the  aged  and  infirm  should 
be  placed  and  classified  in  most  con- 
veniently situated  disused  workhouses, 
that  the  insane  of  all  kinds  should  be 
removed  to  the  coimty  or  district  asylum, 
that  two  or  three  disused  workhouses 
might  be  set  apart  for  insane  epileptics, 
that  mothers  of  illegitimate  children 
should  never  be  admitted  or  retained  in 
any  workhouse  or  institution  where  they 
^ould  have  freedom  of  ingress  or  egress, 


that  all  children  should  be  boarded-out, 
that  casuals  and  vagrants  should  be  sent  to 
labour  houses,  and  that  all  other  able- 
bodied  should  be  put  with  the  casuals  and 
vagrants.  So  far  as  he  could  ascertain, 
the  Report  was  unanimous  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid. 
Tyrone,  and  his  exception  was  of  a 
very  trifling  nature  and  he  hoped  could 
be  met.  Anyone  would  appreciate  his 
difficulty,  and  great  divergence  of  opinion 
would  *mdoubtedly  exist  when  any  scheme 
was  being  framed  as  to  the  size  of  the 
area  to  be  included  imder  the  scheme. 
He  felt  confident,  however,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  assented  to  the  whole 
of  the  Report,  with  the  exception 
of  what  he  had  just  stated,  and  they 
would  do  their  utmost  to  meet  him  in 
that  respect.  The  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self had  said  : —    • 

"  Save  upon  this  point  and  as  regards  the 
mode  of  admission  to  county  district  hospitals 
I  am  glad  to  say  we  find  ourselves  in  harmony 
in  our  views  upon  all  matters  as  set  out  in 
this  Report." 

He  had  done  now  with  that  part  which 
dealt  with  the  Commissioners'  Report, 
and  the  Royal  Commission  which  re- 
ported seventy  years  ago.  Then  he 
wished  to  point  out  how  It  was  intended 
to  bring  all  into  the  Bill,  the  suggestions 
in  the  Report  which  were  not  of  a  highly 
contentious  nature.  The  basis  of  the 
Bill  was  the  Educational  Endowment 
(Ireland)  Act,  1885,  which  settled  the 
whole  matter  of  educational  endowments 
in  Ireland,  which  was  a  wider  and  more 
vexed  question.  All  parties  agreed  that 
something  must  be  done  to  remedy  the 
Poor  Law,  and  he  thought  the  best  thing 
to  do  was  to  take  as  a  model  a  Bill  which 
had  proved  successful  in  a  much  more 
difficult  case  in  former  years.  They  felt 
compelled,  while  touching  on  all  the  vital 
points  dealt  with  by  the  Viceregal  Com- 
mission, to  leave  out  the  controversial 
question  of  the  State  Poor  Law  service, 
because  that  would  arouse  considerable 
feeling  in  individual  localities  where  the 
ratepayers  were  anxious  to  have  com- 
plete control  of  the  local  appointments. 
Although  the  Bill  left  out  of  consideration 
what  steps  might  be  taken  to  develop 
the  natural  resources  of  Ireland,  it  did  not 
prevent  their  being  dealt  with  later  on. 
They  decided  to  eliminate  such  matters, 
because  they  were  desirous  of  appealing 
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to  the  sympathies  of  the  j»reat  Liberal 
Party  to  assist  them  in  passing  the  Bill. 
This  was  not  a  party  question,  and  he 
would  be  ready  to  hand  the  Bill  over  to 
any  hon.  Member  if  he  thought  the  matter 
would  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
lines  laid  down  by  the  Commission.  The 
Bill  was  divided  into  four  compartments. 
The  first  compartment  contained  the 
Interpretation  Clause,  Short  Title,  and 
the  dat<»  of  commencement  of  the  Act, 
and  the  next  compartment,  Clauses  4,  5, 
and  6,  dealt  with  the  constitution  of 
the  Commission,  their  salaries,  expenses, 
and  powers.  Clause  6,  which  was  prac- 
tically the  whole  Bill,  showed  that  the 
Commissioners  would  have  power  to 
prepare  draft  schemes  suggesting  the 
area  to  be  assigned  to  various  institutions 
other  than  hospitals.  Every  safeguard 
they  could  think  of  Had  been  put  into 
the  Bill,  and  it  followed  the  idea  of  the 
Judicial  Commissioners,  and  also  gave 
power  to  consult  every  lo^al  authority  in 
Ireland  as  to  their  desire  to  agree  to  a 
scheme  which  would  enable  many  of  those 
gathered  in  one  workhouse  to  be  dis- 
tributed and  classified  in  a  number  of 
other  workhouses.  Instead  of  having 
children,  ne'er-do-wells,  and  decently 
respectable  women  who,  by  the  hard 
circumstances  of  life  had  fallen  upon  the 
rates,  the  epileptics,  the  insane,  all 
tog(^tlier  in  one  institution,  they 
would  be  placed  iji  homes  of  their 
own  mider  conditions  which  would 
suit  the  particular  classes  dealt  with. 
In  those  homes  thev  would  receive  as 
humane  and  as  judicious  treatment  as 
was  consistent  with  a  proper  regard  for 
economy,  and  that  would  be  a  great 
triumph,  if  nothing  else  resulted  from 
tho  measure.  They  wanted  to  sort  out 
all  classes  and  have  the  rogues  and 
vagrants  ])ut  into  labour  houses  by 
thcMuselves  where  they  would  not  con- 
taminate others.  Th(»,  young  children 
w(^re  to  be  boanled-out.  The  Local 
(fovernment  Board  was  called  in  hi  every 
ijistance  and  full  liberty  was  given  to 
every  association,  local  authority,  and 
individual  to  appear  before  the  CV)mnu8- 
si<mers  and  make  out  their  case,  and 
they  would  be  allo>ved  to  arrange 
schemes  either  for  a  county  or  a  group 
of  counties.     Clause  7  provided  that — 

"  In  framing  schemes  the  CommissionerR 
shall  save  or  shall  make  full  compensation  for 

Captain  Craig. 


the  inteiests  of  individiialB  holding  anj  «ftt«. 
place,  employment,  pension,  oompeowtioD 
allowance,  or  emolument,  under  or  uifing  o>t 
of  his  or  her  employment  by  any  local  antlMritj 
or  governing  body  for  the  purpoMS  of  tlN 
Poor  Law  service  at  the  date  of  the  pianig 
of  this  Act" 

Clauses  10  to  23  dealt  with  procedue 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  power  was  to 
be  held,  and  the  only  part  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  was  CSause  23,  whkk 
was  as  follows — 

"  On  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Aot  it  shill 
not  be  lawful  for  any  bocud  of  gnardiaiw  or 
other  authority  in  Great  Britain  to  reaiofviato 
Ireland  under  the  Acts  relating  to  the  iriwf 
of  the  poor,  any  person  who  shsU  have  beeosu 
chargeable  to  the  rates  after  a  resideiieo  in 
Great  Britain  of  a  peiiod  of  six  monthi  con- 
tinuously, and  Section  1  and  Sabseotkm  1 
of  the  Poor  Removal  Act,  1900,  and  Seetioa  4 
of  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Aot,  1896,  an 
hereby  repealed." 

There  were  other  provisionB  which  would 
appeal  to  those  in  Ireland  who  had  to 
pay  rates  in  an  unfair  way,  and  another 
clause  provided  for  the  termination  of 
the  Commission  on  3l8t  December,  1913. 
That  would  allow  five  clear  yean  to 
elapse,  after  which  the  Commisaion  would 
cease  altogether,  except  in  the  inatanooB 
mentioned.  During  that  period  it  wai 
hoped  that  the  whole  of  Ireland  would 
have  fallen  under  schemes  suitable  to 
the  various  localities.  Under  the  Edu- 
cational Endowments  Act  there  wen 
two  Judicial  Commissioners  who  were 
Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  but  they 
felt  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  make 
a  departure  from  that,  and  provide  that 
Recorders  and  County  Court  Judgw 
in  Ireland  should  be  able  to  exercise 
the  same  powers.  He  was  sure  that 
there  would  be  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  making  of  such  a  change.  Hist 
was  a  matter  which  could  be  arranged 
iu  Committee.  The  financial  clauses  of 
the  Bill  would  necessitate  an  uigent 
appeal  to  the  Grovemment,  but  he  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  members  of 
the  Government  were  as  folly  alive  to  the 
importance  of  the  question  as  he  was. 
It  was  impossible  at  present  to  give  any 
indication  as  to  the  cost  of  the  scheme, 
but   he  believed  it  would   in  the  end 

prove  efficient  and  eoo  ominai^ Hmsb 

was  an  enormous .  waste  of  moii^y  Mi)il 
energy  at  present  in  «  onnection  ^ifk 
the  Poor  Law  system,  <  i  though  at  t)ie 
outset  a  sum  of  i  oitldh»»»^lw 
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need,  he  believed  that  in  the  long 
the  scheme  would,  from  the 
omical  point  of  view,  satisfy  every 
ber  of  the  House.  The  Chief  Secre- 
for  Ireland  had  taken  in  the  past 
iderable  interest  in  this  subject, 
in  Belfast  last  November,  speaking 
he  Report  of  the  Viceregal  Com- 
ion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

have  in  hand  the  Report  of  the  Poor  Law 
m  Commission  in  L^land.    I  wish  every- 

in  this  room  would  read  that  Report, 
better  reading  than  all  your  newspapers  ; 
better  reading  than  most  of  your  novels  ; 
more  moving  than  a  thousand  sermons, 
es  right  down  deep  into  the  very  life  of 
people.  It  is  concerned  with  matters 
are  going  on  at  this  moment,  day  by  day 
night  bv  night.  It  describes  the  condi- 
of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  poor  peoph  ; 
«r8  into  the  question  how  their  ataiua  can 
ised ;  it  enters  into  the  question  how  disease 
be  averted  ;  it  enters  into  the  question  how 
^e  can  be  protected ;  it  enters  into  the 
ion    how    honest    people   can    be    saved 

associating  with  the  debased — all  these 
ions  it  enters  into  and  discusses.  .  .  Here 
•nly  a  few  of  its  principal  recommenda- 
:  *  (1)  The  poverty  of  Ireland,'  it  says, 
lot  be  adequately  dealt  with  by  any 
Law  relief  such  as  that  of  1838,  but  by  the 
opment  of  the  country's  resources,  which 
iierefore,  most  strongly  urged.  (2)  The 
sh  and  Scottish  Removal  Acts,  so  far  as 
relate  to  Ireland,  should  be  repealed.     (3) 

present  workhouse  system  should  be 
ihed.  (4)  The  various  classes  of  in- 
3,  except  children,   should  be  segregated 

separate  institutions.  (5)  The  existing 
tals,  whether  Poor  Law  or  coimty,  should, 
)t  in  a  few  cases,  be  retained  in  their 
at  localities,  but  all  should  be  placed 
r  the  management  of  county  or  district 
littees.  Such  hospitals  should,  as  far 
«sible,  be  used  only  for  the  acute  sick, 
k  sufficient  number  of  consumptive  sana- 
should  be  established.  Additional  cottage 
tals  should  be  established  at  certain 
B  in  Ireland,  and  the  system  of  home 
Qg  for  the  poor  extended.'  I  say  the 
;ry  is  ripe — ^ripe  and  ready — for  legislation 

those  lines.  When  it  is  to  obtain  its 
rtunity  I  don't  know ;  but  all  lean  say  is, 
sh  people  would  only  unite  upon  questions 
is  kind  instead  of  disuniting  upon  other 
ions,  progress  could  and  would  be  made." 

Monday  last,  in  the  Home  Rule 
te,  the  Chief  Secretary  said  in  this 
9e — 

reland  cannot  afford  to  have  her  Poor  Law 
n  delayed." 

ibers  on  the  Unionist  Benches  cor- 
Y  endorsed  that  remark,  and  when 
Mfifol  in  the  ballot  they,  after 
Inl^  emisideration,  decided  to  in- 
IM  m  Billion  the  si^b^ect    As  to 


the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  everyone  must 
have  been  struck  with  the  care  with 
which  it  had  been  prepared.  Needless 
to  say,  he  did  not  himself  draft  the  Bill. 
Credit  for  that  was  due  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Armagh,  who 
had  taken  infinite  pains  and  trouble 
in  putting  their  ideas  into  legal  phrase- 
ology and  presenting  to  the  House  a 
Bill  which,  whether  passed  this  session 
or  not,  would,  he  was  fully  convinced, 
be  for  years  to  come  the  groundwork  of 
the  future  Poor  Law  of  Ireland.  He 
begged  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Captain  Craig,) 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  seriously  expect 
or  hope  that  this  Bill  can  be  treated  as  a 
practical  legislative  measure  in  this 
session  of  Parliament.  I  do  not  think 
myself  that  it  is  possible,  and  I  think 
it  will  be  found  on  examination  of 
the  Bill  that  the  subject  dealt  with  is 
of  so  vast  a  character  that  it  will  be 
practically  impossible  for  it  to  be  dealt 
with  by  a  private  Member's  measure. 
But  if  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  is  simply  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion upon  this  matter,  I  entirely 
sympathise  with  him.  From  my  point  of 
view  it  is  another  reproach  to  this  Par- 
liament that,  although  the  Report  of  the 
Viceregal  Commission  was  issued  as  far 
back  as  October,  1906,  there  has  not  been 
found  time  in  Parliament  to  consider  that 
Report  or  its  recommendations.  There 
is  probably  no  grievance  connected  with 
Ireland  of  a  more  serious  character  than 
that  dealt  with  by  this  Bill.  For  my  part 
I  have  the  utmost  sympathy  with  those 
who  desire  to  remove  that  grievance. 
The  system  of  Poor  Law  in  Ireland  is 
extravagant  and  demoralising.  The 
cost  of  the  Poor  Law  is  eaormous. 
It  costs  about  £1,250,000  a  year,  and 
the  rate  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion is  about  5s.  8d.  So  far  as  the 
demoralising  character  of  the  system  is 
concerned  it  is  enough,  I  think,  to  point 
out  that  there  are  congregated  together 
in  the  same  institutions,  under  the  same 
roof,  all  sorts  of  classes  of  people  who 
have  met  with  reverses  in  the   struggle 
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That  is  quite  true,  and  this  is  one  of 
those  great  vital  problems.  Even  with 
your  present  system  of  Grand  Committees 
the  examination  of  a  measure  to  deal 
with  this  reform  would  take  a  con- 
siderable time.  These  great  problems 
are  waiting  for  solution,  and  the  Irish 
people  are  suffering  all  the  time,  and  my 
view  is  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  act  promptly  in  this  matter. 
The  Chief  Secretary  promised  in  Belfast 
that  this  problem  was  engaging  his 
attention.  How  long  is  it  going  to 
engage  his  attention  ?  When  is  he  going 
to  get  his  opportimity  of  dealing  with  it  1 
He  may  say  that  he  cannot  do  it  this 
session  because  of  the  University  Bill. 
What  about  next  session  ?  Will  he  give  a 
promise  that  he  will  introduce  legislation 
on  the  subject  next  session  and  send 
his  Bill  to  Grand  Committee  and  see 
what  can  be  done  ?  So  far  as  the  present 
Bill  is  conccrnc<l,  I  welcome  it, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  its 
aSording  us  an  opportunity  of  ventilating 
the  matter.  But  as  a  piece  of  practical 
legislation,  I  cannot  vote  for  the  Bill 
if  a  division  is  taken.  The  machinery 
is  entirely  inadequate,  and;  indeed,  is 
preposterous  in  it«  character.  The 
Bill  proposes  to  create  a  Commission 
consisting  of  two  Judges.  Then  there 
are  to  be  three  lay  assistant  Commis- 
sioners to  be  associated  with  them,  but 
they  have  no  power  at  all.  Their 
duties  are  to  be  assigned  by  the 
Judicial  Commissioners,  and  apparently 
the  intention  is  that  they  should  hold 
inquiries,  but  all  the  judicial  and  ad- 
ministrative act«  are  to  be  performed  by 
the  two  Judges,  and  their  powers,  there- 
fore, would  be  enormous.  They  would 
have  powers  to  abolish  local  bodies  in  Ire- 
land, to  amalgamate  them,  and  to  create 
new  gi^verning  bodies — in  fact,  to  interfere 
all  over  Ireland  with  the  whole  system 
of  local  government.  If  that  is  a  right 
thing  to  do,  surely  the  tribunal  appointed 
to  do  it  ought  to  be  one  in  some  sense 
representative  of  the  Irish  people.  But  to 
set  up  a  tribunal  consisting  of  two 
Judges  without  any  representation  of 
the  regular  public  bodies  elected  by 
the  people,  is  simply  a  preposterous 
proposal,  and  for  my  part,  I  could  not 
dream  of  suppi^rting  it  for  one  moment. 
I  will  not  go  into  the  other  objections 
against    the    Bill;    although    they   are 

J^,  John  Bedmand. 


many  I  am  not  anxious  to  pnll  the  Bill 
to  pieces.  I  welcome  the  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  matter.  I  fully  recog- 
nise the  difficulty  of  private  Mem- 
bers in  drafting  a  Bill  at  all  upon  the 
subject,  and  I  take  up  the  position  that 
while  I  cannot  vote  for  this  Bill  because 
of  this  preposterous  proposal  which 
would  throw  the  whole  system  into  the 
melting  pot,  yet  so  deeply  do  I  sympa- 
thise with  the  object  the  hon.  Member 
has  in  view  in  trying  to  bring  about  this 
reform,  that  if  he  goes  to  a  division  I  will 
not  vote  against  him,  though  I  cannot 
vote  with  him.  We  regard  this  matter 
as  a  most  urgent  grievance.  In  the 
main  we  agree  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Viceregal  Commission. 
Some  of  them  will  no  doubt  lead  to 
differences  of  opinion,  such,  for  instance, 
as  the  recommendations  as  to  the  method 
in  which  the  new  medical  service  is  to 
be  created,  and  matters  of  that  kind. 
These  are  matters  about  which  there 
would  be  difference  of  opinion,  and  a 
good  deal  of  discussion.  But  putting  on 
one  side  four  or  five  matters  of  that  land, 
in  the  main  we  on  these  benches  approve 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sion. We  say  that  the  present  Poor  Law 
system  is  a  scandal  and  is  injurious  to 
Ireland,  that  it  ought  never  to  have 
been  forced  upon  the  country,  and  that 
it  is  a  standing  reproach  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  ought  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  We  are  in  agreement 
upon  the  point  that  the  grievance  is  an 
urgent  one,  and  in  the  main  we  agree  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission. 
But  if  this  Bill  goes  to  a  division  it 
will  be  impossible  for  us  to  vote  for  it, 
and  I  for  one,  will  walk  out  of  the 
House. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol,  N.) : 
I  have  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
exceedingly  clear,  sensible,  and  able 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  I  can  assure  him,  for  the 
present  at  least,  I  am  at  one  with  him 
in  the  object  which  he  has  at  heart.  We 
are  all  agreed  about  this  subject.  I 
will  not  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  in 
the  very  interesting  remarks  which  he 
has  made,   but   certainly  nobody   can 
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make  himself  acquainted,  as  it  has  been 
my  business  to  do,  either  with  the  past 
histoiy  of  Poor  Law  administration  in 
Ireland,  or  any  such  subject,  without 
discovering  that  on  such  points  agree- 
ment has  usually  existed  among  Irish- 
men, whatever  may  be  the  colour  of 
their  political  opinions,  and  that  in  the 
early  days  they  had  their  own  plans  and 
their  own  views  of  the  soundest  char- 
acter and  description,  not  only  on  the 
Poor  Law  question,  but  also  for  dealing 
with  the  vexed  question  of  the  land. 
Th^  views  were  disregarded  and  put 
on  one  side  in  obedience  to  the  over- 
whelming opinion  of  England.  That, 
certainly,  is  perfectly  plain  with  regard 
to  this  Poor  Law  question  and 
many  others.  The  union  of  O'Connell 
and  Oastlereagh  is  to-day  repeated,  and 
we  find  hon.  Grentlemen  above  and 
below  the  gangway  imited  in  urging 
that  the  Poor  Law  system  as  it  now 
exists  and  has  existed  for  so  many  years 
in  obedience  to  English  wishes  and 
opinions,  shall  be  set  on  one  side.  I 
Bcaicely  need  to  say  that  I  entirely 
concur  with  that  view.  I  rejoice  very 
much  that  this  question  should  have 
been  discussed  to-day  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  There  are  in  Poor  Law 
questions  one  or  two  things  upon  which 
both  in  England  and  L-eland  there  is  an 
nnnsual  agreement  of  opinion.  One 
relates  to  classification  of  inmates  of 
workhouses,  another  to  the  boarding-out 
of  children.  Any  legislation  that  we 
have,  either  for  England  or  for  Ireland, 
dff>ft1i"g  with  Poor  Law  administration 
will,  we  know,  proceed  upon  these  two 
rational  and  humane  principles.  How  they 
came  to  be  overlooked  for  so  long  must 
be  a  matter  of  surprise,  but  then  we  all 
know  with  what  little  wisdom  the  world 
18  governed.  The  necessity  for  the  re- 
moval of  children  from  workhouses  to 
proper  homes  outside  is  one  of  the 
obvious  things  which  must  appeal  to 
ievery  really  humane  man.  Nobody 
who  has  teen  the  different  spirit  and 
temper  of  poor  children  living  in  proper 
homes  and  moving  backwards  and 
forwards  to  schools  where  they  meet  the 
diildren  of  the  neighbourhood — the 
different  tone,  temper,  and  spirit  which 
entezB  into  their  Uves,  cannot  but  be 
ovarwlielmed  with  sorrow  that  the  child- 
nqiof  eitlier  England  or  Ireland  have  been 
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submitted  SO  long  to  a  different  state  of 
things.  Happily  a  child's  lightness  of 
heart  prevails  over  almost  everything, 
but  the  dullness,  degradation,  shame,  and 
misery  of  workhouse  life  it  is  not  strong 
enough  to  contend  with.  Therefore, 
on  this  point  we  are  all  entirely  agreed. 
I  do  not  want  to  say  a  word  against  the 
measure  which  has  been  introduced  in 
so  excellent  a  speech  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  but  I  must  point  out — 
and  I  think  the  hon.  Member  will  agree 
with  me — that  this  Bill  proposes  to  set 
up  a  different  kind  of  Commission  from 
that  suggested  in  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission's Report.  It  proposes  to  set 
up  a  Commission  before  the  Bill  has  been 
passed  which  really  enables  the  reforms 
to  be  carried  out  and  before  Parliament 
has  laid  down  the  lines  upon  which  those 
reforms  are  to  be  carried  out.  I  am 
sorry  that  that  should  be  so..  If  this 
were  a  thing  which  could  be  done  piece- 
meal and  if  a  Bill  could  be  passed  which 
would  in  no  way  interfere  with  a  sub- 
sequent larger  measure,  and  only  do  a 
little  bit  of  work,  that  would  be  an  ex- 
cellent thing ;  but  the  Commission  it  is 
proposed  to  set  up  will  of  necessity  be  a 
costly  body.  It  will  have  all  sorts  of 
duties ;  it  will  in  fact  have  the  very 
duties  which  the  Poor  Law  Commission 
suggested  should  be  conveyed  to  a  tem- 
porary Commission  if  a  Bill  were  passed 
before  that  Bill  has  been  passed  and 
before  anyone  knows  what  shape  or  form 
the  Bill  will  assume.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  (Jentleman  has  referred  to  the 
very  vexed  question  of  the  areas.  That 
vexed  question  of  the  areas  and  rateable 
authority  lies  at  the  very  root  of  the 
whole  question,  and  until  we  determine 
what  those  areas  are  to  be  and  upon 
whom  the  charges  are  to  be  made — 
whether  they  are  to  be  the  union  or 
county  areas — ^it  is  impossible  to  set 
loose  a  Commission  travelling  about  the 
country  to  determine  what  institutions 
shall  be  set  up  when  they  will  not  know 
to  whom  they  will  be  chargeable. 

Mr.  MOORE  (Aimagh,  N.):  We  can 
settle  that  by  agreement. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  am  afraid  not.  I 
quite  agree  that  in  this  Poor  Law  matter 
there  is  no  question  outstanding,  and, 
no  controversy  introducing  the  least  bit 
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of  party  spirit,  but  I  know  enough  about 
the  matter  to  know  that  there  is  a 
very  consMlerablo  <UfEerence  of  opinion. 
It  found  expression  in  the  Minority 
Report  signed  by  the  hon.  Member,  and 
there  are  many  nv^mons  pro  and  con  to 
determine  with  regjord  to  the  question 
whether  they  sh'dl  hive  hxT^e  or  sm ill 
areas.  The  Viceregal  Commission  sug- 
gested difterent  areas  in  different  cases, 
and  propcKsed  thit  the  expenditure  in 
rogard  to  sick,  aged,  infirm,  lunatics,  and 
unmarried  mothers  shall  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  county  rate,  but  thit  the 
area  of  ch'^rge  for  children  in  industrial 
scihools  and  other  purposes  shall  be 
the  electoral  division,  and  until  we  have 
determined  these  things  it  will  not,  I 
think,  help  but  rather  hinder  to  set  up 
a  Commiesicn. 

Mr.  MOORE  :  Under  the  Bill  nothing 
can  be  done  unless  all  inti're?ts  agree 
as  to  the  area. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  am  afraid  in  th-^t 
case  nothing  will  be  done.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  easy  to  ask  me  to  go  to 
the  Treasury,  and  I  do  not  want  to  do 
it  unless  I  am  asked,  for  the  great 
expenditure  necess-iry  in  setting  up 
machinery  of  this  sort,  unless  we  can 
satisfy  them  that  it  is  going  to  end  in 
doing  something,  and  not  in  doing  nothing. 
The  matter  has  to  be  faced  and  we  have 
to  determine  the  prinoi])les  on  which  the 
country  is  to  be  marked  out  for  rating 
responsibilities  in  respect  of  all  these 
most  important  subjec^ts.  "WHien  thvt 
has  been  done,  I  do  not  doubt  thit  it 
will  be  found  nccessiry  to  appoint  a 
Commission  as  suggested  in  the  Poor 
L'lw  Re])ort  in  order  to  go  over  the 
country  and  arrange  the  admirable 
things  set  out  in  the  (-lauses  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  (5ertain  th'it  at  present  no  gof)l 
result  will  follow  from  reading  the  Bill 
a  second  time.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemin  the  Member  for  Waterford 
has  naturally  asked  me  what  I  am  going 
to  do.  I  fully  recogni.se  the  justice  of 
that  question.  I  am  always  sorry  when 
I  liear  anyone  say  thit  he  is  going  to  read 
extracts  from  my  speeches,  but  I  am 
not  in  any  way  ashamed  of  the  remarks 
I  have  made  with  regord  to  the  Com- 
missioi's  Report,  and  which  the  hon. 
Member   has    quoted.     It   is   only    fair, 
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however,  to  remember  that  one  bi 
to  choose  between  subjects  in  tte 
House.  You  cannot  have  a  Kin^s 
Speech  in  which  there  is  nothing  Int 
Ireland  from  one  end  to  the  ofter, 
and  as  I  cannot  arrange  that,  I  haye  to 
make  choice  between  pressing  sabjecU 
and  I  believe  that  the  majority  of  t]u»e 
I  have  attempted  to  le^slate  upon— 
although  one  or  two  of  the  measozes  no 
doubt  have  inven  rise  to  angry  feelings 
— ^will  after  discussion  and  foil  cWi- 
beration  receive  the  general  snppoit 
of  hon.  Member)  from  Ireland  ine- 
spective  cf  Party.  Controversial  8ub- 
jects  have  a  knack.of  pushing  themselYes 
to  the  front ;  and  having,  in  addition  f^ 
such  subjects  as  I  have  already  attempted 
to  legislate  upon,  the  embroglio  rf  tlie 
land  question  and  the  necessity  of  land 
reform  staring  me  in  the  face,  I  cannot 
admit  that  I  have  been  neglectful 
in  my  duty  in  getting  time  for  Iiiflh 
allairs.  I  am,  however,  prepared  to 
sa^  that  I  see  no  reason  whatever  wliy 
in  the  next  session  of  Parliament  % 
Bill  proceeding  upon  the  lines  of  the 
Bill  just  moved  and  carzying  out  the 
purport  of  the  Royal  Commission's 
Report  should  not  be  the  first  measnie 
to  receive  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  to  be  sent  upstairs  to  a  Com- 
mittee after  its  Second  Reading  to 
be  considered  in  all  its  details.  All  I 
can  sa^  in  the  absence  of  eveiybodj 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  is  that  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  on  both  sides,  con- 
tinue to  press  these  points  upon  me, 
as  no  doubt  they  will,  I  will  do  my  veiy 
best  so  far  as  I  am  personally  con- 
cerned to  secure  that  a  BiU,  carrying  oat 
the  reforms  recommended  in  the  Report 
of  the  Poor  Law  Conamission  and  pro- 
ceeding on  the  lines  of  the  BiU  discnned 
this  afternoon  a  d  which  has  reooved 
general  support  on  both  sidcs  of  the 
House  and  from  all  parties  in  Inland, 
shsll  be  made  a  Government  measme. 
Such  a  measure  ^ill,  I  copceive,  be  one 
of  the  first  importance,  and  there  is  nfflie 
next  to  the  University  Bill  I  introduced  the 
other  day  with  which  I  should  better  lib 
to  have  my  name  however  slightly  con* 
nected  and  which  «nll  receive  my  more 
enthusiastic  support. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  8.) 
I  confess  that  we  must  all  feel  a  fiftik 
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disappointment  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
lias  not  been  able  to  make  a  reply  of  a 
somewhat  more  gratifying  character  than 
that  to  which  we  have  listened.     This  is 
a  subject  on  which  I  may  claim  to  speak 
with  some  knowledge  because  I  was  for 
many  years  at  the  English  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  where  the  same   question 
incidentally  arose,  and  I  can  go  back  to 
the  earlier  days  when  it  was  not  only  a 
question  of  the  rearrangement  of  areas 
for  Poor  Tiaw  administration,  but  we  had^ 
to  deal  with  English  counties  which  had 
detached    portions    of    areas    all    over 
the  county,  which  led   to  the    utmost 
confusion   in  the  incidence   and  collec- 
tion   of    rates.     The     Chief    Secretary 
admitted  that  the  question  of  area  was, 
if    not   the  most    important,   probably 
the    one    which    imderlies    the     settle- 
ment of    this    whole   question,  and   he 
said  with    great    force  —  and   I   have 
myself    used     the    same    argument  — 
that    Parliament   ought    not    to    create 
a    Commission   and    lay   upon    them  a 
certain     duty    unless    Parliament    has 
first    of    all    laid  down  the  lines  upon 
which  that  Commission  is  to  proceed. 
Up  to  a  certain  point  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  Chief  Secretary,  but  he  has  not  had 
what  I  have  had,  viz.,  practical  experience 
in  trying  to  deal  with  this  question  as  a 
Minister  in  Parliament,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  until  you  have  set  up  this 
Commission    you    will    make    progress. 
It  is  probable  that  what  is  proposed  by 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  friend, 
the     Second     Reading    of     which     he 
moved  in  a  speech  which  I  was  glad  to 
hear  the  Chief  Secretary  speak  of  in  such 
generous  and  well-deserved  terms,  as  it 
seemed  to  me  to  be  admirable,  may  be 
open  to  some  of  the  criticisms  passed  upon 
it  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Waterford.    It  may  be  thought  that  the 
Commission  in  its  constitution  would  not 
meet  with  all  the  confidence  it  should 
meet  with  if  it  is  to  do  good  work  in 
Ireland,  but  I  am  convinced  that,  if  the 
Chief    Secretary   had    seen  his  way  to 
let  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  the 
clear  understanding  that  it  went  to  a 
Select    Committee    and   that    the    only 
object    was    to   set    up    a   Commission 
with   certain   powers,     it    is    only    by 
some  method  of    that    kind  that   you 
JMI  can  g0t  this  vexed  question  settled, 
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I  have  read  the  interesting  Report    of 
the  majority  of  the  Commisnon,  and  also 
the  minority  Report  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid.  Tyrone,  and  I  may  be  pardoned 
for  saying  that  I  do  not  suggest  anything 
improper  when  I  say  I  am  able  to  read 
between    the    lines    of    the    Report.     I 
know  the  sources  from  which  many  of  the 
criticisms   in    that   Report   have    come. 
They  have  come,  not  from  the  people 
who  pay  the  rates  and  whose  condition 
would  be  worsened,  not  from  the  people 
whose   position   would   be   improved   if 
the  areas  were  enlarged,  but  from  those 
who  are  connected  with  the  municipal 
bodies  who  are  always  able  to  advance 
arguments  of  a  most  potent  character 
when  any  particular  principles  are  in- 
volved.    It  is  a  class  of  vested  interest 
which   makes   it   almost   impossible   to 
proceed    with    reforms    of    this    kind. 
What  is  the  hope  held  out  to  us  by  the 
Chief  Secretary?     I  accept  it  with  the 
utmost  gratification  so  far  as  it  goes. 
It    is    that    the    Government   hope   to 
be    able    to    deal    with   this    question 
in  a   Government   Bill  next  year.     My 
hon.  friends  behind  me  who  are  interested 
in  this  Bill  would  be  the  first  to  admit 
that  between  the  chances  of  this  measure 
and  tho5e  of  a  measure  in  the  charge  of 
the  Grovernment  there  is  no  comparison, 
and  they  have  no  doubt  as  to  which  they 
ought  to  accept.  ^But  by  the  admission 
of  the  Chief  S3cretary,  and  all  those  who 
have  had  to  deal  with  this  question,  it  is 
almast   certain    that    unless    some    pre- 
liminary   steps    are    taken    by    setting 
up     a    Commission,     the     Government 
will  be  unable  next  year  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
of  such  a  non-controversial  nature  that 
it    would  not  raise  a  great  discussion. 
The    Chief     Secretary     said    that     the 
Commission  recommended  not  one  prin- 
ciple for  the  extension  of  the  areas,  but 
various  principles   adapted   to  different 
parts  of  the  country.     But  in  Paragraph 
263  of  the  Report  the  whole  centre  of 
the    difficulty    is    pointed   out.      It    is 
pointed  out  that  a  rate  of  Id.  in  the 
£  in  a  Poor  Law  union  in  Ireland  only 
produces  £45  lis.  lOd.     That  is  the  crux 
of  the  question.       But  take  the  case  of 
England  where    you     have      a    union 
like  the  Toxteth  Division  of  Liverpool 
and  the   old   City   of  Liverpool   Union. 
There     you     find     that     without     any 
2  G 
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change  in  the  law,  the  guardians  have  been 
able  to  carry  out  every  one  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  this  Keport  in  regard  to 
separating  the  classes,  separate  provision 
for  labour  homes,  separate  provisions 
in  the  workhouse  for  those  who  have  come 
to  a  state  of  pauperism  from  no  fault  of 
their  own,  and  others.  Not  only  do  they 
live  in  the  building  under  different  rules, 
but  have  different  hours,  and  wear  their 
own  clothes.  The  children  are  not  only 
boarded-out,  but  in  many  cases  are  living 
in  separate  houses,  where  twenty-five  are 
boardod-out  under  the  charge  of  a  foster- 
mother.  You  can  have  exactly  the 
some  change  with  regard  to  the  insane. 
But  that  is  not  the  general  condition 
liings  in  England.  It  is  true  that 
in  other  unions  you  find  the  same 
melancholy  condition  of  things  that  has 
been  described  by  my  hon.  friends. 
"What  is  the  reason  of  that  ?  You  can 
erect  splendid  buildings  and  make  most 
admirable  provision  for  the  poor.  But 
while  you  can  do  those  things  in  the  big 
towns  where  the  high  rateable  value  for 
the  district  allows  it  to  be  done,  you 
cannot  do  it  in  small  areas  where  the 
result  of  a  Id.  rate  produces  only  £50. 
In  those  cases  the  only  thing  to  be  done 
is  to  get  Parliament  to  make  up  its  mind 
that  there  shall  be  a  rearrangement  of 
areas,  and  you  must  have  regulations 
which  shall  apply  to  comity  areas  whether 
large  or  small.  I  believe  there  is  no 
refonn  wanted  so  much  in  England,  Wales, 
and  Ireland  at  this  moment,  and  there  is  no 
shame  so  great  to  Dur  civilisation  as  the 
workhouses  of  the  country.  I  myself 
brought  ill  a  Bill  having  for  its  object  the 
rearrangement  of  the  representation  of  the 
areas  of  the  comitry.  What  was  the  result  ? 
Miuiy  Members  who,  if  they  had  acquainted 
themselves  with  the  subject,  would 
have  supported  it,  were  constrained  to 
oppose  it  because  of  the  agitation  raised 
in  their  constitueiicios.  That  may  be 
an  immoral  state  of  things,  but  hon. 
Members  will  admit  that  when  a  con- 
stituency has  becouK*  fully  roused,  a 
Minister  has  great  dilHculty  in  per- 
suading his  friends  to  risk  that  agita- 
tion and  support  him.  It  is  not  \mtil 
j^u  get  the  support  of  a  Commission 
that  you  \nll  get  Parliament  to  adopt 
the  proposal.  The  Act  of  1888  which  we 
carried,  it  is  true  followed  the  recom- 
mendations of  the   Commission,   in  the 
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redistribution  of  areas.  But  that  Comnui- 
sion  was  in  actual  operation,  and  its  recom- 
mendations were  in  the  hands  of  Parliamot 
before  the  Act  was  passed.  We  wen  aUe  to 
set  up  in  1888  an  Act  which  gave  eiectto 
the  Report  of  that  Commission  wM 
could  not  have  come  properly  into  force 
for  many  years  to  come.  It  is,  thett- 
fore,  inaccurate  to  say  that  advantftg^ 
has  not  been  taken  on  this  question  to 
make  a  step  forward.  The  Cliief  Secre- 
tary at  Belfast  said  that  this  was  one 
of  the  most  pressing  needs  of  Ireland 
and  he  has  told  us  that  they  had  not  the 
time  to  pass  such  a  Bill.  But  there  is  an 
answer  to  that.  Although  there  is 
no  time  to  pass  this  particular  Bill, 
Ministers  went  through  the  oountiy  laat 
year  saying  they  had  carried  sixty-five 
Bills  that  year,  and  seventy  the  year 
before.  The  answer  is  that  in  con- 
nection with  a  great  many  of  the  measures 
brought  in  it  would  be  well  if  the  Qovem- 
ment  considered  how  far  they  could  be 
made  as  little  controversial  as  possible 
rather  than  how  much  they  could  be  made 
in  the  interests  of  one  Party.  The  Chief 
Secretary  could  have  done  much  and  relief 
could  be  given — if  Irish  Membeis  were 
united  great  things  could  be  done. 
Although  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Waterford  told  us  he  could  not  support 
the  Bill  he  spoke  well  of  it,  and 
said  he  would  not  oppose  it.  What 
advice  I  ought  to  give  to  my  hon. 
friends  behind  me  I  do  not  know.  TheT 
are  certainly  interested  in  this  Bill,  which 
does  contain  recommendations  baaed  on 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
I  would  advise  them  to  do  their 
best  to  meet  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Waterford,  and  see  if  tlus 
Commission  is  to  be  started  that  some 
further  consideration  is  piven  to  its 
composition.  It  would  be  worse  than 
useless  unless  the  Commission  commanded 
support  in  Ireland.  I  myself  caie  very 
little  how  much  of  the  Bill  lemains 
after  it  has  been  before  a  Select  C!om- 
niittee,  so  long  as  that  part  of  it  is 
adopted  which  I  consider  of  the  greatest 
importance,  namely,  the  establishment  of 
a  tribunal  which  could  inquire  and 
report  and  give  the  Government  some 
definite  plan.  With  the  authority  of 
such  a  Commission  behind  ihem  the 
Government  coidd  come  to  Fariiamfint 
next  session  and  bring  in  a  Bfll  whidi 


845 


Poor  Law 


{3  April  1908} 


{Ireland)  Bill 


846 


would  be  of  such  a  character  as  to  avoid 
much  of  the  controversy  which  may 
otherwise  arise.  I  do  not  want  just  now 
to  recall  the  advantages  of  the  legislation 
proposed  in  this  Bill.  I  know  that 
many  questions  of  reform  in  Ireland 
are  considered  of  the  utmost  importance 
by  hon.  Members,  but  surely  this 
question  must  come  before  all  others. 
Just  take  the  boarding-out  question, 
for  instance,  take  the  children  out  and 
educate  them  in  the  national  elementary 
schools,  or,  if  there  are  too  many,  in 
separate  establishments,  and  you  get  rid 
of  that  difficulty.  Then  there  is  the 
herding  together  of  people  whose  pau- 
perism is  the  result  of  vice  or  of  physical 
and  mental  inferiority,  that  is  a  cruel 
hardship  which  should  be  terminated 
with  the  least  possible  delay.  Any 
change  of  this  kind  must  take  time,  even 
though  the  Bill  were  allowed  to  go  through 
this  House  practically  without  any  opposi- 
tion at  all,  for  you  have  to  rearrange  your 
areas,  make  new  provisions  for  buildings, 
and  bring  your  new  law  into  operation  in 
all  the  areas,  and  all  th  it  takes  time.  If  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  were  passed  without 
opposition  this  session,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  give  effect  to  these  reforms 
under  a  period  of  two  years.  If  Clause 
6  alone,  amended  in  what  way  you  like, 
were  taken  over  by  the  Government, 
and  rearranged  so  as  to  make  the  Com- 
mission one  they  could  rely  upon,  and  if 
they  said  :  "  We  will  send  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  insist  on  such  alterations  as 
are  necessary,  and  then  we  shall  at  all 
events  prepare  the  way  by  this  Com- 
mission for  a  large  measure  of  reform 
for  which  we  will  be  responsible  in 
another  session," — ^if  that  had  been  the 
coarse  adopted  by  the  Government,  I 
should  have  no  hesitation  in  advising  my 
hon.  friends  not  to  go  to  a  division  on  the 
Second  Reading.  But  they  are  keenly 
interested  in.tlus  question,  and  I  for  one 
deeply  regret  that  our  Parliamentary 
system  makes  it  often  the  case  on  a 
Friday  that  a  question  vitally  affecting 
the  welfare  of  our  people  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  such  an  empty  House,  but  that 
we  cannot  help.  This  discussion,  such 
as  it  is,  has  been  marked  by  a  much 
greater  imanimity  and  agreement  on  the 
common  principles  of  the  Bill  than  you 
often  hear  in  this  House  on  Irish  questions. 
Tlute  has  been  evinced  a  profound  desire 


that  some  definite  step  should  be  taken 
to  secure  a  reform  on  which  we  are  all 
agreed,  and  if  my  hon.  friends  decide 
to  press  the  Second  Reading  of  their 
Bill,  I  shall  most  certainly  support  them 
in  the  lobby,  because  I  believe  they  will 
be  giving  by  their  votes  the  only  practical 
effect  open  to  them  to  their  con- 
viction that  unless  you  take  some  steps, 
however  small,  and  unless  Parliament 
sets  up  some  tribunal  which  can  give 
Parliament  the  information  required, 
you  will  make  no  advance  on  this  ques- 
tion, which  I  regard  as  one  more  nearly 
connected  with  the  happiness  of  our 
people — the  poorer  and  more  suffering 
among  them — than  any  other  to  which 
the  attention  of  Parliament  could  be 
given. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S) 
said  his  colleagues  and  himself  regretted 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  could  not  see 
his  way  to  support  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Waterford  had  asked  them 
a  definite  question,  as  to  whether 
they  looked  upon  these  proceedings 
as  a  mere  academic  discussion  of  the 
question  or  whether  they  seriously  in- 
tended to  press  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  could  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  that  they  did  intend  to 
press  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
if  for  no  other  reason  than  to  show 
how  desirous  they  were  that  the  whole 
matter  of  Irish  Poor  Law  reform  should 
be  pushed  forward.  He  was  imable  to 
follow  the  Chief  Secretary  when  he  in- 
formed them  that  as  the  Bill  was 
drafted,  they  really  would  be  gaining 
nothing  if  they  set  up  the  proposed 
Commission.  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission on  which  the  Bill  was  founded, 
on  page  76,  said  that  the  Commis- 
sioners believed  that  a  temporary  Com- 
mission, working  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  local  bodies,  would 
be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
into  effect  the  changes  incidental  to  the 
recommendations  made  in  the  Report, 
and  that  such  a  Commission,  acting  in 
subordination  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  might  discharge  the  following 
duties,  such  as  suggesting  the  areas  to  be 
assigned  to  the  various  institutions,  sug- 
gesting the  draft  scheme  for  the  re- 
apportionment of  Parliamentary  grants, 
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proposals  for  the  employment  of  Poor 
Law  officials  whose  8er\'ices  would  be 
retained  and  compensation  for  officials 
whose  services  would  be  dispensed  vidth, 
and  /or  carrying:  out  the  adjustment  of 
various  other  matters  incidcjital  to  the 
changes  provided  for.  The  Bill,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  followed  out  that  recom- 
mendation exactly.  It  set  up  a  Com- 
mission, f^ave  it  power  to  draft  schemes, 
j>rescribed  the  method  by  which  notice 
of  those  schemes  was  to  be  given,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  sub- 
8equ(Mitly  to  be  laid  before  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  and,  in  the  absence  of 
objection,  to  have  the  force  of  law  by 
receiving  an  Order  in  Council.  He  did  not 
see  how  the  Chief  Secretary  could  contend 
that  it  was  neccHSfiry  to  have  previous 
legislation  before  that  could  be  done.  It 
seemed  to  him  that,  even  presuming  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  right,  he  had  not 
given  them  any  good  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  not  be  allowed  to  go  to  Com- 
mittee. All  the  previous  speakers  had 
admitted  that  the  matter  was  one  of 
urgent  importance,  which  could  only 
be  benefitiid  by  a  free  and  open  dis- 
cussion. Not  one  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees was  at  present  occupied  with 
H!iy  liill,  and  there  was,  therefore,  an 
excellent  o])])()rtunity  to  allow  the  Bill 
1<)  be  referred  to  a  Grand  C^ommittee. 
His  hon.  and  galhmt  friend  had  pointed 
out  that  when  he  was  lucky  \\\  obtaining 
a  phu-e  in  the  ballot,  and  when  it  had 
bec'ii  decideil  between  him  and  his 
colleagues  that  this  question  should  be 
brought  before  the  House  in  the  form  of  a 
Hill,  it  gave  theni  all  a  considerable 
amount  of  anxiety  and  consideration  as 
to  how  they  should  approach  the  matter. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  informed  them 
that  the  forn\  of  tlie  I^ill  was  such 
that  it  would  not  carry  out  their 
objects.  When  they  came  to  examine 
tiie  lie  port  for  tiie  purpose  of  drafting 
tiie  hill,  they  fouiul  that  it  covered  a 
very  birge  area,  and  it  became  evident 
to  theju  th'U  if  they  wanteil  to  intro- 
duce a  liill  whii'h  would  ileal  in  a  ])ie('.e- 
meal  way  with  <he  recommendations  of 
the  Commissitm  they  would  not.])t»ssihly, 
get  further  thui  dealing  with  one  kw 
\\\i\  possibly  the  least  im])ort.nit,  ]>()ints 
in  the  Ilt»[>ort ;  ami  to  show  lunv  that 
consideration  was  borne  in  upi^n  thtMu. 
it     was    only  necessary   to  ctuisider  the 

Mr,  Charles  Crnuj. 


\  numerous  and  complicated  mattea  vitk 
.  whi(th  the  Report  of  the  CommiMon 
■  dedt.  If  they  had  attempted  to  draft 
,  a  Bill  dealing  individually  with  tbe 
.  various  questions  considered  they  would 
have  such  questions  as  the  erectirm 
of  poorhouses  and  lunatic  asvlium, 
the  making  of  areas,  the  segregation  of 
classes,  and  outdoor  relief;  and  if  tky 
attempted  to  legblate  on  those  lines  it 
would  give  them  very  much  more  trouble 
than  in  legislating  for  the  whole  of 
the  case  in  the  method  suggested  bv 
his  hon.  and  gallant  friend.  They  saw 
at  once  that  if  they  were  to  do  anything 
at  all  it  was  necessary  to  deal  with  it 
in  a  general  way,  and  to  set  about  finding 
out  what  was  the  best  way  to  do  so, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  bit 
upon  the  precedent  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. The  question  of  the  endowed 
schools  was  more  controversial  th^n 
that  with  which  they  were  now  dealing, 
yet  a  Commission  was  set  up  and 
dealt  with  in  a  most  satisfactory  way. 
So  far  as  he  could  see,  there  was 
really  no  insuperable  difficulty  in  the 
way.  The  labour  would,  no  doubt,  be 
ver>^  great,  but  the  main  questions  of  this 
reform  were  of  such  a  non-controversiel 
nature,  and  public  opinion  had  so  often 
(expressed  itself  as  to  the  way  in  which 
these  questions  of  the  segragation  of 
chiKse.s,  outdoor  relief,  lunatic  asylunui, 
etc.,  should  be  dealt  with,  thit  there 
ought  at  this  stage  to  be  very  little  diffi- 
culty for  the  Commission  in  dealing 
with  those  points.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
was  so  plain,  and  that  they  h^d  covered 
the  whole  area  so  completely,  that  Ae 
work  of  the  Commissioners  set  up 
under  the  Bill  would  be  very  greatly 
simplified.  The  Report,  he  would  re- 
mind the  House,  had  been  in  the  hands 
of  Irishmen  since  October,  1906,  nearly 
a  year  and  a  half,  and  .they  might 
be  quite  sure  that  it  had  beion  criticised, 
canvassed,  and  discussed ,  not  only  by 
every  person  connected  with  the  Poor 
L;nv  in  Ireland,  but  also  by  the 
:  ]>ublic  Press,  and  so  far  as  he  knew 
there  had  been  no  serious  excep- 
tion taken  to  the  findings  of  the 
(\uumis8ion  in  any  part  of  Ireland, 
f  It  had  been  pointed  out  that  the  xeoom- 
,  mendations  of  the  Commission  had  beea 
I  acquiesced  in  by  both  parties  in  lineland. 
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As  had  been  very  properly  remarked, 
this  was  not  a  question  of  party  at  all,  and 
he  was  somewhat  surprised  to  find  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  was  not  prepared  to  support  the 
Second  Reading.  To  him  the  reasons 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  be  very  slender  ones.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  rested  his  defection,  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  on  one  point, 
which,  after  all,  could  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee,  namely,  the  com- 
position of  the  Commission  who  were 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  Report.  But  the  constitution  of 
that  Commission  could  not  in  any  way  be 
called  a  principle  of  the  Bill ;  it  was  a 
mere  point  of  detail,  and  his  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  would  be  glad  to  receive 
any  suggestion  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  or  from  anybody  else.  They 
wanted  a  strong  Commission  which  would 
have  the  confidence  of  all  parties.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  question  of  the 
composition  of  the  Commission  was  a 
matter  for  arrangement ;  it  was  obviously 
a  purely  administrative  matter.  There 
was  no  political,  religious,  or  party  interest 
mixed  up  in  it  at  all,  therefore  he  could 
not  conceive  why  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  shoi^d  feel  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  coming  to  an  agree- 
ment as  to  what  the  composition 
of  the  Conmiission  should  be.  He 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man ought  to  have  given  them  his  un- 
qualified support  in  the  matter.  He 
had  given  a  certain  sort  of  modified 
support,  but  he  thought  that  if  the 
poor  in  Ireland,  and  if  the  consumptives 
of  Ireland  who  had  been  so  feelingly 
referred  to  in  the  Report,  were  to  be 
benefited,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  given  them  his  assis- 
tance in  hastening  the  passage  of  what 
was  admitted  by  all  parties  to  be  an 
absolutely  non-political  and  non-party 
measure.  He  had  intended  to  go  more 
fully  into  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and 
particularly  he  had  intended  to  make 
some  reference  to  what  he  considered  to 
be  the  most  pitiable  class  of  persons 
dealt  with  by  this  measure,  namely, 
the  consumptives.  When  they  read  the 
Report  and  found  how  consumption 
was  increasing  in  Ireland,  whereas  it  had 
decreased  in  the  last  few  years  in  England 
f3id   Scotland   by   50   per   cent. — when 


they  found  that  in  Ireland  persons 
suffering  from  all  stages  of  consump- 
tion were  taken  to  the  ordinary  work- 
houses, where  they  slept  in  the  same 
rooms  with  healthy  persons  and  thus 
spread  the  ravages  of  the  dreadful 
disease,  he  really  thought  anything 
which  would  have  the  effect'  of  con- 
centrating public  attention  and  the 
attention  of  the  Grovemment  on  the 
question  of  reform  of  the  Poor  Law  in 
Ireland  ought  to  be  speedily  done. 
He  could  not  help  deeply  regretting  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  had  not  seen  his  way  to  join  them 
in  this  attempt  to  bring  the  matter  to 
fruition  as  soon  as  possible.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  given  them  a  qualified 
promise  that  next  year  he  would 
bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  this 
question.  Of  course  they  thanked  him 
for  that  promise,  but,  unfortimately, 
they  knew  that  a  promise  in  Parliament, 
imless  it  was  absolute,  was  not  of  much 
value.  If  a  Minister  qualified  his  promise 
by  such  phrases  as  :  "  If  there  was  time 
or  opportunity,"  the  promise  was  not 
worth  a  great  deal.  He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  might  be 
able  to  carry  out  his  promise,  but  he 
could  only  regret  that  he  had  not 
seen  his  way  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
through  at  least  another  stage,  be- 
cause by  so  doing  any  defect  that 
might  exist  in  the  measure  would  have 
been  remedied,  and  they  would  then 
have  had  more  information  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  particular 
line  he  proposed  to  pursue  when  he 
hiimself  brought  in  a  Bill  next  year.  • 

*Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland)  said 
he  could  not  but  regret  the  smallness 
of  the  attendance  that  afternoon,  for 
it  did  not  encourage  the  initiation  of 
any  proposals  so  far  as  private  Members 
were  concerned.  Of  course,  this  was  a 
purely  Irish  matter,  as  the  Bill  did  not 
apply  to  England,  but,  inasmuch  as  a 
division  was  to  be  challenged,  he  thought 
it  right  to  say  a  few  words  so  far  as  the 
Labour  Members  were  concerned.  He 
had  the  fullest  sympathy  with  all  that 
had  been  said  with  regard  to  the  necessity 
for  the  reforms  which  were  proposed. 
He  regretted  the  wasteful  administration, 
[  and  it  was  certainly  a  disgrace  to  the 
t  country    that   so    much    should    go   in 
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t:.v,  'jif'rctior-  ar.d  -h  little  rea<:h  the 
x/tf^r.  H«:  4!v^  r«::nr':*t<;'i  th^it  honest 
/:.'::.  v.:,o  v/er*:  o?jt  of  erriployrr,*-r.t  should 
hive  t/,  liiix  viith  w'a-t':fj-,  in  the  work- 
\jr\y.t:'.  ;  in  f;ii','t,  the  -^hole  •"•y.=-tera 
r'-.f^^ilt'-A  irn-.ti  lej/l -elation  for  it-:  refonn. 
'Jhey  were  hopin;?  th;At  the  time  would 
^orne  when  the  ^^iard.'j  of  {PJardians 
•aoij!'J  Ut  done  a'Aay  with  and  the 
adrnini>tration  of  the  Poor  I-aw  placed 
in  the  hand>;  of  the  county  and  VKiroujfh 
rouneil",.  The  MernUirH  of  the  I^Ikjut 
I'arty,  however,  did  not  think  that  the 
Jijij  now  under  di-;r:u«Hion  would  by  the.  , 
tnmhitn-ry  it  .net  up  efTer-t  the  v<iry  de.sir-  i  fe^i:„-^^f 


{CXIMMOXS}  (Irdmtdp 

the  Chief  Secxetazy  kftd^ 
reason,  been  quoted.  Speakiu  «  Bel- 
fast on  24th  October,  1907,  a&d  detiiEg 
with  thi>  particnlar  qnesoon  W  niA— 

"  I  say  the  coontrT  is  zzse  md  rea^J  ^ 
legiftlatioa  upon  tboce  liBeft,  fict  vkeiter  ii  viD 
(a  obtained  I  do  not  knov.  .411  I  eaa  »t  ii 
that  if  the  Irish  people  voold  tmif  mam  <m 
qaestiozu  of  this  land  jiwt^fted  of  diiiwi 
other  questions,  good  |*u|u.tj»  for  the 
ment  of  the  coontry  vonld  be  aade." 

He  endozaed  tbe  comment  of  die  hoD. 
Member  for  Watezford,  who  on  SSth 
October  made  the  following  remario— 


a  hie  n-.Utntr-i  about  whi^-h  they  were 
lifiunifnouh  infill  parlnof  the  House;  but 
Ulii-'.iiitit'U  siH  the  rij.'ht  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Treasury  llenr-h  had  promised 
jr-fi-Jation  next  y<'ar-[rri<*H  of  "No; 
*|ij;ilified  "|  he  had  heard  the  Kjieech, 
and  he  certainly  1hou;.dit  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wa*^  definite  re;:arding 
the  prornine  of  le^MKJation  next  year 
whif'h  would  meet  all  that  the  promoters 
of  thiH  Bill  desired. 

dAiTAis  CliAUi  :  If  Huch  a  promise 
has  been  made  by  the  (Jhief  Secretary, 
J  certainly  accept  it  at  once. 

Mic.  lUKRKMi :  Of  course,  I  am  not 
ill  a  f)(»sition  to  make  a  dc^finite  promise, 
because  I  have  no  control  over  the 
liusiness  of  the  l^ousc^  lint  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  conclusion  come  to 
l)y  the  Immi.  M^^mlier  below  the  gangway 
who  iM'ard  my  sp(M'ch.  What  I  said 
wjis  that.  I  should  do  my  very  best  to 
accomplish  that  purpose,  and  I  am  very 
conlidi'iit  I  shall  succciul,  but  further 
than  that  1  cannot  <.^o. 

Mit.  SIIMMKKRKLL  said  that  in  view 
of  a  promist^  of  that  character  and  the 
sympathy  which  tln^  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  regard  to  these  many  reforms 
which  tln^y  all  (lesire<l,  he  thought 
1  he  promoters  of  the  Hill  w<mld  be  well 
advised  not  to  |)ress  it  to  a  divisi(m. 
If  it  were  pressed  to  a  division,  they  on 
those  benches  would  be  obliged  to  vote 
against  the  Second  Heading. 


reed  that  sAatemoBt  with  i 
some  resentment  becmose  thai  stste- 


mcnt.'if  it  meant  anything,  meaut  this :  Thst 
the  delay  in  the  settlement  of  tbeee  qnrationB. 
these  social  reforms,  was  dne  to  the  action  of 
the  Irish  people  themselTea  and  not  dne  to 
the  fault  of  the  English  GoTenuncnt.  No  bsa 
living  to-day  knows  better  than  Mr.  BineU  doM 
how  falde  such  a  suggestion  wonld  be.** 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  the 
same  speech,  dwelt  eloquently  and  in- 
sistently upon  the  great  nigency  of  the 
question,  and  yet  that  afternoon  thev 
had  him  taking  a  technical  objection  to 
some  part  of  the  machineiy,  which  might 
easily  have  been  got  over  in  Committee, 
and  refusing  to  lend  his  inflnenoe  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill,  and  thns  practically 
destroying  its  chance  of  becoming  law. 
In  another  speech  the  hon.  and  leamed 
Member,  after  dealing  with  the  housing 
of  the  working  classes  in  Ireland,  pro- 
ceeded— 

"  I  may  remind  you  the  Irish  Barty  hai 
already  taken  action.  We  have  put  before  the 
Government  our  suggestions  for  the  benefit  of 
artisans  in  towns  .  .  .  and  we  will  also  pat 
in  concrete  form  our  suggestions  for  the  eettle. 
mont  of  this  Poor  Law  system.** 

He  ventured  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  that  he  would  haYe  no 
better  opportimity  than  he  had  enjoyed 
that  afternoon  of  putting  in  concrete 
fonn  whatever  suggestions  he  might 
have  to  offer  for  dealing  with  that  im- 
portant subject.  He  had,  up  till  that  day, 
refused  to  see  any  political  difference  in 
Ireland  \vith  regaid  to  this  subject, 
because  from  one  end  of  the  countzy  to 
the  other  the  Poor  Law  administration 


urgently    called    for    lefoznu    Pezfaaps 

I  he  might  be  allowed  to  give  an  iUustn- 

Mk.  HARRIK  (Londonderry,  N.)  said    tion   of  what  they  were  aufiering  by 


It :  was  with  some  disappointment  that    jeferring  to  that  county   a  portion  61 
thev  had  listo!ied  to  the  hon.  ]       ber  lw>«ich  ho  had  the  honour  to  npnaent 


who  had  just  sat  down.     H 
Jlr,  iSumnurbcU. 


Joint  Conmutteea  of  tbe  Obhwine 
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and  Magherafelt  Boards  of  Guardians, 
and  several  members  of  the  Limavady 
Board,  came  together  and  discussed  the 
whole  subject  of  promoting  economy 
and  eflSciency,  and  he  would  quote  very 
briefly  from  the  Report  unanimously 
adopted  by  those  three  boards  of  guar- 
dians. It  disclosed  the  state  of  things 
then  existing  in  the  county — 

"  The  average  number  of  inmates  in  the  last 
half-year  for  which  the  figures  have  been 
published,  gives  a  total  of  only  341  inmates ; 
the  buildings  being  certified  as  providing 
full  accommodation  for  2,342  inmates ;  or,  to 
put  it  another  way,  any  one  of  the  three  work- 
houses is  certified  to  hold  double  the  number 
of  inmates,  presently  contained  in  the  whole 
three.  For  the  half-year  ending  31st  March, 
1899,  we  find  what  is  called  the  expenses  of 
establishment,  which  included  the  cost  of  four 
officials,  and  the  maintenance  of  buildings  for 
the  three  workhouses,  were  £1,789,  whereas 
the  cost  of  food  and  clothing  for  the  whole  of 
the  inmates  for  the  like  period  is  only  £1,475. 
Thus  we  think  our  system  of  relief  has  been 
greatly  abused  through  our  workhouses  being 
80  numerous  and  so  convenient.  Take  the 
tramp  nuisance,  for  instance.  It  is  in  a  large 
measure  the  creation  of  a  system  which  pro- 
vides them  with  a  good  temperance  hotel  at 
the  end  of  an  easy  day's  journey.  With  fewer 
workhouses  we  may  rest  assured  there  will  be 
fewer  tramps.  We  have  another  class  which 
periodically  pass  in  and  out  of  the  workhouses 
largely  because  of  their  being  situated  so  con- 
veniently. We  have  quite  a  number  of  this 
class,  and  in  our  infirmary  there  are  a  good 
many  inmates  of  a  class  who  aie  quite  able- 
bodied,  and  who  when  out  of  the  workhouse 
misconduct  themselves  and  use  our  workhouse 
infirmary  solely  for  recuperative  purposes. 
We  are  satisfied  that  were  our  workhouses 
some  distance  from  town  this  class  would 
decrease  very  rapidly." 
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He  would  conclude  with  a  final  extract 
from  this  Report — 

'  "  And  we  think  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  for  the  middle  and  southern  portion  of 
the  country  a  small  hospital  of  the  most  modem 
type  should  be  erected  in  an  isolated  situation 
with  one  wing  for  non-paying  patients  and  with 
another  wing  where  those  who  are  willing  and 
able  to  pay  for  the  highest  medical  skill  and 
nursing  would  be  cared  for  imder  the  best 
conditions.  Many  of  us  believe  many  of  our 
county  workhouses  could  with  advantage  be 
refitted  without  much  expense  as  auxiliary 
ayslums,  and  that  by  this  means  the  prospect 
of  a  heavy  charge  for  a  new  county  asylum 
would  be  altogether  done  away  with.** 

His  object  in  reading  these  few  extracts 
from  that  Report,  which  was  adopted 
by  the  three  large  boards  of  guardians 
concerned  atmost  with  unanimity,  was 
to  give  the  later  history  of  the  movement 


for  legislation  on  the  subject.  The 
three  boards  of  guardians  were  practically 
agreed  as  to  the  necessity  for  closing 
some  of  their  workhouses,  but  when  the 
question  came  to  be  considered  which 
of  the  workhouses  should  be  closed, 
the  unanimity  was  at  an  end,  and  until 
they  had  legislation  such  as  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  they  could  not  make  further 
progress  in  effecting  that  great  economy 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  in  in- 
troducing the  Bill  had  referred  to  it  as 
Utopian,  and  while  gladly  supporting 
it  he  felt  that  as  regardec  some  of  tha 
minor  sugjrestions  that  description  might 
be  aptly  applied.  The  greatest  difficulty 
in  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commission  would  be  the  ad- 
mittedly large  initial  expenditure.  He 
submitted  to  the  House  that  if  the  Bill 
had  been  allowed  to  go  to  a  Committee 
it  would  have  been  found  practicable 
to  adopt  many  of  the  suggestions,  the 
cost  of  carrying  out  which  would 
have  been  comparatively  small.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made,  and  ho  was  glad 
to  hear  it,  to  the  value  of  the  class  of 
cottage  hospital  which  was  springing  up 
in  different  parts  of  the  country.  While 
their  coimty  and  workhouse  hospitals  in 
times  past  had  not  been  as  well 
equipped,  they  were  not  able  to  do 
the  best  medically  for  their  inmates  at 
all  times,  but  a  very  great  improvement 
in  that  respect  had  taken  place.  He 
would  strongly  emphasise  that  part  of 
the  Report  which  advocated  in  sparsely 
populated  districts  an  increase  of  the 
number  of  purely  cottage  hospitals. 
He  thought  that  was  the  most  valu- 
able part  of  the  Report.  It  was  not 
specifically  referred  to  in  the  recom- 
mendations, but  a  very  great  improve- 
ment, even  imder  the  present  adverse 
conditions  in  Ireland,  had  talcen  place 
since  the  law  gave  them  lady  [mem- 
bers of  guardians.  Their  election  to 
the  local  boards  was  looked  upon 
somewhat  coldly  at  the  start  by 
male  members  of  the  boards,  but  he 
was  bound  to  say,  speaking  with  prac- 
tical experience,  that  the  ladies  had 
amply  justified  the  forward  movement 
which  had  elected  them  to  that  service, 
and  they  had  made  their  influence  felt 
in  many  ways;  first  and  chiefly,  in 
ameliorating    many    of    the    depressing 


to  give  tne  later  msrory  oi  i>uje  movemeut    aiueuurcibxu^    luaujr    wt    vu^    v4.^^a.vhx>u*5 
flB^hicli  he  thought  showed  the  urgency  \and  unpleasant  conditions  of  workhouse 
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life,    and  secondly,  by  bringing    skilful  ( 
attention     to    the      nursing     staff     of ' 


nursing 
the  workhouses  and  hospitals.    In  that  j 
connection    might    he    also    say    that  | 
during     recent     years     the     class     of  | 
nurses  that  had  been  induced  to  come  i 
forward   for    those    positions    had    also 
visibly  improved,  greatly  to  the  benefit 
of    the    patients.     Lastly,     the     ques- 
tion had  an  important    bearing    on  the 
great      scourge      of      tuberculosis      in 
Ireland.     Many  of   them   were    anxious 
that  there  should  be  grants  in  aid  for 
the  provision  of  the  necessary  sanatoria 
in  groups  of  counties.  There  had  been 
a  great  revival  in  the  movement  on  that 
subject  in  Ireland  during  the  last  six 
months.     He  was  always  glad  to  acknow- 
ledge the  impetus  which  had  been  given 
to  the  movement  by  the  Countess    of 
Aberdeen,  and  it  had  been  greeted  in 
all  parts  of  Ireland  with  equal  enthusiasm.  I 
Branches  of  the  Women's  Health  Asso-  I 
ciation  had  been  founded  in  the  North  , 


and     South,     and     there     was      great , 
hope  that  in  a  very  short  time  those  , 
who  had  been  stricken  with  the  disease  I 
might  get  out  of  their  heads  the  prevail- 
ing  idea  in  Ireland  that  there  was  prac-  1 
tically  no  hope  of  recovery.     If  imder 
-— wicb   a   measure   as   this   it   was   made 
pcrmtsaible  for  county  councils  to  give 
a  small  grant  in  aid  for  the  provision 
of  sanitoria  a  most  valuable  work  would 
be    done    for    the    whole    country.     He 
regretted  exceedingly  that  they  had  not 
had  a  more  definite  promise  from  the 
Chief  Secretary.     lie  hoped,  in  view  of" 
the  fact  that  they  were  to  unanimous 
in  the  matter,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  at  least  feel  it  his  duty  to 
urge    upon    the    Government   that  that 
should  be  the  first  legislation  for  Ireland 
next  session.    He  said  that  in  all  sincerity 
and  with  the  utmost  earnestness.     The 
question  of   deportment  had   also   been 
touched    upon.    Their   able-bodied  men 
went  to  England  and  Scotland,   and  if 
they   broke  down  there,  without  having 
secured  the   necessary   settlement,   they 
were  packed  home  to  Ireland  and  had 
to    be    supported    in    the    workhouses 
there.     That  was  a  real  hardship  which 
would  be  remedied  under  the  Bill.     As 
regarded  lunatic  asylums  the  local  boards 
had   been   feeling   the   pressure   of   the 
burden  of  getting  them  up  to  the  neces- 
sarily  high   standard  prevailing  in  all 

Mr,  Barrie. 


such  institutions.  In  England,  of  conne, 
they  were  conducted  at  very  gwit 
expense,  but  he  thought  in  Ireland  thev 
had  quite  as  much  efficiency  at  vasiihr 
less  expense,  and  he  felt  that  under  a 
reform  such  as  they  were  now  considenng 
their  auxiliary  asylums  might  find  suit- 
able habitations  in  the  workhouses  and 
make  for  still  greater  and  substantul 
economy.  He  hoped  his  hon.  and  galknt 
friend  would  persbt  in  going  to  a  diWHi 
and  he  should  be  most  happy  to  support 
him. 

*Mr.    FETHERSTONHAUGH    (Fer- 
managh, N.)  said  the  reception  of  the 
measure  by  the  Chief  Secretary  had  been 
a    little    (iiscouragiug.     When    he   was 
taking    the    Irish    Liberal    Party   on  a 
pcrsDiially  conducted  tour  through  the 
North  of  Ireland  last  summer  he  advised 
Irishmen  that  if  they  were  unanimous  on 
certain  matters  they  would  be  sure  to 
succeed.     Differences   were    much   more 
common    in    Ireland    than    unanimity, 
but  here  they  had  a  subject  on  which, 
not  only  were  all  parties  unanimous,  but, 
as  was  shown  by  the  history  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  they  had 
been  unanimous  for  about  seventy-five 
years.     It  was  certainly  the  only  ques- 
tion    that     he     could     remember     of 
which  anything  like  that  could  be  said. 
In  1833  people  of  such  different  opinions 
as  the  then  Lord  Castlereagh  and  Daniel 
O'Coimell  wore  united  in  their  opposition 
to  the  Poor  Law  schemes  put  rorwaid 
upon  the   authority  of  that  execrated 
individual,    Mr.    Nicholls.     Ever    since 
then  every  person  who  had  taken  any 
^  interest  in  the  Poor  Law  administration 
I  in  Ireland  had  been  abusing  Nicholla,  and 
I  he  had  no  doubt  that  had  he  livedinlre' 


land  he  wnuld  liavo  Ijeeri   biiyrottiHi,  bni 

he  1VUS  vrae  enough  to  live  in  EngluM 

Although    they  had   htH^n   lU   tbo  tij 

ob j Qi  U 1) g  U}  h is  B\  St  c m    s  t  it v<^  u ri  b. nitwh 

to  thtilr  cQun^rr,  aini  althoimb  thtiy  w<l 

now    it  greed    that  k|i»ktion  ^houU 

intr<(luced  to  give  eft»* '"^  '^^  <^^ 

men*  liTt  ions   of    the 

report  eil  m  tr>ng  ;^ : 

when  th^y  biouglii 
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was  at  all  perfect  or  that  it  would  be 
likely  to  become  law  in  its  present  form, 
but  they  were  not  prepared  to  dii!er  from 
the  views  of  Gentlemen  below  the  gang- 
way on  any  mere  question  of  the 
personnel  of  the  Commission,  and 
that  subject  might  be  considered  re- 
moved from  the  area  of  contention. 
It  was  necessary  to  suggest  some  form  for 
the  personnel  oi  the  Commission  in  order 
that  the  matter  might  be  discussed,  but 
they  had  never  suggested  that  it  was  part 
of  the  essentials  of  the  scheme.  If  any 
proposal  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterford  to  sub- 
stitute any  other  persons  for  Judges 
of  the  High  Court  they  would  have 
been  glad  to  agree  to  it,  and  he  was 
certain  no  opposition  would  have 
come  from  the  Judges,  because  he 
noticed  that  the  Bill  did  not  provide 
any  remimeration  for  them.  Recognis- 
ing as  he  did  that  the  Bill  would  possibly 
require  very  considerable  alteration,  and 
possibly  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  or 
impossible  to  carry  it  into  law  this  session, 
he  regretted  that  the  Government  did 
not  allow  it  to  go  as  far  as  Committee, 
because  by  discussing  it  in  Committee 
they  might  have  learnt  a  great  deal  as  to 
the  views  of  difEerent  parties  in  Ireland  on 
matters  of  detail,  and  many  valuable 
suggestions,  no  doubt,  would  have  been 
made.  The  Grovemraent,  apparently, 
would  not  take  that  course,  and  there- 
fore, although  they  would  go  to  a  divi- 
sion, he  supposed  there  was  no  prospect 
of  securing  the  Second  Reading.  He  did 
not  propose  to  deal  with  matters  of 
detail,  but  there  was  one  circumstance 
which  reconciled  him  to  the  prospect  of 
the  Bill's  not  becoming  law,  and  that  was 
that  he  would  be  glad  to  see  it  deal  more 
fully  with  the  position  of  the  Poor  Law 
medical  officers,  which  was  a  disgrace  to 
civilisation.  The  matter,  which  was  very 
fully  dealt  with  in  the  Report,  was  one  of 
very  urgent  importance,  and  he  hoped 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  came  to  frame 
his  measure  next  session  he  would  give  it 
caieful  attention.  The  conditions  under 
which  the  medical  officers  were  elected 
weie  degrading  to  medical  men,  and 
[aveiy^ine  knew  that  the  best  men 
'  were  not  secured  owing  to  local 
Darrowness ;  what  was  more  serious, 
thty  were  not  free  agents,  and  as  a 
fesolt  the  adm  ciistration  of  the  Public 
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Health  Acts  was  in  a  very  miserable  con- 
dition. They  had  to  complain  of  the 
sanitary  condition  of  houses  owned  by 
the  very  people  to  whom  they  owed  their 
appointment,  two  whom  th  y  looked  for 
continuance  in  that  employment,  and  to 
whom  they  must  crawl  if  they  wanted  to 
get  a  pension  at  the  end  of  their  service 
however  long  and  meritorious.  These 
conditions  were  absolutely  fatal  to  the 
independence  and  efficiency  of  the  Pool 
Law  medical  officers,  and  he  hoped  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  carefully  con- 
sider their  claims  and  the  interests  of 
the  public  which  were  very  much  sacri- 
ficed by  exist  ng  conditions.  They  would 
go  to  a  division  to  show  that  they 
were  in  earnest  in  bringing  the  Bill 
forward,  and  he  hoped  that  although 
the  Bill  got  no  further  it  would  not 
have  been  in  vain  that  they  had  called 
attention  to  and  discussed  the  matter. 

Mr.  MOORE  wanted  to  say  a  very 
few  words  on  the  present  situation, 
because  undoubtedly  there  would  be 
very  fijeneral  disappointment  in  Ire- 
land that  no  further  step  had  been 
taken  in  the  matter  of  these  reforms 
which  every  section  of  opinion  in  Ireland 
ardently  desired.  The  first  and  the  only 
practical  step  that  had  been  recommended 
by  the  Commission  to  which  other 
speakers  had  referred  was  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  temporary  Commission,  and 
the  only  practical  step  in  this  Bill  was 
the  appointment  of  such  a  Commission, 
and  its  objects  and  powers  were  set  out 
in  practically  the  words  of  the  Vice- 
regal Commission's  Report.  That  Report, 
which  had  been  so  universally  praised, 
stated  that  nothing  practical  could 
ever  be  done  until  a  temporary 
Commission  had  been  appointed,  hell 
local  inquiries,  and  prepared  schemes 
Whether  there  was  going  to  be  legis- 
lation this  year  or  next  or  in  any 
succeeding  year  it  was  perfectly  obvious 
that  that  House  could  never  pasij  a  cast 
iron  scheme  or  rules  and  regulations  foi 
schemes  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
would  apply  to  the  varying  circumstances 
in  every  part  of  the  country.  It  was 
perfectly  obvious  therefore,  to  any  man 
of  experience  in  the  ordinary  working  of 
things,  that  if  these  reforms  were  ever  to 
be  brought  into  force  it  would  only  be  by 
a  local  svstem  under  which  a  Commission 
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could  go  through  the  country,  hold  1 1^  be  brought  about.  They  might  appmnt 
inquiries,  and  prepare  schemes  adapted  to  j  the  Commission  for  one  year  instead  of 
local  needs  and  approved  by  local  agree-  j  five,  and  that  might  be  a  peifectlj 
nient.  It  being  the  beginning  and  end, 
the  Alpha  and  Omega  of  the  Report, 
that  a  temporary  Commission  shpuld  be 
appointed,  and  that  being  the  practical 
tiling  in  this  Bill,  he  thought  when  that 
was  refused  they  should  understand 
on  whose  heads  the  responsibility  lay 
and  from  whom  thel  objection  came. 
They  had  heard  a  good  many  professions 
of  sympathy  for  the  Bill,  and  at  the 
Kiinio  time  they  found  a  Member  of  the 
Party  opposite  trying  to  count  out  the 
House.  That  was  a  typical  example  of 
Liberal  sympathy  with  Irish  refonn. 
The  objection  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterford  was  that 
no  member  of  the  Commission  was  to  be 
popularly  elected.  There  would  have 
been  no  difTiculty  on  the  part  of  the 
promoters  in  meeting  that  objection. 
That  was  much  too  small  a  peg  upon 
which  to  hang  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  simply  proposing  to  carry  out 
the  most  practical  recommendation  of  the 
Viceregal  Commission.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  did  not  want  the  Bill 
because  it  came  from  the  Unionist 
Benches. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :   No,  no. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  the  only  objection 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  raised  to 
the  Bill  was  on  account  of  the  expense. 
He  did  not  think  the  Chief  Secretary 
ought  to  raise  that  objection  at  a  time 
when  he  was  increasing  the  Irish  Esti- 
n\utes  by  £8r).(HM)  and  was  going  to 
spend   another   i'lHH),00()   on    University 

oduration     in     Irehmd.     The    objection  -  had    not   been    fairly   treated.     It   was 
taken   ])y  the  Chief  Secretary  was  that    one   of   the    many   instances   in   whioh 
the    expenditure  under    the    Bill  would  '  the  Government  had  tnmed  a  deaf  ear 
be   eiu^rnitms.    an<l    that    it    would    be    to  an  Irish  demand. 
useless.       It    Wiis    true  that  the  period 
lixed  for  the   Act   to  remain  in  opera-        Question  put. 
tion  was  tive  years,  but  they  would  in 

nu^st  lases  be  able  to  tind  out  in  twelve        The  House  divided  : — ^Aves,  35  ;  Noes, 
nu>ntlis  whether  local  aureement  was  likely    89.     (Division  List  No.   71.) 


able  Amendment  to  make.  Aib  to  tite 
objection  that  it  was  going  to  be  enor- 
mously expensive,  lie  would  point  onk 
that  two  out  of  the  five  Oommissionen 
would  not  receive  any  remuneration  it 
all.  He  presumed  that  one  member  of 
the  Commission  would  be  an-ezperienoed 
Civil  servant  representing  the  Local 
Grovemment  Board,  and  that  woald 
leave  two  members  for  one  year  to  be 
paid.  If  they  paid  two  members  of  the 
Commission  £600  a  year  each,  £500  to  a 
secretary  and  allowed  £1,000  for  ex- 
penses, that  would  amount  to  £2,700. 
At  any  rat«,  £3,000  would  be  ample,  and 
that  was  the  enormous  sum  which  the 
Cliief  Secretary  stated  would  prevent 
the  Grovemment  giving  effect  to  the 
Bill  vntYi  the  object  of  which  they  pro- 
fessed to  sympathise.  That  was  a  shabby 
excuse — a  flimsy  excuse  to  make  for  re- 
jecting it,  although  it  was  on  all  fours, 
i\nd  practically  word  for  word,  with  the 
Report  of  the  Viceregal  Commission.  By 
reason  of  the  attitude  of  the  (Government 
they  could  not  get  any  farther  with  the 
Hill.  Disappointed  people  would  still  see 
infirm  old  paupers  herded  with  an 
undesirable  class,  mothers  of  illegitimate 
children  were  still  to  be  allowed  to 
contaminate  the  virtuous  in  the  same 
institution,  and  all  the  evils  aboot 
which  all  those  acquainted  with  the 
social  system  of  Ireland  were  crying  oat 
would  be  permitted  to  go  on  because 
this  Bill  was  introduced  from  the  Unionist 
Benches,  and  because  the  Government 
would  not  risk  a  sum  of  £3,000  to  carry 
out  what  every  thinking  man  in  Ireland 
desired.    They  on  the  Unionist  Benches 
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CORONERS'  INQUESTS  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  higham  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
said  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  a  very 
simple  one.  The  present  state  of  the 
law  was  that  the  jury  must  view  the  body, 
however  repulsive  it  might  be  or  [how- 
ever great  the  danger  from  infection. 
The  essence  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
viewing  should  not  be  compulsory  as 
provided  by  the  Act  of  1887,  but  optional 
at  the  discretion  of  the  coroner.  There 
might  be  cases  in  which  the  viewing  of 
the  body  was  essential,  but  the  experience 
of  a  good  many  years  and  the  opinion 
of  many  coroners  was  favourable  to 
saoh  an  alteration  in  the  law  as  was 
loieshadowed    by    the     BiU.    He    had 


known  cases  where  infectious  diseases 
had  been  transmitted  through  the  act 
of  viewing  a  body.  In  many  cases 
the  viewing  of  the  body  under  the 
present  law  was  a  mere  pretence,  for 
they  kept  as  far  away  from  the  body 
as  they  possibly  could,  and  that  was 
a  breach  of  the  oath  they  took.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  quite  in  harmony 
with  the  whole  tendency  of  modern 
times,  because  the  compulsory  viewing 
of  a  body  was  almost  on  a  level  with 
the  idea  of  public  executions  and  other 
barbarous  methods  in  vogue  centuries 
ago.  With  the  option  given  to  the 
coroner  to  avoid  possibilities  of  going 
wrong,  and  other  safeguards,  he  thought 
the  House  might  safely  and  advantage- 
ously pass  the  Bill  which  he  had  now 
the  honour  of  moving^ 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  tlie  Bill  l:e  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Mr.  Hicham,) 

♦MR.LUKE  WHITE  (Yorkshire,  E.R., 
Buckrose)  said  the  Bill  had  been  before 
Parliament  for  several  years.  In  1897 
a  Committee  of  the  House  reported  in 
favour  of  doing  away  with  the  com- 
pulsory viewing  of  bodies  by  coroners' 
juries.  His  experience  as  a  coroner  had 
induced  him  to  introduce  the  Bill  two 
years  ago.  Three-fourths  of  the  coroners 
in  the  country  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
The  measure  did  not  do  away  witli  the 
viewing  of  the  body  in  cases  where  the 
coroner  or  a  majority  of  the  jury  con- 
sidered that  a  view  was  necessary.  He 
liad  received  a  great  many  letters  from 
coroners,  doctors,  and  jurymen,  and,  so 
far  as  he  could  gather,  opinion  throughout 
the  country  was  almost  unanimous  in 
favour  of  passing  the  Bill.  He  could  give 
instances  which  would  assure  the  House 
that  it  was  cruel  to  compel  jurymen 
to  view  bodies.  None  could  speak  better 
regarding  the  measure  than  the  members 
of  the  Labour  Party.  He  had  had  com- 
munications from  a  groat  number  of 
trade  unions  in  districts  where  frightful 
catastroi)hes  had  taken  place,  and  where 
jurymen  were  obliged  to  examine  bodies 
in  conditions  under  which  the  duty  ought 
not  to  be  imposed  ujion  them.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  read  tlie  Bill  a 
second  time. 


Sir  F.  BANl^TRY  (City  of  London) 
said  he  had  listened  to  the  two  hon. 
Members  who  had  &i)oken  in  favour  of  the 
J^ill  in  the  hope  that  he  should  hear  some 
va]i<l  arguments  in  it^  support,  but 
the  only  argument  which  they  bad 
brought  forward  was  that  coroners' 
juries  should  not  be  compelled  to  perform 
the  disagreeable  duty  of  viewing  bodies. 
He  was  not  suq)rised  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing should  advance  that  argument, 
but  he  was  lather  surprised  to  hear  it 


from  the  hon.  Member  for  BnckroK 
Division,  who  was  himself  a  coroner. 
It  was  not,  he  contended,  a  valid  reason 
for  asking  the  House  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  to  say  that  it  was 
disagreeable  for  the  jury  to  perform  their 
duties.  There  were  many  duties  cast 
upon  men  in  this  country,  and  in  all 
countries,  which  were  disagreeable,  but 
which  they  had  to  carry  out.  One  of 
the  conditions  of  having  the  franchise 
was  that  the  electors  had  to  act  as  jury- 
men. Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gang- 
way were  always  insisting  that  everybody 
ought  to  have  the  franchise,  and  yet, 
while  people  exercised  the  privileges  of 
the  franchise,  there  was  an  objection 
on  the  part  of  some  to  disch  rge  the 
disagreeable  duties  connected  with  it.  Xo 
doubt  it  was  disagreeable  for  coroners' 
juries  to  view  boaies,  but  it  did  not  at  all 
follow  that  they  ought  to  shirk  that 
which  was  disagreeable.  He  had  always 
understood  that  the  more  disagreeable  a 
thing  was  the  more  willing  a  person  should 
be  to  carry  it  out,  if,  by  so  doing,  he  was 
assisting  the  welfare  of  the  country.  He 
had  a  letter  from  a  coroner  telling  him 
that  it  would  be  a  very  great  ol»tacle 
to  the  detection  of  crime  if  the  com- 
pulsory viewing  of  the  body  by  the 
coroner's  jury  was  abandoned.  He  him- 
self did  not  pretend  to  be  able  to  say 
whether  that  statement  was  well  founded 
or  not,  but  it  had  been  sent  to  him 
unsolicited.  It  seemed  to  him  to  have 
some  probability  of  being  correct.  He 
was  not  in  the  House  at  the  time  the  law 
was  passed,  and  he  did  not  know  what  the 
object  was,  but  he  presumed  that  the 
object  was  that  there  should  be 
additional  means  placed  before  the 
jury  for  determining  whether  or 
not  a  crime  had  been  committed.  The 
viewing  of  the  body  went  a  long  way  in 
that  direction.  The  hon.  Member  foi 
the  Buckrose  Division  said  that  the  Bill, 
supposing  it  became  law,  would  not 
prevent  the  coroner  from  insisting  upon 
the  jury  viewing  the  bi  I7  if  he  thoiq^ 
it  necessary  that  Nd|l4bMt .  Bji 
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answer  to  that  was  that  there  would  be 
cast  upon  the  coroner  a  very  unpleasant 
and  invidious  duty. 

♦Mr.  LUKE  WHITE :  Or  a  majority 
of  the  jury. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  that  a  majority 
of  the  jury  could  demand  to  view  the 
body,  but  the  Bill  provided  that  they  could 
only  do  so  "  at  the  first  sitting  of  the 
inquest."  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  in  many  of  the  cases  where 
an  inquest  was  held,  the  real  facts  as  to 
the  cause  of  death  were  not  disclosed 
until  the  second  or  third  sitting. 

♦Mr.  LUKE  WHITE  said  a  body 
could  not  be  interred  without  a  burial 
certificate. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the  hon. 
Member  was  well  aware  that  there  had 
been  many  cases  in  which  burial  certi- 
ficates were  given,  and,  later  on,  when 
the  bodies  were  disinterred,  it  was 
found  that  the  burial  certificates  were 
absolutely  incorrect.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber founded  his  case  on  the  burial  certi- 
ficates, why  have  any  inquest  at  all  ? 
The  coroner  could  insist  on  the  jury 
viewing  the  body,  according  to  Clause  1 
of  the  Bill.  If  the  jury  considered  it 
unnecessary  that  they  should  view  the 
body,  there  might  be  a  wrangle  between 
the  jury  and  the  coroner  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  body  should  be  viewed. 
He  believed  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
there  had  been  on  many  occasions  un- 
seemly wrangles  between  coroners  and 
juries. 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty 
Members  were  not  present. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  recent  division 
has  shown  that  considerably  more  than 
f<}rt7  Members  are  in  attendance. 
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1  the  jury  in  the 
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the  body,  not  with  the  idea  of  giving 
a  proper  verdict  on  the  question,  but 
with  their  minds  rankling  because 
the  coroner  had  forced  them  to  do  some- 
thing which  was  in  their  opinion  un- 
necessary. The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  had  referred 
to  cases  in  which  jurjTnen  had  deliber- 
ately made  excuses  for  not  going  on  a 
jury.  The  fact  that  jurymen  did  not  like 
to  go  through  the  disagreeable  duty 
of  viewing  the  body  was  not  a  valid 
reason  for  not  serving  on  a  jury.  He 
was  sorry  the  Bill  had  come  on  now, 
for  he  thought  it  cast  a  lurid  light  on  the 
motives  which. actuated  juries.  Of  late 
he  had  not  had  that  confidence  in  juries 
which  Englishmen  were  supposed  to  have, 
and,  if  the  statements  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  were  correct,  he 
would  have  no  confidence  in  them  at  all. 
He  would  hesitate  to  introduce  any 
change  in  the  law  which  would  cast 
doubt  on  the  integrity  of  juries,  and  on 
their  determination  to  do  their  duty, 
however  disagreeable  the  duty  might  be. 
He  did  not  see  the  object  of  the  Bill  unless 
the  promoters,  while  wishing  to  abolish 
the  viewing  of  the  body  altogether, 
did  not  like  to  go  so  far  as  to  say  so. 
The  Bill  might  not  appear  to  have  that 
object,  but  that  would  be  the  ultimate 
effect.  It  was  evident  from  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Buckrose  division  had 
said  that  he  would  not  ask  a  jury  to  view 
a  body  unless  he  had  grave  suspicion  that 
serious  foul  play  had  occurred.  It  might 
be  very  difficult  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
form  an  opinion  as  to  how  death  came 
about  until  he  had  heard  all  the  evidence, 
and  it  might  be  then  too  late  to  view 
the  body.  Inquests  were  often  pro- 
tracted, and  he  would  like  to  know  what 
advantage  a  jury  would  gain  by  viewing 
a  body  four  weeks  after  death  when  in  all 
probability  marks  of  foul  play  would 
have  disappeared  owing  to  the  process  of 
decomposition.  All  that  showed  the 
disadvantage  of  legislation  by  private 
Members  on  a  Friday  afternoon  when,  as 
the  last  division  showed,  there  were  only 


867 


Coroners^ 


{COMMONS} 


tnqu^BUL 


124  Members  in  the  House.  He  ought  to 
have  added  Mr.  Speaker,  who  unfor- 
tunately was  debarred  from  taking  part 
in  the  debates.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  Mr.  Speaker  would  have  been 
on  his  side  if  he  had  been  able  to  take 
part  in  the  debate.  There  were  545 
Members  of  the  House  who  did  not  in  the 
least  know  what  was  going  on.  [An  Hon. 
Member  :  That  is  their  fault.]  Yes, 
that  was  their  fault.  He  would  point 
out  that  of  the  500  Members  of  the 
Government  and  their  supporters  only 
eighty  -  nine  had  attendei  the  dis- 
cjussion  of  a  measure  which  had  for 
its  object  the  amendment  of  the 
system  of  Poor  Law  administration  in 
Ireland,  and  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  in  regard  to  coroners'  'nquests, 
which  after  all  affected  the  great  body 
of  the  working  classes.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway  had  better  not  call 
attention  to  the  lax  manner  in  which 
the  followers  of  the  Government 
were  performing  their  duty.  To  sum 
up,  his  objections  to  the  Bill  were,  first, 
that  investigations  into  crime  might 
possibly  be  prevented ;  secondly,  that 
if  the  coroner  endeavoured  to  force  the 
jury  to  view  the  body  under  this  Bill,  he 
would  have  an  extremely  diflicult  duty  to 
perform,  because  the  jurymen  would 
consider  that  they  had  been  forced  by 
the  coroner  to  do  something  which  they 
were  not  bound  to  do ;  and  tliirdly,  that 
anything  which  would  relieve  people 
from  the  dischargo,  of  a  disagreeable 
duty,  siin|)ly  because  it  was  disagreeable, 
ought  not  to  be  allowed.  The  tendency  of 
inochTU  times  was  to  do  nothing  that 
was  unpleasant ;  to  take  no  trouble  to 
do  anything ;  to  put  all  responsibility 
on  other  people's  shoulders ;  to  work 
only  eight,  six,  or  even  less  hours, 
wiiereas  tlu»  tendency  in  the  old  days 
was  for  a  man  to  do  work  to  the 
utmost  of  his  capacity.  That  was 
what  ought  to  be  the  sj)irit  nowadays, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  old  energy 
once  characteristic  of  the  English  race 
had  departed,  and  that  the  old  ideal 
^  Sir  F.  Banhury. 


"  Whatsoever  thy  hand  fiadeth  to  do,  do 
it  with  all  thy  might/'  was  now  sup- 
planted by:  "Do  as  little  as  you 
possibly  can."  Under  these  ciicmn- 
stances  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  hsve 
a  Second  Reading. 

♦The  UNDER-SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Herbebt  Samuel,  Tork- 
shire,  Cleveland)  said  that  the  hon. 
Baronet's  argument  seemed  to  amonnt 
to  this,  that  so  long  as  a  task  was  dis- 
agreeable it  ought  to  be  imposed  in 
order  to  strengthen  the  national  chancter, 
and,  further,  that  crime  might  not  be 
detected  unless  the  body  was  viewed 
by  the  coroner  and  his  jury. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY -said  that  wliat 
he  had  stated  was  that  he  had  received 
a  letter,  quite  unsolicited  by  him,  from 
a  coroner  who  gave  utterance  to  the 
opinion  that  crime  would  not  sometimes 
be  detected  unless  the  body  was  viewed. 

*Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  that  the 
cases  in  which  the  crimes  were  detected 
by  viewing  the  body  by  the  jury  must 
be  excessively  rare.  He  bad  gathered 
from  the  more  eloquent  passages  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  that  in  his 
opinion  the  discharges  of  a  disagreeable 
duty  tended  to  the  virility  of  our  nationil 
character.  Be  that  as  it  might,  there 
was  undoubtedly  a  very  strong  body  of 
pubUc  opinion  in  support  of  tiiis  BOL 
The  duty  of  viewing  the  body  at  an 
inquest  was  a  very  disagreeable  one, 
and  at  times  it  might  become  far  wast 
than  disagreeable — exceedingly  painful  in 
particular  cases.  Moreover^  tiiere  was 
a  certain  risk  of  infection,  rare  he  ad- 
mitted, in  viewing  the  body  in  cases 
where  death  had  been  caused  by  in- 
fectious disease.  Another  drawback  to 
the  existing  system  which,  though  di^ 
should  not  be  left  out  of  aocount^  was  tiiat 
it  frequently  entailed  on  busy  men  lib 
coroners  and  members  of  juijes  a  wj 
considerable  and  quite  i 
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of  time.     The  places  where  the  inquests 
were    held   were    often   in   a    different 
locality    from     those     in    which     the 
bodies      were      lying.      An      adjourn- 
ment   therefore  had    to  be  made  from 
the   court-house   to  the    mortuary,   and 
the   amount    of   time    occupied   by  the 
coroner  and  jury  over  an  inquest  might 
be    doubled   or   trebled.     Again,    where 
large  juries  had  to  be  brought  together, 
burials  in  some  cases  might  have  to  be 
delayed  owing  to  the  custom  of  viewing 
the  body,  and  that  might  be  a  very  great 
disadvantage    and  even  prove  to  be  a 
public  danger.     For  all  these  reasons  there 
was  undoubtedly  a  strong  case  to  be 
made  for  the  Bill.     On  the  other  hand, 
there  was  not  in  his  view,  any  power- 
ful  argument   to   be   advanced   against 
it.     The  chief  objection  to  the  proposed 
change    was    that    the    present    system 
did  make  the  juries  take  a  serious  view 
of  their  functions,  or  at  any  rate  it  tended 
to  do  so.     Coroners'  juries,  it  was  true, 
were  sometimes  inclined  to  regard  their 
duties  too    lightly,   and  that  tendency 
was     counteracted    by    the     somewhat 
Bolenm  ceremony  of  viewing  the  body. 
But,   apart  from    that,  there  was  very 
little    to    be    said    against    the   change. 
The  argument  had  been  advanced  that 
it  was  an  ancient  custom  and  ought  not 
to    be  lightly  abolished.     The  office  of 
coroner  was   indeed    one    of   the    most 
ancient    in    the    State;    its   origin  was 
lost    in    the    mists    of   antiquity.     The 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  said  that  he  was 
not  in  the  House  when  the  law  estab- 
lishing    this  practice    of   viewing     the 
body  by  the  coroner's  jury  was  passed. 
That  was  very  true,  for  it  dated  probably 
from  before  the  Norman  Kings,  sometime 
between  the  reign  of  Alfred  the  Great, 
and  William  the  Conqueror;     and  the 
hon.  Baronet,  though  an  old  Member  of 
the  House,  was  not  quite  so  old  as  that- 
The  purpose  for  which  the  custom  was 
OEiginally  established  was  that  the  neigh- 
boiifs  mij^t  be  called  together  to  identify 
^  bodjr  of  a  pecsosi  vrho  had  died. 
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the  jury  being  regarded  as  the  repre- 
sentative men  of  the  neighbourhood. 
Further,  in  those  simple  days  the  average 
man  was  as  well  able  to  declare  what 
was  the  cause  of  death  as  anyone  else. 
Both  of  those  functions  were  obsolete 
and  useless  now,  because  the  cases  in 
which  the  juries  were  acquainted  with 
the  person  whose  body  they  were  called 
upon  ^to  view  were  very  rare ;  and  in  these 
days  no  jury  would  venture,  merely 
from  their  own  observation  from 
viewing  the  body,  to  say  what  was 
the  cause  of  death.  He  found  that  the 
Coroners'  Society  was  in  the  main  in 
favour  of  this  change,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckrose,  who  had  been  a 
coroner  himself,  and  than  whom  no  one 
was  better  entitled  to  express  an  opinion, 
shared  that  view,  and  supported  the 
Bill.  For  all  these  reasons  the  Govern- 
ment saw  no  objection  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  carrying  it  a 
stage  further  by  sending  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs  for  further  consideration. 
The  proposed  exemption  of  the  coroner 
as  well  as  of  the  jury  from  the 
duty  of  viewing  the  body  was  a  matter 
which  should  be  very  carefully  examined 
in  Committee  before  Parliament  was 
asked  to  accede  to  it.  Then  it  was  said 
that  a  majority  of  the  jury  should  have 
the  right  of  demanding  that  the  body 
should  be  viewed ;  whether  that  right 
should  not  be  conferred  on  a  smaller 
proportion  would  require  to  be  con- 
sidered. In  dealing  with  this  matter 
they  were  touching  one  aspect  of  a 
somewhat  complicated  body  of  law 
His  right  hon.  friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  long  since  had  his  attention 
called  to  the  working  of  the  law  relating 
to  coroners'  inquests  and  the  possibility 
of  its  amendment  in  many  directions, 
and  he  had  had  under  consideration 
the  advisability  of  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  various  matters — 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  have  so 
many  jurors  as  twelve,  the  methods  by 
which  the  juries  were  now  summoned. 
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whether  imnecessary  inconvenience  was 
sometimes  caused  under  existing  arrange- 
ments, whether  in  some  cases  juries 
might  not  be  dispensed  with  altogether, 
whether  the  discretion  of  coroners  as  to 
holding  inquests  might  be  enlarged  beyond 
what  the  law  now  allowed,  how  coroners' 
salaries  were  paid — in  boroughs  they 
were  paid  by  fees  and  in  counties  by 
salaries — and  which  was  the  best  method 
in  the  interests  of  the  administration  of 
the  law.  All  these  were  matters  which 
demanded  inquiry.  But  perhaps  more 
important  than  all  was  the  suggestion 
that  coroners  should  be  empowered  to 
hold  inquests,  not  only  in  cases  of  death, 
but  also  in  cases  of  fires  which  did 
not  result  in  death.  That  sugges- 
tion had  been  urged  on  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  Association  of  Municipal 
Corporations,  and  the  Association  of 
Chambers  of  Commerce.  In  the  City 
of  London  there  was  at  the  present  time 
an  Act  in  operation  which  permitted  the 
City  coroner  to  hold  investigations  on 
his  own  initiative  or  when  rapuested  by 
the  Lord  Mayor  or  certain  other  person- 
ages ;  and  many  inquests  had  been  held, 
the  causes  of  fire  had  been  discovered, 
and  valuable  suggestions  made  for  the 
better  protection  of  property.  It  wtis  a 
question  for  consideration  whether  the 
coroner  was  the  right  person  to  under- 
take such  inquiries,  or  whether  it 
should  be  some  other  official,  and 
whether  a  jury  should  sit  with  him,  or 
expert  assessors.  These  and  other  ques- 
tions of  detail  called  for  investigation  and 
settlement.  Therefore,  though  there 
was  no  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  this  Bill  passing  into 
law,  perhaps  in  a  modified  form,  if  it 
failed  to  do  so  the  subject  would  not 
be  lost  sight  of,  but  would  form  a  subject 
of  consideration  for  the  Committee  to 
which  he  had  referred. 

)  ♦Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston)  said  that  twenty  years  ago 
he  hid  introduced  a  somewhat  similar 
Bill,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  clearly 
Mr.  Herbert  Samuel. 


in  the  interest  of  the  juries,  of  the  coroneis* 
and  of  the  public  at  large  that  this 
measure  should  receive  a  Second  Beading 
and  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs 
for  detailed  consideration.  The  duties 
of  coroners'  jury  were  numerous  and 
onerous,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  do  its  utniost  to  lighten  those 
duties  in  a  way  which  would  not  conduce 
to  public  injury.  From  a  long  experience 
of  coroners'  courts  and  juries  he  had 
felt  the  very  serious  inconvenience  and 
trouble  to  which  juries  were  put  in 
attending  inquests  and  viewing  bodies. 
In  all  cases  the  duties  were  troublesome 
and  disagreeable,  and  in  many  instances 
loathesorae.  He  thought  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  taken  a  far  too  narrow 
view  of  the  question,  and  he  was  afraid 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  never  attended 
a  coroner's  court,  or  acted  as  a 
juryman.  If  he  had,  he  would  have 
had  a  better  idea  of  the  difficulties 
which  arose  than  was  indicated  by  the 
speech  which  he  had  made.  There 
were  three  grounds  on  which  he  thought 
this  Bill  should  pass  into  law.  In  the 
first  place,  the  duty  of  viewing  the 
body  was  a  disagreeable  task  to  impose 
in  all  cases  on  men  who  were  giving 
their  time  and  money  in  order  to  perform 
a  public  service  ;  and  if  they  could  make 
that  service  less  objectionable  the  House 
was  bound  to  do  so.  In  the  second 
place,  it  exposed  these  men  to  possible 
infection,  and  that  was  by  no  means 
such  a  small  danger  as  had  been  repre- 
sented by  some  of  the  speakers.  And 
in  the  third  place,  the  duty  of  viewing 
the  body  was  an  exceedingly  painful 
one,  from  which  the  jurors  might  well 
be  spared,  especially  in  cases  of  accidents 
in  mines  and  factories,  when  the 
mutilated  body  of  a  comrade  had  to  be 
viewed.  The  Bill  which  he  brought  in 
in  1888  had  then  the  support  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  coroners  of  the 
country,  and  when  a  body  of  men  like 
these  came  to  the  House  with  a  request 
for  a  change  in  the  law  they  ought  to 
recognise  that  their  opinion  was  worthy 
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of  attention  and  respect.  When  three- 
fourths  of  the  coroners  of  the  country 
came  to  the  House  with  a  suggestion  of 
that  kind,  as  in  the  case  of  the  present 
Bin,  they  ought  to  consider  it.  When  the 
Bill  went  into  the  Committee  it  could  be 
improved,  and  he  thought  the  responsi- 
bility should  still  remain  with  the  coroner 
to  view  the  body  upon  which  he  was  to 
hold  the  inquiry.  The  jury,  however, 
stood  in  quite  a  different  position.  He 
did  not  think  the  House  ought  to  post- 
pone this  useful  Bill  which  so  many  of 
the  coroners  of  the  country  supported. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  said  the  House  had  had  the 
advantage  of  hearing  three  speeches 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  including  that  of  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  But  those  speeches  con- 
tained only  the  one  argument  that  the 
viewing  of  the  body  was  a  disagreeable  and 
painful  duty.  The  Under-Secretary  it  was 
true  had  advanced  the  argument  that  view- 
ing the  body  might  expose  the  jurymen 
to  the  risk  of  infection,  but  those  cases 
«urely  must  be  very  few  and  far  between, 
because  in  the  majority  of  cases  where 
death  ensued  from  infectious  diseases 
there  was  no  coroner's  inquest,  and 
burial  took  place  upon  a  medical  certifi 
cate.  Even  if  that  were  not  so,  it  would 
be  easy  to  take  precautions  against 
infection.  It  was  quite  possible  to 
arrange  that  such  a  body  should  be 
viewed  through  glass  or  in  some 
other  manner  by  means  of  which 
there  would  be  prevented  any  exposure 
to  infection.  That  it  was  a  painful 
and  disagreeable  duty  to  jurymen  no 
one  would  deny,  nevertheless  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  and  did  not 
think  the  argument  was  sufficient  to 
do  away  with   such  an  ancient  custom, 
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and  if  that  was  the  only  argument  in 
its  favour  he  should  vote  against 
the  Bill.  The  Under-Secretary  having 
mentioned  that  argument  in  its  favour 
proceeded  to  mention  others  which 
were  stronger  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  It  was  surprising  that  after 
he  had  mentioned  those  he  did  not 
conclude  by  saying  the  Government 
could  not  support  the  Bill,  and 
asking  the  House  to  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man pointed  out  that  the  duty  gave 
the  jury  a  serious  view  of  their  functions, 
and  that  taken  alone  was  a  very  strong 
argument  against  the  Bill.  It  was 
most  important  that  jurors,  upon  whose 
verdict  depended  perhaps  the  discovery 
of  a  criminal,  should  have  the  importance 
of  their  functions  impressed  upon  them. 
If  the  viewing  of  a  body  had  that  effect 
it  was  an  exceedingly  important  part  of 
the  coroner's  inquest.  But  there  might 
be  in  this  very  ancient  law  a  sounder 
reason  for  its  continuance.  The  Under- 
Secretary  had  said  it  was  not  necessary 
for  the  purposes  of  identification  ;  that 
no  jury  nowadays  could  identify  the 
body,  that  others  identified  the  body 
and  no  jury  could  say  what  the 
cause  of  death  was.  But  the  object 
of  the  law  originally  was  to  make  quite 
certain  that  there  was  a  body  of  a 
person  whose  death  it  was  necessary  to 
investigate.  Everyone  knew  that  there 
were  cases  of  conspiracy  to  be  con- 
sidered. Supposing  a  man  desired 
that  it  should  be  believed  that  he  was 
dead  when  in  fact  he  was  not,  and  that  he 
could  get  a  sufficient  number  of  corrupt 
people  to  aid  him  in  his  object,  if  the 
viewing  of  the  body  were  done  away 
with  he  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  his  purpose.  The  viewing 
of  the  body  being  done  away  with  the 
2H 
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thing    would     become     verj'    easy, 
was  not  a  case  that  would  often  occur, 
but     that    it    might    occur    everybody 
knew  from  what  had  taken  place   in  a 
recent  case.     He  did  not  suggest  that  the 
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It  which  were  of  some  importance.  If  the 
suggestion  that  the  Bill  should  be 
amended  in  such  a  way  that  the  coroner 
should  alwa3rs  be  compelled  to  view  the 
body  were   acted  upon  a  great  part  of 


jury  would  not  be  above  suspicion.     It  was    his  objection  would  disappear,  and  had 
for  that  reason  that  he  desbed  that  they    the  Bill  been  introduced  in  that  fadiion 
should  continue  to  view  the  body.     He    he  would   perhaps  not  have  been  pie- 
wished    to    prevent    a    corrupt    witness    pared  to  oppose  it. 
coming    forward    and    saying    he    had 
dra^Mi  the  dead  man  out  of  the  water, 
for   instance,    and    others    saying    they 
had   seen   the  body.     That   might  have  ■  on   inquests,    and    although    the   House 
been  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  view-    had  been  told  that  the  ^^ewing  of  the 
ing  of  the  body   was  imposed  upon  the    body  induced  jurymen  to  take  a  serious 
jury    and    why    it   was    retained    upon  |  view     of     the      inquest,     so     far     as 


*Mr.  C.  DUNCAN  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
said  he  had  himself  had  some  experience 


the    Statute-book    when    the    Coroners' 
Acts    were    consolidated   in    1877.     The 


his      experience      went     there      never 
was    any    flippancy  displayed    by  the 


Under-Secretary  of  State  had  given  people  empannelled  upon  the  juries, 
a  stronger  reason  still  against  the  present  ,  or  any  suggestion  that  they  were  not 
Bill  being   passed.      He  had  said   there  :  likely   to   take   as    serious    a    view  of 


were  many  points  in  C'Oroners'  Acts 
that  needed  amendment  —  that  the 
whole  question  needed  a  Committee  of 
inquiry  in  order  to  see  in  what 
way  they  could  be  best  amended. 
He  coidd  not,  therefore,  see  the  object 
of  passing  this  measure,  which  would 
only  deal  with  a  fraction  of  the  ques- 
tion, when  very  shortly,  as  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  had  «aid,  the  whole 
(juestion  would  have  to  come  up  for 
review.  Of  course,  if  the  Bill  was  to 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  AATiole 
House,  no  possible  harm  could  result 
from  its  being  read  a  second  time. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  to  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  upstairs,  then  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  waste  of 
time  to  send  to  a  Committee  a  Bill  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government  was 
not  very  desirable,  especially  when  the 
Committees  had  plenty  of  work  to  do 
in  examining  and  discussing  other  matters 
Viscount  Helrnsli'f/. 


their  functions  as  any  Member  of    the 
House.     He   thought   the    Bill   was   an 
extremely  modest  one   and   had  a  very 
reasonable  object.     Some  of    the  duties 
which   fell  upon  those   who    sat    upon 
juries  were   of   an  extremely  loathsome 
character.     The    case    quoted     by   the 
hon.     Baronet     where      at      the     first 
meeting  of  the  jury  one  juror  was  taken 
so  ill  that  the  body  could  not  be  viewed 
for  some  weeks  was  one  of  the  strongest 
arguments    in     favour     of      the     Bill. 
Accidents    also    happened.      Supposing 
an     accident     happened     in     a      mine 
and  a  large  number  of  men  were  killed. 
In  such   places   the   community   was   a 
very  small  one,  and  it  seemed  to  be   a 
pitiful  thing  to  compel  a  jury  sitting  on  an 
inquest  of  such  a   kind  tj  look  at  the 
bodies,  very  often  of  their  friends,  torn , 
burnt,  and  riven  in  all  directions.     Then, 
let  them  take  the  case  of  a  man  who  had 
been    drowned.     He    knew    of    such    & 
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case  where  the  body  had  been  in  the  the  House  that  hon.  Members  below 
water  three  months.  Could  anything  be  !  the  gingway  would  be  unable  to  reply 
more  loathsome  than  to  compel  a  jury  by  to  his  argument:  there  might  be  some 
law  to  view  a  body  of  that  kind  which  j  truth  in  that,  for  he  did  not  think  anyone 
had  been  bloated  and  swollen  to  three  would  be  able  to  reply  to  him  until  votes 
times  its  natural   size  ?     Hon.  Members    were  granted  to  women  and  women  sat 


who  had  opposed  the  Bill  had  had  no 
experience  of  these  things,  and  therefore 
should  be  the  last  to  oppose  such  a 
measure.  If  they  had  had  his  experience 
they  would  have  been  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.     The  hon.  Baronet  had  told 


on  the  floor  of  the  House. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  118  ;  Noea, 
45.     (Division  List  No.  72.) 


AYES. 


Abraham,  Winiam(Cork,  N.E.) 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
AsquithyRt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barker,  John 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnes,  G.  N. 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Bennett,  E.  X. 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Waldon) 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Boland,  John 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Branch,  James 
Brigg,  John 
Brc^ehurst,  W.  B. 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Cameron,  Robert 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn  RichardKnight 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C  H  (Su88ex,E.Grinst'd 
Crean,  Eugene 
Delany,  William 
Devlin,  Joseph 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
I>uncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 
I>unn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Klynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
GiU,  A.  H. 

GladstoncRt.Hn  Herbert  John 
Grant,  Corrie 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Gwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
'Hobart,  Sir  Robert 


Holt,  Richard  Burning 
Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 
Hudson,  Walter 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kelley,  George  D. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lyell,  Chailes  Henry 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 
Mac  Veigh,Charles  ( Donegal ,  E. ). 
Mallet,  Chailes  E. 
Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 
Meehan, Francis  E.  (Leitrim,  N. 
Menzies,  Walter 
Montagu,  E.  S. 
Mooney,  J.  J. 
I  Morrell,  Philip 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Muldoon,  John 
Murphy,  John  (Kerr};,  East) 
Murray,  James 

Nicholson,  Charles  N.(Doncast'r 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,  W. 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 


!  O'Dowd,  John 

!  O'Grady,  J. 

:  O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 

I  O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.)     ! 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Price,Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Roche,  John  (Gal way.  East) 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Russell,  P.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland 

Seaverns,  J.  H. 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 

Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Wads  worth,  J. 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 

Wason,John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 

Waterlow,  D.  S. 

White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 

White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 

Whitehead,  Rowland 
i  Whiteley,Rt.Hn.G.  (York,W.R 
'  Wiles,  Thomas 
I  Wills,  Arthur  Walters 

Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — Mr. 
Higham  and  Mr.  Luke  White. 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood.Rt  Hn.Sir  Alex.F 
.    j^adruther-Gray.  Major 
■yAgplK«y.Fletcher,Rt;Hn.  Sir  H. 

IK. 


Beckett,  Hon.  Grervase 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Boulton,  A.  C.  F. 


Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  R.(Marylebone,  E.) 
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AdjournmefU 


Ck>llin8,&  Wm.J.(S.Paiicra8,W 
Craig,Charle8  Curtis  (Aiitrim,S. 
Craig,Captam  Jame8(Down,£.) 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Bu  Croe,  Arthur  Philip 
Fell,  Arthur 

Fetberatonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Gretton,  John 
Hiamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lamont,  Norman 


{COMMONS} 

Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter  (Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
MaoCaw,  William  J.  MaoGeagh 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount . 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Piokersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smith, Abel H.  (Hertford,  East) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 


of  the  Howe. 
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Talbot,  Lord  K  (Chioheeter) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.  J.G.  (Oxf  d  UniT 
Thornton,  Percy  Bf. 
Tuke.  Sir  John  Batty 
Waring,  Walter 
WiUiams,  CoL  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wilson,A.  Stanley  (York,  KR.) 
Wolff,  Guitav  Wilhelm 

TSLLBBS      FOB      THS      NOB»~ 

Viscount  Helmsley  and  Sir 
Frederick  Banbury. 


BALLOT  ACT  (1872)  AMENDBiENT  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 


Mr.  DUNN  (Cornwall,  Camborne) 
formally  moved  the  Second  Reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Captain  CRAIG  said  that  the  Motion 
had  taken  hon.  Members  entirely  by 
surprise,  and  he  considered  that  it  was 
not  very  courteous  to  the  House  of 
Commons  at  ten  minutes  past  four 
o'clock  on  a  Friday  afternoon  to  intro- 
duce so  important  a  Bill  in  such  a 
summary  fashion.  A  Bill  of  this  kind 
ought  to  be  introduced  by  the  Government 
or  with  Government  sanction.  He  felt 
very  strongly  on  the  point  and  there  were 
a  large  number  of  hon.  Members  who 
took  a  considerable  interest  in  the  Bill, 
in  regard  to  which  very  divergent  opinions 
were  held.  Did  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  think  they  would  get  the  measure 
through  the  House  any  sooner  by  such 
discourteous  treatment?  It  was  not  as 
if  it  were  late  at  night  and  it  was 
necessary  to  resort  to  such  tactics. 
To  the  best  of  his  ability  he  should 
show  the  House  what  they  would  be 
doing  if  they  allowed  the  Bill  to  go 
through.     The  feeling  on  that  side  of  the 


House  was  that  the  principle  might  be 
satisfactory,  whereas,  in  the  case  of  some 
constituencies,  there  was  a  fairly  equal 
division  of  opinion.  The  case  of  Croydon 
w(>uld,he  thought,  be  a  very  good  example. 
At  the  last  general  election  the  figures 
showed  8,200  Unionists,  7,200  Liberals 
and  4,100  Labour  voters.  In  cases  of 
that  sort  the  Bill  would  undoubtedly 
introduce  no  great  hardship.  But 
there  were  cases  in  which  great 
hardship  would  occur,  and  he  was 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  quot- 
ing the  figures  in  a  city  which  was  the 
opposite  case  to  that  of  Croydon.  In 
West  Belfast,  where  at  the  last  general 
election  they  had  a  very  close  contest,  or 
one  which  would  have  proved  a  very 
close  contest  but  for  a  certain  occurrence, 
they  had  4,138  Nationalist  voters,  the 
Unionist  candidate  polled  4,122,  and 
they  had  a  nominee  of  the  present 
Government  polling  153. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON  (Yorkshire, 
E.R.,  Holdemess)  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  forty  Members  were  not 
present. 

House  counted,  and  forty  Members  not 
being  present — 


Tho  House  adjourned  at  twenty- 
five  minutes  after  Four  of  the 
Clock  till  Monday  next. 


Iteiums^ 


{6  April  1908} 
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'  'V,  6th  April,  1908. 

f 

'[(XTHAM. 

•^ 

iM-k  William,   Baron 

(*«MT{i<^e    of    Ireland, 

ti  voto  at  the  elections 

f     Peers    for    Ireland, 

■iTi'd  to   the   Lord  Chan- 

•        ' 

ijsidtT  and  report  thereupon 

11-*. 

a IV ATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
^  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
g  from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
g  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
g  ing  Bills  have  been  complied  with : — 
;s  Finchley  Urban  District  Council ;  Bury 
•5  and  District  Joint  Water  Board  ;  Dublin 
>S  and  South-Eastem  Railway ;  Seaham 
$  Harbour  Dock ;   City  of  Glasgow. 

The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
C.  Table. 

Alliance  and  other  Assurance  and 
Insurance  Companies  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Wath- 
upon-Deame  Urban  District  Council  Gas 
Bill  [h.l.].     (Petition  for  additional  Pro- 

1  viftion.) — ^Examiners'  Certificates  of  non- 
compliance   with   the   Standing   Orders 

S  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 

"g  mittee  on  Thursday  next. 

p 

^^  Bognor  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company 
3  Bill  [h.l.]. — Reported,  with  Amend- 
E  ments. 

^      Swansea    Valley    Gas    Bill    [h.l.].— 
^  Reported   from   the   Select   Committee, 
with  Amendments. 

Cardiff  Railway  Bill  [h.l.].— Read  3*, 
and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Hull  and  Barnsley  Railway  Bill; 
Dartford  Gas  Bill. — Brought  from  the 
Oommons,  read  1*,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill  [h.l.].— Returned 
from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 
TOIfc  CLXXXVn.  [Fourth  Series.] 


Meparis,  Ac. 
PETITIONS. 


m 


LAND  VALUES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  in  favour  of:     Of  Glasgow 
Liberal  Council ;     read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 
Memorandum   on    nature    study   and 
the    teaching    of    science    in    Scottish 
schools. 

KINGSTOWN  HARBOUR. 
Correspondence    relating    to    the    use 
of  Kingstown  Harbour  by  the  vessels 
of  the  London  and  North- Western  Rail- 
way Company. 

IRISH  MAIL  SERVICE. 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  arrange- 
ment made  in  1898  for  the  acceleration 
of  the  Irish  Day  Mail  Service,  and  the 
revision  of  the  same  in  the  present  year. 

TRADE  REPORTS :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  3968.  Belgium  (Antwerp). 

INDIA  (USE  OF  GOVERNMENT 
CHURCHES  IN  INDIA). 
Papers  relating  to  the  use  for  Presby- 
terian   services    of    garrison    churches 
in  India  which  have  been  consecrated 
for  the  services  of  the  Church  of  England. 

ARMY. 
Approximate  estimate  of  expenditure 
under  the  Military  Works  Acts  of  1897, 
1899,  1901,  and  1903. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (RULES). 

Rules  dated  26th  March,  1908,  supple- 
mental to  and  amending  the  Rules  dated 
16th  March,  1897,  19th  March,  1900, 
17th  May,  1901,  14th  March,  1902, 
and  (provisional  rules),  4th  December, 
1903. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

CRimNAL  APPEAL  (RULES,  1908). 
Additional  rule  made,   with  the  ap' 
proval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  the 
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The  Resignation  of 


the  Prime  Minister. 


m 


Lord  Chief  Justice  and  the -Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal. 

SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury  Minutes,  dated  3rd  April, 
1908,  declaring  that :  (1)  Samuel  Shannon, 
artificer,  Royal  Small  Arms  Factory, 
Enfield;  (2)  George  G.  Bishop,  lad, 
Royal  Gun  Factory,  Woolwich,  were 
appointed  without  Civil  Service  certifi- 
cates through  inadvertence  on  the  pait 
of  the  heads  of  theft  respective  depait- 
nients. 

GOVERNMENT  INSURANCES  AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account  of  all  moneys  received  on 
account  of  contracts  for  the  grant  of 
deferred  life  annuities  and  for  payments 
on  death,  and  of  the  disposal  thereof; 
and  of  the  contracts  made  for  the  year 
ended  31st  December,  1907. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


LOTTERIES  AND  INDECENT 
ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they 
have  ordered  that  the  Committee  ap- 
appoiiited  by  them  to  join  with  the 
(onmiittee  of  this  House  to  consider 
and  inquire  into  the  law  on  the  said 
subject,  do  meet  the  Lords  Committee 
in  the  Chairman  of  Committee's  Com- 
mit t(;e  Room,  To-morrow  at  Three 
o'clock,  as  proposed  by  their  Lordships. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 
L(*;ive    given    to    the    Committee    of 
J^clcction  to  report  from  time  to  time. 
First   Report  with  an  Appendix  made, 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  47.) 

STANDING  CO:MmTTEE. 
Re})ort  from  the  Committee  of  Selection 
for  the  Standing  Committee  that  they 
have  added  the  Earl  of  Stamford  to  the 
Standing  Committee.  Read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


THE  RESIGNATION  OF  THE  PRIME 
MINISTER. 
.-  The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The  Mar- 
quess of   Ripon)  :    My  Lords,  it  is  my 
sad  task  to  inform  your  Lordships  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  considered  it  his 


{LORDS} 

duty,  owing  to  the  prolongation  of  his 
grave  illness,  to  resign  his  office,  and  that 
the  King,  imder  the  circumstances,  has 
been  graciously  pleased  to  accept  his 
resignation.  I  am  sure  that  all  your 
Lordships  will  share  my  deep  regret  that 
the  career  of  Sir  Henry  Campbell-Banner- 
man  as  Prime  Minister  should  be  thus 
suddently  brought  to  a  close.  This  is 
not  the  occasion  to  recount  his  servioes 
to  the  country  or  his  claim  to  public 
gratitude.  His  short  career  as  head  of 
the  Government  has  been  remarkable 
for  the  singular  influence  which  he  ob- 
tained over  the  House  of  Commons. 
Other  eminent  statesmen  have  exercised 
great  influence  in  that  Assembly,  none 
more  so  in  recent  years  than  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. But  Mr.  Gladstone's  power  was 
based  upon  his  commancUng  eloquence 
and  his  vast  experience  of  public  affairs, 
and  was  mingled,  if  I  mistake  not,  with 
a  certain  feeling  of  awe ;  whereas  the 
influence  of  Sir  Henry  Campbell-Banner- 
man  was,  if  I  may  say  so,  of  a  tenderer 
kind.  His  perfect  temper,  his  earnest 
sympathy  with  the  feelings  and  prin- 
ciples of  his  Party,  his  unfailing  courtesy 
to  his  opponents  gave  him  an  unrivalled 
hold  on  the  most  critical  Assembly  in  the 
world.  By  these  qualities  and  by  their 
results  he  will  be  best  remembered  by 
the  public.  But  we  who  have  been  his 
colleagues  for  two  years  and  a  half  are 
bound  to  him  by  yet  closer  ties  ;  for  bis 
constant  fairness,  his  imtiring  patience, 
and  his  considerate  guidance  hiave  won 
for  him  the  gratitude  and  affection  of  all 
those  whom  he  associated  with  himself 
in  the  immense  responsibilities  attaching 
to  the  (rovemment  of  this  great  Empire. 
I  ought  to  say  that,  after  the  Army 
(Annual)  Bill  has  been  read  a  third  time 
and  passed,  I  propose  to  move  that  this 
House  do  adjourn  until  Tuesday,  the 
14th  of  this  month.  It  is  proposed  to 
meet  then  in  order  that  the  Boyal  Assent 
may  be  given  to  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill. 
That,  I  think,  is  in  acoordance  with  pre- 
cedent. The  Government  is  no  longer 
constitutionally  in  existence.  The  retire- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  puts  an  end 
in  that  sense  to  the  Government  of  the 
time  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  any  per- 
sons holding  their  office  on  so  ^ight  a 
tenure  ought  to  take  on  themselves  the 
conduct  of  any  important  business  in 
Parliament. 
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Thb  Mabqubss  ,of  LANSDOWNE  : 
Mj  Lords,  the  noble  Marquess  need  not ' 
be  afraid  that  any  jarring  note  will  be 
sounded  upon  this  side  of  the  House. 
We  all  of  us  greatly  regret  that  Sir  Henry 
Campbell-Bimnerman,  owing  to  con- 
siderations of  health,  should  find  it 
necessary  to  vacate  a  position  which  he 
has  earned  by  many  years  of  honourable 
exertion,  and  without  any  adventitious 
aids.  He  has  filled  that  position,  as  we 
know,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  his 
own  followers ;  and  he  has  filled  it  not 
only  without  giving  offence  to  his  op- 
ponents, but  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
attract  to  himself  a  great  deal  of  sym- 
pathy and  admiration  on  account  of 
that  invariable  good  temper  and  courtesy 
to  which  the  noble  Marquess  referred  just 
now,  and  on  account  of  his  sound  know- 
ledge of  our  Parliamentary  traditions. 
We  all  of  us  sympathised  with  Sir  Henry 
Gampbell-Bannerman  when  last  year 
his  health  broke  down,  partly,  no  doubt, 
owing  to  an  overwhelming  private 
sorrow,  partly  owing  to  the  strain  and 
stress  of  official  life.  We  all  of  us  re- 
joiced wh^n  for  a  time  he  was  able  to 
resume  the  burden  of  office  and  of  public 
work ;  and  now  we  all  of  us  feel  for  him 
when  the  moment  has  come  when  he  finds 
it  inevitable  that  he  should  lay  aside  that 
burden.  It  is,  I  may  say,  the  universal 
hope  of  this  House  that  Sir  Henry  Gamp- 
bell-Bannerman may  be  spared  to  enjoy 
duiing  the  declining  years  of  his  life  a 
share  of  that  repose  for  which  we  know 
he  baa  so  often  yearned,  and  to  which, 
I  am  afraid,  he  has  been  so  complete  a 
stranger. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
Bead  d*,  and  passed. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Th»  Mabquess  of  RIPON  :  My 
Loi^dsy  I  move  that  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  until  Tuesday,  14th  April.  I 
may  as  well  say  that  after  that  formal 
meetiiig  I  shall  propose  that  the  House 
do  ^adjourn  until  Tuesday,  5th  May,  as 
originally  proposed. 

.  House  adjourned  at  twenty 
minutes  before  Five  o'clock* 
tiU  Tuesday,  14th  ApriL 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 

Monday,  Qth  April,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


NEW  WRITS. 
New  Writs, — for  the  County  of  Kin- 
cardine, in  the  room  of  John  William 
Crombie,     esquire,     deceased.   —  {Mr, 
fFhUely.) 

County  of  Derby  (Western  Division) 
right  hon.  Victor  Christian  William 
Cavendish,  now  the  Duke  of  Devonshire, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. — 
{Sir  Aleaoander  Atland-Hood.) 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED  INTO  COxMPLIED  WITH.) 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating 
in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which 
are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with  viz.,  —  Camberwell  and  other 
Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Super- 
annuation) Bill  FLords].  Pontypridd 
Water  Bill  [LordsJ.  Audenshaw  Urban 
District  Council  Bill  [Lords].  Fishguard 
and  Rosslare  Railways  and  Harbours  Bill 
[Lords].  Merthyr  Tydfil  Corporation 
Bill  [Lords].  North  British  and  Mer- 
cantile Insurance  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  that  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Dartford  Gas  Bill, — read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill  [Lords], — road 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  without 
Amendment. 

Draycott  Gas  Bill,  Gosport  Gas  Bill, 
Humber  Commercial  Railway  and  Dock 
Bill,  Leeds  Corporation  Bill,  Leicester 
Corporation  Bill,  Motherwell  Burgh 
Extension,    etc.,    Bill,    North    Eastern 
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Railway  Bill,  Wishaw  Burgh  Electricity, 
etc.,  Bill,  as  amended,  considered,  to  be 
read  the  third  time. 

Interoceanic  Kailway  of  Mexico  Bill 
[Lords] ;  London  County  Council  (Tram- 
ways and  Improvements)  Bill  [Lords]. 
Bead  a  second  time  and  committed. 

Bhymney  Railway  Bill  [Lords].  Read 
a  second  time,  and  committed. 


PETITIONS. 

COAL  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Britain 
Lodge  Colliery  ;  Broughton  Moor  ; 
Camerton  Pit ;  Denby ;  neanor ;  Ilkes- 
ton ;  Marlpool  ;  Outfield  Pit ;  Ripley  ; 
Tupton  Pit ;  Waingroves  ;  and  West 
Hallam  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

FACTORS  ACT  (1880)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Petition  from  Huddersfield,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
■   Petitions     against  :     From     Arksey ; 
Bacup  ;  Balby  (two) ;  Bampton  ;  Barnby 
Don  (two)  ;  Barrow-in-Furness  ;  Bentley 
(two)  j  Berwick-upon-Tweed  ;    Bolton-on- 
Dearne   ;       Bradford  on-A von      (two) 
Braithwell   ;      Bromsgrove  ;     Coombe 
Cassington  ;     Chard  ;     Conisborough 
Deal  ;     Devizes  ;    Doncaster     (three) 
Everton   Bawtry  ;     Hallamshire   (two)  , 
Hammersmith  ;  Uandborough  ;   Hatfield 
(two)  ;       Kidlington  ;     Leicestershire 
London  ;    Luton    (two)  ;    Marlborough 
Marston   ;     Micklebring   ;     Misterton 
Newark-on-Trent  ;     Norham-on  Tweed 
North   Lonsdale  ;    Nutwell  ;    Parkgate  . 
Parkstone  ;   Pewsey  ;   Putney  ;   Rother- 
ham   (five) ;  Stainton ;   Stoke-sub-Hamp- 
don  ;    Sutton  ;     Swindon  ;    Taunton  ; 
Thome  ;  Tickill  (two) ;  Westbury  ;  West 
Wilts  ;  Wolvercote  ;    Workington  ;  and 
Yeovil ;  to  lie  upon  the  Tabic. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration  :  From  Bacup ; 
Cleckheaton  ;  Temperance  Committee  of 
the  United  Free  Church  of  Scotland ; 
Walker ;  and  Westorhope  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LICENSING  lULL. 
Petitions  in   favour:  From   Aborcarn 
(two);   Aherieldy ;    Allenheada  ;   Ayr  • 


Bailiffe  Bridge ;  Batley ;  Bedford ;  Birken- 
head ;  Brixton  ;  Bury  (three) ;  Calstock ; 
Cambuslang ;  Chalbury ;  Clapham  ;  Clyde- 
bank (two) ;  Crediton  ;  Dalmuir  ;  Dee- 
side  ;  Dolton  ;  Eccles  ;  EUand  ;  Elton 
Bury  ;  Fakenham  :  Grotham  ;  Halifax  ; 
Hayson  Bridge ;  Heatherlands ;  Hightal ; 
Hyson  Green  ;  Keswick  (three) ;  Laister- 
dyke  ,  Larkhall  (two)  ;  Leicester  ; 
Lemington  ;  Lutterworth  ;  Lytham  ; 
Maryport ;  Melton  Mowbray ;  Milna- 
thort (two; ;  Minsterley  ;  Newport 
(Mon.)  ;  Ni^enhall ;  Oakengates  ;  Pen- 
doggctt ;  Pitlochry ;  Poole  ;  Portobello  ; 
Preston  Brook  ;  Radclifife  (two) ;  Rish- 
ton ;  Rosneath  ;  St.  Columb  Minor  (two) ; 
St.  Dogmaels ;  Sheffield  (five) ;  South 
Devon  and  East  Cornwall ;  South  Totten- 
ham ;  Stapleton  ;  Stockport ;  Streatham ; 
Studham  ;  Swindon  ;  Styal ;  Shillin^ton ; 
Tonington  ;  Trequite  St.  Kew  ;  Wade- 
bridge  ;  Wellington  ;  West  Bridgford  ; 
Westerhope;  West  Kilbride  ;  West 
Witton  ;  Winchester  ;  Witheridce  ;  and 
Workington ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR    TRAFFIC  (LOCAL  OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Aberfeldy ; 
Culbokie ;  Eaglesfield ;  and  Glasgow  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  BILL. 
Petition  from  Huddersfield,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC-HOUSE      (EXCLUSION    OF 
CHILDREN)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Lauder,  in  favour  ;  to 
lie  up  the  Table. 

SALE  OF   FOOD    AND   DRUGS   ACTS 
(AMENDMENT)   (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Association  of  County 

Councils  Soctland,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table. 

SALE    OF    INTOXICATING    LIQOURS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Crosskeys ; 
and,  Kilburn  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

IRISH  MAIL  SERVICE. 
Copy    presented,    of    Correspondence 
relating  to  the    arrangement    noade    in 
^\^^^  lor  the  acceleration  of  the  Irish  Day 
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Mail  Service  and  the  revision  of  the  same 
in  the  present  year  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


IRISH  MAIL  SERVICE  (KINGSTOWN 
HARBOUR). 
Copy  presented,  of  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  use  of  Kingstown  Harbour 
by  the  vessels  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copies  presented,  of  Treasury  Minutes, 
dated  3rd  April,  1908,  declaring  that 
George  K  Bishop,  lad.  Royal  Gun  Fac- 
tory, Woolwich;  and  Samuel  Shannon, 
artificer,  Royal  Small  Arms  Factory, 
Enfield ;  were  appointed  without  a  Civil 
Service  Certificate  through  inadvertence 
on  the  part  of  the  Heads  of  their  Depart- 
ments [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT  INSURANCES    AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account  presented,  of  all  Moneys  re- 
ceived and  of  the  disposal  thereof,  and  of 
all  Contracts  for  the  grant  of  Deferred  Life 
Annunites  and  for  Payments  on  Death 
made  during  the  year  1907  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  pnnted. 
[No.  117.] 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (RULES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Rules  dated  26f.h 
Marco,  1908,  supplemental  to  and  amend- 
ing the  Rules  dated  the  11th  March, 
1897,  19th  March,  1900, 17th  May,  1901, 
14th  March,  1902,  and  (Provisional 
Rules)  4th  December,  1903  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (USE  OF  GOVERNMENT 

CHURCHES  IN  INDIA). 
Copy  presented,  of  Papers  relating  to 
the  use  for  Presbyterian  Services  of 
Gkurrison  Churches  in  India  which  have 
been  consecrated  for  the  Services  of  the 
Church  of  England  [by  Command];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (MILITARY  WORKS). 
Copy  Presented,  of  Approximate  Es- 
timate' of  Expenditure  for  the  year 
1908-9,  under  the  Military  Works  Acts 
of  1897,  1899,  1901,  and  1903  [by  Com- 
SMUid] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 
Copy  presented,  of   Memorandum   on 
Nature    Study     and     the    Teaching    of 
Science  in   Scottish    Schools    [by    Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TELEGRAPH    (CONSTRUCTION)   BILL. 
Order  [2nd  July,  1907]  for  a  Return 
relative  thereto,  and  Orders  that  the  said 
Return  do  lie  upon  the  Table  and  be 
printed,  read  and  discharged. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Distress  for  King's  Taxes. 
Mr.  MACLEAN  (Bath).  To  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
collectors  of  Income-tax,  Schedule  A, 
and  of  house  duty,  have  uncontrolled 
discretion  to  levy  distraints  for  the  non- 
payment of  these  taxes;  whether  such 
collectors  are  practically  independent  of 
the  control  of  the  surveyors  of  their 
districts  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  consider  the 
advisability  of  issuing  such  regulations  as 
will  bring  the  collectors  under  the 
effective  control  of  the  surveyors,  with 
the  view  of  avoiding  unnecessary  levies 
of  distraint  on  poor  people  such  as  at 
present  occasionally  occur. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Asquith.)  Collectors 
of  taxes  are  not  independent  officials,  but 
are  responsible  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  perform  their  duties  to  the  District 
Commissioners  of  taxes,  to  whom  any 
complaints  as  to  their  conduct  should  be 
addressed.  The  only  authority  exercised 
by  surveyors  over  collectors  of  taxes  is 
the  indirect  one  of  reporting  any  com- 
plaint as  to  the  conduct  of  any  collector 
to  the  District  Commissioners,  who  are 
required  to  summon  a  meeting  for  the 
consideration  of  the  matter  and  to  take 
whatever  measures  may  be  thought 
necessary.  The  collectors  are  expressly 
enjoined  and  required  by  the  Commis- 
sioners' warrants  to  distrain  in  cases 
where  payment  of  taxes  is  not  made  on 
duo  demand,  and  the  surveyor  can  only 
intervene  where  there  is  an  objection  to  a 
charge  on  some  specific  ground  rendering 
necessary  an  appeal  to  the  District 
Commissioners.  In  view  of  the  necessity 
for  maintaining  the  independence  of  the 
District  Commissioners,  it  is  not  desirable 
that   their  executive   officers  should   be 
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placed  under  the  control  of  the  officials  of 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  existence  of  "unnecessary 
levies  of  distraint  on  poor  people,"  but 
any  case  of  the  kind  would  oe  a  proper 
occasion  for  complaint  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  have  full  power  to  deal  with 
it. 

Licensed  Houses  at  Oodicote. 
Mr.  BARNARD  (Kidderminster) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at 
what  figure  the  "  Sawyer's  Arms  "  and  the 
"  Queen  "  beerhouses  at  C  dicote  were  in 
Schedule  A  prior  to  their  abolition  under 
the  1 904  Act ;  and  at  what  figure  are  the 
same  premises  in  Schedule  A  at  the 
present  time. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  Prior  to 
the  abolition  of  the  licence,  the  Schedule 
A  assessment  was  £18  in  the  case  of  the 
"  Sawyer's  Arms  "  and  £12  in  the  case  of 
the  "  Queen."  The  effect  of  abolishing  the 
licence  was  to  leave  the  assessment  un- 
affected in  the  case  of  the  "Sawyer's 
Arms,"  and  to  increase  it  from  £12  to 
£19  in  the  case  of  the  **  Queen." 

Pay  in  ProTincial  Post  Offices. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rye): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
the  scale  of  pay  in  provincial  post  offices 
is  fixed  with  reference  to  the  gross 
volume  of  work  at  the  office  in  question 
or  the  volume  of  work  per  member  of  the 
office  staff;  and  whether  he  will  so 
revise  the  scale  that  the  volume  of  work 
per  man  is  taken  into  account. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  The 
classification  of  provincial  post  offices  for 
the  purpose  of  scales  of  pay  is  based  on 
the  total  volume  of  work  at  the  office, 
modified  where  necessary  by  the  cost  of 
living.  This  arrangement  is  in  accordance 
with  the  recomendation  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Post  Office  servants. 

Onstoms  Lower  Section  Clerks. 
Colonel  SEELY  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  what  was  the  average  increase 
in  salary,  during  the  last  twelve  months, 
on  promotion  of  Customs  lower  section 
clerks  to  clerks  upper  section,  and  of 
assistants  to  second  cl.iss  examining 
officers,  respectively ;  and  whether  any 
revision  of  the  scale  of  pay  is  in 
contemplation. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Bunciman.)  The 
average  increase  in  salary,  during  the 
year  ending  the  3 1st  ultimo,  of  clerks  of 
the  second  class,  lower  sectiim,  promoted 
to  the  upper  section,  was  £82.  m.,  and  of 
assistants  promoted  to  seeond-elass 
examining  officers  was  £11  lOs.  No 
revision  of  the  scale  is  in  contemplation. 

Fife  Goal  Gompaiiy. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proceedings  at  the  inquest  upon 
the  bodies  of  the  three  workmen  who 
were  killed  by  an  explosion  at  the 
colliery  of  the  Fife  Coal  Company, 
Scotland,  and  to  the  evidence  given  at  the 
inquest  by  the  fireman  in  charge  of  the 
district  in  which  the  explosion  occturred, 
to  the  effect  that  he  was  only  nineteen 
years  of  age,  and  had  been  employed  at 
the  colliery  for  three  months;  that  it  was 
part  of  his  duty  to  start  the  electric 
motor,  bat  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of 
electricity;  that  he  had  no  previous 
experience  of  a  colliery  in  which  locked 
safety  lamps  were  used,  and  had  not 
received  any  instructions  upon  the  use 
of  a  safety  lamp ;  and  that  he  had  not 
seen  the  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  or 
the  special  rules  in  force  at  the  colliery, 
and  had  no  knowledge  of  them;  and 
whether,  having  regutl  to  these  admis- 
sions, he  will  say  what  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  to  protect  the  minora  of  this 
country  from  the  dangers  they  are 
exposed  to  by  the  appointment  of  incom- 
petent firemen  ? 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Seereiofy  Okubttme.) 
Yes,  Sir.  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  this  accident,  and  I  have  received 
reports  from  the  mines  inspector  with 
regard  to  it.  I  am  informed  that 
McOinn,  the  man  referred  to  in  ihe 
Question,  was  not  the  regular  fireman  in 
charge  of  the  district,  but  was  asked  in 
an  emergency  to  make  the  inspection. 
McGinn  was  of  the  age  stated,  but  was 
in  training  for  the  duties  of  a  fireman, 
and  according  to  the  information  given 
me  had  experience  of  gas  and  safety 
lamps.  No  electrical  knowledjge  was 
required  for  starting  the  motor,  which 
was  done  by  moving  a  switch  handle.  It 
does  not  appear  that  the  employment 
of  McGiim  was  the  cause  of  the  aocSdent; 
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but  the  whole  question  of  the  competence 
of  firemen  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Mines  who,  I 
am 'informed,  have  taken  a  considerable 
body  of  evidence  on  the  subject. 

Liauor  Trade.— MortaUty  Statistics. 

Mr.  CHARLES  ROBERTS  (Lincoln) ; 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
(Jovernment  fioard  if  he  will  grant  the 
Return  relative  to  Liquor  Trade  (Mor- 
tality Statistics),  notice  for  which  stands 
on  to-day's  Paper. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  I 
presume  that  my  hon.  friend  desires  this 
information  as  regards  England  and 
Wales  only.  If  so,  I  think  the  best  way 
will  be  that  I  should  give  him  some  par- 
ticulars on  the  subject  in  the  form  of  an 
Answer  to  an  unstarred  Question.  I  will 
communicate  with  him  with  regard  to  the 
matter. 

Landless  Cottars. 
Mr,  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Government  have 
stated  that  they  are  fully  alive  to  the 
desirability  of  improving  the  position  of 
the  landless  cottars  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland,  will  he  state 
when  it  is  proposed  to  take  measures 
to  attain  that  end,  especially  bearing 
in  mind  that  cottars  and  fishermen  were 
not  mentioned  in  the  Small  Landholders 
(Scotland)  BiU. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  will  consider  the  expedi- 
ency of  introducing  an  Amendment  of 
the  Congested  Districts  (Scotland)  Act, 
1897,  so  as  to  admit  of  Section  4  of  the 
Act  being  so  construed  as  if  the  improve- 
ment or  rebuilding  of  dwelling-houses 
wd  other  buildings  in  congested 
districts,  and  the  constitution  of  new 
holdiogs  and  the  enlargement  of  holdings 
in  congested  districts,  were  respectively 
parpoees  specified  in  that  section. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair,)  In  reply 
to  my  hon.  friend's  Questions,  I  can  only 
repeait  my  reply  of  2nd  April,  to  which  I 
wonid  beg  to  refer.  If  by  the  latter  patt 
of  iBJr  hoD^  friend's  Questions  he  intends 
to  iniply  that  cottars  and  fishermen  were 
not  eligible  to  benefit  by  the  provisions 
of  tli6  Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill, 
I'etti  <tfy  repeat  the  assurance  already 
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given  to  him  on  numerous  occasions  that 
such  apprehensions  have  no  real  founda- 
tion. Cottars  and  fishermen  would  have 
been  eligible  for  benefit  under  the  Bill 
equally  with  all  other  classes. 

Island  of  Vatersay. 
Mr.  EUGENE  WASON  (Clackman- 
nan and  Kinross) ;  To  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  or  his  Department 
have  done  anything  to  encourage  or 
sanction  the  alleged  violation  of  law  and 
order  in  the  island  of  Vatersay  ;  whether 
he  advised  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
that  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart  should  take 
the  remedies  open  in  a  civil  court  to 
prevent  invasion  of  her  rights  in  the 
island  ;  and,  in  view  of  the  charges  made 
against  him,  whether  the  advice  tendered 
was  in  accordance  with  precedent. 

Mr.  GULLAND  (Dumfries  Burehs) : 
To  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  Lady 
Gordon  Cathcart  was  informed  that  the 
proper  course,  as  advised  by  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  in  regard  to  the 
Vatersay  squatters,  was  for  her  to  proceed 
in  the  ordinary  way  by  interdict  against 
them  ;  and  whether  her  agent  urged  the 
authorities  to  take  criminal  proceedings, 
contrary  to  the  advice  received,  in  order 
to  save  her  Ladyship  trouble  and 
expense. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Thomas  Shaw)  I 
propose  to  answer  these  two  Ques- 
tions together,  and  I  have  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  in  making  a 
somewhat  full  reply.  It  is  not  usual  to 
ask  a  Law  Officer  what  advice  he  has 
given  to  a  Department,  and  it  would  be 
irregular  to  enter  upon  the  law  of  the 
case.  In  the  special  circumstances,  and 
looking  to  certain  charges  made  against 
the  Government,  I  may  be  allowed,  how- 
ever, to  say  that  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  was  advised  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  that  the 
proper  course  to  prevent  invasion  of  civil 
rights  in  Vatersay  was  for  the  proprietor 
to  take  the  remedy  of  interdict  in  a  civil 
court  with  the  consequent  proceedings 
(in  the  event  of  the  interdict  not  being 
obeyed)  of  a  petition  for  breach  thereof. 
The  advice  was  completely  in  accord  with 
precedent  and,  I  may  add,  with  practice. 
In  the  language  of  Lord  Justice  Clerk 
Moncreiff:  "A  proprietor  is  entitled  to 
prevent  strangers  coming  on  his  ground. 
That  is  his  right ;  and  persons  who  come 
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ujjon  his  groand  must  show  their  legal  > 
nght  to  be  there,  otherwise  he  is  entitled 
to  exclude  them.  Trespass  constitutes  in  , 
the  general  case  a  civil  wrong  and  not  a  ' 
criminal  act,  and  the  proprietor's  remedy  | 
is  by  civil  writ  or  action  of  damages." 
The  present  Lord  Justice  Clerk,  while 
Lorrl  Advocate,  apprised  this  House  of 
the  same  principle  of  administration  in 
Scotland  in  this  form :  "  That  every  man 
must  defend  his  own  property  or  we  must 
turn  every  person  sworn  to  be  a  trespasser 
into  a  criminal.  The  law  in  thb  free 
country  (Scotland)  says  *  No '  to  that  It 
says  that  if  a  man  trespasses  on  the  pro- 
perty of  another  he  can  only  be  turned 
out  on  the  operation  of  a  civil  court,  and 
the  owner  of  property  has  to  suffer  any 
damage  done  that  may  occur  during  the 
time  necessary  for  that  operation,  beotuse 
this  is  a  free  country,  and  because  we 
believe  that  everybody  will  submit  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  those  courts."  This  law 
is  elementary,  and  familiar  to  all  ac- 
quainted with  Scottish  procedure ;  and  it 
is  difficult  to  understand  the  state  of 
mind  which,  by  reason  of  its  being 
followed,  has  produced  the  totally  base- 
loss  charge  against  the  (government  of 
encouraging  or  sanctioning  violation  of 
the  law.  With  reference  to  the  next 
Question,  I  have  to  admit  that  Lady 
(fordon  Cathcart  was  informed  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  that  he  had  been 
advised  as  above ;  and  I  deeply  regret 
to  have  also  to  admit  that  she  by  her 
agent  did  bring  forward  the  question  of 
difficulty  and  expense  to  herself,  and 
urged  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  that  the 
Scottish  Office  should  proceed  at  once  and 
criminally  against  squatters  on  her  lands, 
although  advised  to  a  contrary  effect  by 
the  liaw  Officers  of  the  Crown.  This 
courHo,  which  would  have  been  one  of 
the  grossest  impropriety,  was  declined. 
The  House,  jierhaps,  will  allow  me 
tf)  add  that  a  congestion  of  poor  and 
landless  people  on  this  property,  in 
close  proximity  to  consideraWe  tracts  of 
land  alleged  to  be  available  for  small 
holdings,  not  unnaturally  produces  diflS- 
culties.  Two  recent  facts  increase  those 
difficulties:  (1)  All  private  appeals  and 
all  the  suggestions  of  public  authorities 
to  make  land  in  Vatersay  available  for 
small  holdings  have,  as  the  House  will 
see  from  the  White  Paper  (30),  been 
refused  by  Lady  (Gordon  Cathcart,  but 
the  rejection  by  the  House  of  Lords  of 
the  Small  Holders  Bill,  which  would  have 


provided  a  remedy,  increuas  tlie  jpwigf 
of  the  podtion  ;  (2)  during  the  eoone  d 
the  correspondence  the  landlord  has  let 
the  whole  of  Vatersay  and  two  oUier 
islands — in  all  over  3,000  acres  in  extant 
— to  one  tenant  on  a  lease  oC  nineteen 
years,  with  a  break  at  ten  yean.    The 
interdict  case,  which,  after  modi  deky, 
has  been  proceeded  with,  is  still  SMbjwiieej 
and  it  would  be  improper  for  me  to  make 
any  comment  upon  it;    bat  I  may  be 
allowed  to  express  the  earnest  hope  that 
all  writs  will  be  served,  and  these  and 
the  law  in  every  respect  obeyed,  without 
dbturbance,  or  attempt  at,  or  threat  of, 
disturbance.    As  to  charges  against  the 
Lord- Advocate,  I  say  nothing ;  most  of 
them,  it  will  be  seen,  arise  from  pare 
ignorance. 

Income  Tax— Belief  for  Married  G onplas 
Sir  WHiLIAM  BULL  (Hammersmith) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer 
whether  ho  will,  in  his  next  Finance  Bill, 
carry  out  the  promise  made  on  10th 
December,  1906,  that  he  would  give 
consideration  to  the  suggestion  that 
additional  relief  should  be  granted  to 
married  couples,  and  especially  to  married 
couples  with  families. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Runciman,)  The 
promise  referred  to  was  given  and  ful- 
filled, in  connection  with  the  Budget  9f 
last  year.  The  question  is  one  which 
my  right  hon.  friend  will  continue  to 
bear  in  mind,  but  he  cannot  say  anything 
on  the  subject  of  the  forthcoming  Budget 

Estates  of  Deceased  Persons. 
Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Bssex, 
Epping) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  arrangement 
signed  by  Mons.  Cambon  and  himself, 
regarding  the  estates  of  deceased  persons 
in  France  and  in  England,  which  has 
been  published  in  the  Journal  Office  in 
Paris,  has  been  published  in  England ; 
and  whether  the  six  articles  of  the 
arrangement  will  be  officially  communi- 
cated to  Parliament  or  not. 

{Aimoered  by  Mr,  Runciman.)  Instruc- 
tions are  being  given  for  the  publication 
of  the  text  of  the  Convention  as  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  at  an  early  date. 


In      ]        IMfc 
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he  proposes  to  take  in  regard 
5  Irish  land  purchase,  in  view 
jrt  of  the  Departmental  Com- 
t;he  effect  that  further  public 
ish  Land  Stock  should  not  be 
le  the  stock  stands  at  its 
scount;  whether  he  can  state 
1  of  such  stock  has  been 
by  the  National  Debt  Com- 
for  the  Savings  Banks ;  what 
int  of  money  temporarily  lent 
Commissioners,  out  of  cash 
their  hands,  for  the  purpose 
I  Purchase  Fund ;  and  whether 
3  arising  from  the  land  pur- 
proved  sufficient  to  pay  the 
»n  the  Land  Stock  issued  and 
terest  on  the  sums  borrowed 
ommissioners. 

'4  by  Mr.  Bunciman.)    A  state- 
be  made  at  an   early  date, 
nal  Debt    Commissioners    at 
Id  £5,912,893  guaranteed  2 J 
Stock  for  the  Savings  Banks 
have  made  temporary  advances 
int  of  £859,000.    The  income 
•m  tenants'  purchase  annuities 
l)herto  been  sufficient  to  pay 
ds  on  stock  issued  and  the 
money  temporarily  borrowed, 
necessary  to  draw  upon  the 
Fund    to    make    good    the 


Land  Purchase  Finance. 
!^SDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.):  T^ 
chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
)  can  state  when  he  will  be 
n  to  announce  the  conclusions 
omment  in  reference  to  Irish 
ase  finance;  and  what  oppor- 
House  will  be  given  of 
}he  matter. 

'd  hy  Mr,  Runciman.)  My 
Friend  is  not  yet  in  a  position 
^,  but  an  opportunity  for  full 
will  be  aflbrded  at  an  early 


Price  of  Sugar. 
ROLD  COX  (Preston):  To 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
I  is  aware  that  the  wholesale 
r  has  recently  risen  very 
is  now  far  in  excess  of  any 
Ml  daring  the  last  eight  years 
te  year  1905 ;  and  whether, 
^^^^orden  which  this  high 


pric;e  entails  upon  the  poorest  people  o' 
this  country  and  upon  great  manu- 
facturing industries,  he  will  make  pro- 
vision in  his  next  Budget  for  abolishing 
the  sugar  tax  at  an  early  date. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Rwnciman.)  My 
right  hon.  friend  is  aware  that  there  has 
been  a  considerable  increase  recently  in 
the  market  price  of  sugar,  and  he  will 
not  fail  to  take  all  relevant  facts  into 
consider.ition  when  the  Budget  is  being 
prepared.  He  cannot,  however,  say  any- 
thing at  this  stage  with  reference  to  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  to  any 
particular  proposal  affecting  taxation. 

Killyliss  Evicted  Tenant. 
Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners  have 
received  any  application  from  John 
Dickie,  evicted  in  1884  from  his  farm 
in  Killyliss,  county  Fermanagh,  for 
reinstatement  under  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Act ;  and  whether  they  have  taken  any 
steps  to  reinstate  him. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Cherry. )  The  Estates 
Commissioners  received  an  application 
from  John  Dickie  on  28th  August  last, 
but  have  not  yet  been  able  to  consider 
the  case,  having  regard  to  the  priority 
of  the  numerous  similar  applications  re- 
ceived. The  Commissioners  will  inquire 
into  the  case  in  due  course,  but  are  not 
at  present  in  a  position  to  say  at  what 
date. 

Ballymote  Evicted  Tenant. 
Mr.  O'DOWD  (Sligo,  S.):  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  from  Mrs. 
Catherine  Heally,  of  Ballymurray,  Ballina- 
carrow,  Ballymote,  county  Sligo,  an  ap 
plication  for  reinstatement  in  the  holding 
on  the  Percival  estate  from  which  her 
late  husband  was  evicted  in  1^82 ; 
whether  her  case  has  been  investigated  by 
an  inspector  from  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners' office,  and,  if  so,  what  stops,  if 
any,  are  being  taken  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry.)    The  Estates  ' 
Commissioners  have  received  and  investi- 
gated  the   application  in  question,   and 
have  decided  to  take  no  action  in  the 
matter.      The    applicant   is    already   in 
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possession  of  about  twenty-five  acres  of 
the  farm  from  which  her  husband  was 
evicted,  and  the  remainder  is  in  occupa- 
tion of  another  tenant. 

Clanricarde  Tenancy. 
Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
planters  or  new  tenants  upon  the  Clanri- 
carde estate  are  protesting  against  the 
delay  in  compensating  them  and  rein 
stating  the  old  tenants;  whether  the 
delay  is  due  to  Lord  Clanricarde's  appeal 
against  Judge  Wylie's  decision;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  take  steps 
to  expedite  the  hearing  of  the  appeal,  as 
otherwise  the  land  will  be  useless  for 
agricultural  purposes  for  this  year  both 
to  the  present  occupiers  and  the  incoming 
tenants. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr,  Cherry,)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  are  unable  to  proceed 
further  in  this  case  until  the  questions  of 
law  involved  in  it  have  been  disposed  of. 
The  matter  is  pending  before  the  Court 
of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  and  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  have  the  case  decided 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Bichmond  Constabulary  Barracks. 
Mr.  LONSDALE:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  auxiliary  training 
depot  for  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
at  Richmond  Barracks  is  to  be  dis- 
continued ;  and,  if  so  whether  he  will 
state  the  reasons  for  this  step  and  the 
nature  of  the  arrangements  to  be  made 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  recruits  in 
training. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry.)  The  loan 
of  quarters  at  Richmond  Barracks  was 
obtained  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
training  of  constabulary  recruits  specially 
enrolled  for  the  purpose  of  augmenting 
the  force  in  proclaimed  counties,  and  as 
such  training  has  now  been  completed 
the  quarters  will  shortly  be  given  up  to 
the  military  authorities.  There  is  suffi- 
cient accommodation  at  the  constabulary 
depot  for  the  training  of  recruits  ordin- 
arily enrolled. 

Manchester  Bstate  Evicted  Tenant. 

Mr.  LONSDALE :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Fecrotary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  the  appli- 


cation for  the  reinstatement  of  Samuel 
Rainey,  an  evicted  tenant  on  the  Man- 
chester estate,  county  Armagh,  has  been 
before  the  Estates  Commissionen  for  fire 
years ;  whether  two  inspectors  have  re- 
ported that  the  case  is  a  suitable  one  for 
reinstatement ;  whether  there  is  any  ob- 
stacle, except  the  opinion  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners  that  the  price  asked  by  the 
present  tenant  of  the  holding  is  exceasive ; 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners  are 
aware  that  the  present  tenant  bought 
the  farm  at  auction  with  the  object  of 
assisting  Rainev  to  regain  possession*  and 
is  willing  to  give  it  up  if  he  is  recouped 
the  price  he  paid,  although  the  farm 
would  fetch  considerably  more  in  the 
market;  whether  the  States  Commis- 
sioners would  be  warranted  in  taking  the 
whole  or  part  of  the  purchase  money 
from  the  reserve  fund,  in  accordance 
with  Mr.  Justice  Wylie's  judgment  of 
25th  February  last  in  a  similar  case  on 
the  Clanricarde  estate ;  and  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  will  either  restore 
Rainey  to  his  former  holding  or  provide 
him  with  a  new  holding  of  equal  extent. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Cherry.)  I  beg  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  AnswerB 
given  to  his  Questions  on  this  subject  on 
lOth  and  I7th  July  last,  to  which  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  practically 
nothing  to  add.  The  Commissioners 
u!iderstand  that  the  reserve  fund  can  be 
applied  to  assist  in  the  restoration  of 
e\icted  tenants,  but  they  must  exercise 
their  own  discretion  as  to  the  amount 
which  can  reasonably  be  expended  in 
effecting  the  restoration  of  any  partionlar 
evicted  tenant. 

Dnunkeorin  Tenantry. 
Mr.  MEEUAN  (Queen's  County,  Leix): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  I/ord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  thas  the  tenants  on  the  estate 
owned  by  Mrs.  Tate,  Miss  Budedge,  and 
Mr.  M'Loughry,  and  situated  near  I)runi- 
keerin,  in  the  county  of  Leitrim,  had, 
after  lengthened  negotiations,  agreed  to 
purchase  their  holdings  on  terms  offered 
by  the  agent,  but  that  owing  to  <me  of 
the  landlords  refusing  to  accept  the  terms 
agreed  upon  the  tenants  were  proceeded 
against  by  civil  bill  process  and  put  to 
considerable  expense;  and  whetUer, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners will  intervene  with  the  object 
of  preventing  further  legal  expense  an4 
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brinffing  about  an  amicable  arrangement 
of  safe. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry.)  The  Estates 
Commmioners  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
matters  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
which  appear  to  relate  to  preliminary 
negotiations  for  sale  and  purchase 
between  the  landlords  and  tenants.  The 
Commissioners  do  not  appear  to  have 
been  approached  bv  any  of  the  parties, 
but  if  they  should  be  so  approached  they 
will  consider  whether  the  case  is  one  in 
which  they  can  usefully  offer  their 
services  as  conciliators  under  the  Lord- 
lieutenant's  regulations. 


Claims  for  lialicious  Injury. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  ho  will  state  the  number  of 
claims  for  compensation  for  malicious 
injury  to  property  adjudicated  upon  in 
Ireland  during  the  years  1906  and  1907, 
respectively,  and  the  three  months  ended 
31st  March,  1908;  the  total  amount  of 
compensation  awarded  and  particulars 
of  the  injuries  for  which  compensation 
was  given ;  and  whether,  in  respect  of 
these  cases,  any  persons  wore  made  amen- 
able under  the  criminal  law. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  Cherry,) — 


Claims  adjudicated  upon  in  undermentioned  periods. 


Period. 

Number  of  claims. 

Amount  awarded. 

Number  of  cases  in 

which  persons  were 

made  amenable. 

190C      .... 

500 

£ 
6,531 

36 

1907      ...        - 

504 

10,538 

43 

March  Quarter,  1908 

170 

7,480 

16 

Particulars  of  Injuries  for  which  Compensation  was  given. 
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153 

UftUUty  ftnr  Accidents  on  Irish  Puhlic 
Roads' 

Mr.  LABDNEB  (Monaghan,  N.) :    To 

ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the   Lord- 

.Liantenast   of   Ireland  whether    he    is 

.fvups  that  according  to  recent  decisions 

of  the  Irish  Courts  county  councils  are 

"  le  to  persons  using  public  roads 


in  Ireland  for  accidents  occurring  to 
them  through  defects  in  the  highway,  and 
that  if  county  councils  insure  against 
third-party  risks  the  lx)cal  (iovernment 
Board  auditor  hurchargos  the  councillors 
authorising  payment  of  the  amount  paid 
as  premiums  on  such  insurance ;  and  will 
he  inquire  into  this  matter,  the  authority 
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for  such  surcharge,  and  take  such  steps 
as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  county 
councils  in  Ireland  to  obtain  the  benefit 
of  the  protection  of  third-party  in- 
surances. 

(Anstvered  hy  Mr,  Cherry.)  The 
Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  affirmative.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  already  advised  the 
county  councils  of  counties  in  which  the 
contract  system  of  road  maintenance  is  in 
operation  to  insert  a  clause  in  the  con- 
tractor's bond  making  him  and  his 
sureties  responsible  for  any  accident  that 
may  occur  owing  to  the  defective  condi- 
tion of  the  roads  during  the  continuance 
of  his  contract.  Where  this  is  done  the 
questioM  of  insuring  against  third-party 
risks  would  appear  to  be  one  for  the 
contractor.  In  counties  in  which  the 
roads  are  kept  by  direct  labour  the  county 
councils  are  directly  responsible,  and  it 
rests  with  them  to  consider  whether  they 
should  protect  themselves  by  insurance. 
The  Local  Government  Board  understand 
that  the  county  councils  are  considering 
the  matter,  but  the  premiums  to  be  paid 
in  a  large  county  would  be  so  heavy  that 
some  of  the  councils  seem  more  inclined 
to  take  the  risk  themselves  than  to  pay 
the  annual  premiums.  No  surcharge  of 
the  nature  referred  to  in  the  Question 
has  yet  been  made. 

New  Belfast  University. 
Sir  JOHN  HANDLES  (Cumberland, 
Cockerraouth) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  new 
L-niversity  in  Dublin  is  to  be  under 
Koman  Catholic  control  and  with  a 
Roman  Catholic  atmosphere,  and  that 
the  new  University  in  Belfast  is  to  be 
under  Presbyterian  control  with  a 
Presbyterian  atmosphere,  w^hat  provision 
is  proposed  for  the  higher  education  of 
the  Methodist  community  in  Ireland, 
numbering  about  70,000  persons. 

{Anstvered  hy  Mr.  Cherry.)  My  right 
hon.  friend  asks  me  to  say  that  the  two 
new  Universities  to  l)e  created  in  Ireland 
will,  like  the  existing  one,  be  entirely 
open  to  Methodists,  and  my  right  hon. 
friend  has  no  doubt  that  students  of  this 
denomination  will  be  able  to  create  an 
atmosphere  of  their  own  in  any  University 
to  which  they  may  go. 


Mansfield  Estate,  East  Donegal 
Mr.  C.  MACVEIGH  (Donegal,  E): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  dispute  on 
the  Mansfield  estate,  Eillygordon,  East 
Donegal,  between  G^rge  Diver  and  his 
landlord  as  to  a  part  of  his  holding 
known  as  the  Wood;  whether  the  matter 
is  now  before  the  Commissioners ;  •if  so, 
will  he  direct  that  the  inspector  to  be  sent 
shall  inquire  into  the  past  rent  of  this 
wood  and  who  paid  it  for  the  last  seventy 
years,  and  as  to  how  and  why  it  was 
taken  away  from  George  Diver;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  this  wood  is  now 
lying  waste.  wUl  he  take  some  steps  to 
have  Diver  reinstated  in  this  part  of  his 
holding,  and  compensated  for  the  timber 
that  was  cut  and  carried  away  before  the 
sale  of  the  estate  is  completed. 

{Angered  hy  Mr.  Cherry.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
no  proceedings  for  the  sale  of  the  Mans- 
field estate  are  pending  before  them,  and 
they  have  no  information  as  to  the  dis- 
pute referred  to  in  the  Question. 

Sheffield  Volunteer  Axtillary. 
Mr.   STUART-WORTLEY   (Sheffield, 
Hallam) :    To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  whether,  as  part  of  the  Terri- 
torial Array  scheme  for  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  a  proposal  was  privatelv  or 
otherwise  made  to  th  \  officer  commanaiog 
the    Sheffield    Volunteer    artillery  that 
Sheffield  should  provide  three  batteries  of 
field  artillery  and  one  battery  of  horw 
artillery,  with  mounted  brigaoe  ammuni- 
tion   column ;     whether     that    officer's 
readiness  to  undertake  the  provision  of 
such  a  force  was  ascertained ;    whether, 
iTi  view  of    the  fact  that  the  Sheffield 
Volunteer  artillery  have,  for  many  yean 
past,    had    an     establishment    of    four 
batteries    armed    and     drilled    as   field 
artillery,  and  that  this  corps  was  eulogised 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on 
account  of  its  high  state"  rf.  efficiency, 
testified     to     by     General      irtj^*^ 
Colonel  May,  C.B.,  C.M.G.,  and  C»^ 
Wing,  C.B.,  it  is  intended  to  carry'*'' 
effect  the  proposal  above   describe* 
communicated  and  accepted  ;  and,  it 
whether  any  other,  and  what,  arran|| 
ment    is    to    be    made,   and     for 
reason. 
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(Afisioered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
When  the  provisional  scheme  for  the 
Territorial  Force  was  first  issued  the 
local  military  authorities  discussed  with 
the  commanding  officers  the  various  ways 
in  which  the  units  might  be  raised,  and, 
amongst  others,  Colonel  Allen,  the  officer 
commanding  4th  West  Yorkshire  Royal 
Garrison  Artillery,  was  asked  whether  he 
would  be  prepared,  if  required,  to  raise 
the  horse  artillery  battery.  The  General 
Officer  Commanding-in-Chief,  after  fully 
considering  the  question,  ascertained 
from  Lord  Fitzwilliam  that  ho  was  pre- 
pared to  raise  the  battery,  and  this 
proposal  was  endorsed  by  the  County 
Associations  unanimously.  It  is  the 
policy  of  the  Army  Council  to  accept 
recommendations  made  in  this  manner  as 
to  the  allocation  of  units.  Colonel 
Allen  is  one  of  the  ablest  and  most 
energetic  of  the  Volunteer  artillery 
commanding  officers,  and  it  is  the  desire 
of  the  military  authorities  to  make  the 
fullest  use  of  his  remarkable  abilities. 
In  order  to  complete  the  establish- 
ment of  the  new  Territorial  Field 
Artillery  Brigade  which  he  is  to  command, 
seven  officers  and  173  other  ranks  have 
still  to  be  raised. 

Case  of  Michael  Tiemey  of  the  Gonnanght 
Bangers. 

Mr.  DUFFY  (Galway,  8.):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
case  of  Michael  Tierney,  Alhenry,  county 
Galway,  5884,  Connaught  Rangers ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Tierney  has 
been  a  Reservist  since  1903  ;  whether 
his  pay  has  been  stopped  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  local  constabulary ;  and 
whether  he  will  make  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances,  with  a  view  of  restoring 
to  him  the  pension  he  is  entitled  to  as  a 
Reservist. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
This  matter  will  be  referred  to  the 
General  Officer  Commanding-in-Chief  in 
Ireland,  and  the  result  of  the  inquiry 
will  be  forwarded  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Army  Contracts  Betum. 

Mb.     a.    L.     STANLEY     (Cheshire, 

k  Sddisbury) :    To  ask  the   Secretary   of 

B|B(ala  for  War  whether  the  Return,  wade 

^Bv  his  Department,   of  contracts  given 

Vmottd  for  the  last  financial  year  is  com- 


parable with  that  made  in  previous  years, 
or  whether  the  latest  Return  contains 
items  which  are  for  the  first  time  included 
in  that  Return,  though  such  articles  have 
in  the  past  actually  been  ordered  from 
abroad ;  whether  copper  and  condensed 
milk  have,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  been 
obtained  from  abroad  for  some  years  past, 
though  these  articles  appear  for  the  first 
time  in  the  Return  made  last  year ;  and, 
if  those  articles  have  been  so  obtained, 
whether  he  can  give  any  information 
showing  to  what  extent  they  have  been 
so  obtained. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
As  stated  in  the  footnote,  the  Return 
was  amplified  to  cover  all  foreign  imported 
goods  classed  as  manufactures  in  the 
Board  of  Trade  monthly  accounts  of  trade 
and  navigation  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
Among  the  items  consequently  included 
for  the  first  time  are  copper  ingots  and 
condensed  milk.  The  value  of  the  latter 
purchased  from  abroad  in  earlier  years 
cannot  be  given  without  considerable 
investigation.  The  purchases  of  copper 
for  the  five  years  ending  31st  March, 
1907,  amount  to  over  £550,000  in  value. 

Old  Colonial  Audit  Branch  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  nominated  members  of  the 
old  Colonial  Audit  Branch  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Audit  Department  had  to 
undergo  any  educational  test  before  being 
admitted  to  the  branch  ;  whether  he  can 
state  what  were  the  subjects  of  examina 
tion  and  standard  of  proficiency  required  ; 
and  what  public  authority  examined 
them  in  these  subjects. 

(ArtSTvered  by  Mr,  Eundman.)  The 
conditions  of  appointment  to  the  old 
Colonial  Audit  Branch  were  fully 
explained  to  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
replies  given  to  his  Questions  of  6th 
March,  1908. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  state  the 
total  number  of  candidates  nominated  for 
admission  to  the  old  Colonial  Audit 
Branch  of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department  from  the  time  of  its  forma- 
tion to  its  recent  amalgamation 
with  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Depart- 
ment,  and  the   total   numbers  rejected 
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through  inability  to  pasa  the  medical  test 
and  the  educational  test,  respectively. 

(AnsuTfrt'l  '.'*/  Mr.  Kuncinuin,)  Candi- 
dates were  not  nominated  until  they  had 
satisfied  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  as  to  their  health  and  educa- 
tional qualifications.  The  total  number 
nominated  was  sixty-two.  Xo  record  is 
kept  of  the  number  of  applicants  who 
failed  to  obtain  nomination. 

Mr,  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  nominated 
members  of  the  old  Colonial  Audit 
Branch  in  London  were  admitted  without 
possmg  a  Civil  Service  examination  or 
obtaining  a  Cinl  Service  certificate, 
without  pension  rights,  and  on  a  scale 
of  salary,  £70— £5— £100,  etc.,  the 
same  as  the  Second  Division  scale ; 
whether  these  members  are  now  allowed 
to  enter  the  newly-amalgamated  Colonial 
Audit  Branch  and  Exchequer  and 
Audit  Department  as  examiners  with 
a  Q\\\\  Service  certificate  without  passing 
a  Civil  Service  examination,  with 
pension  rights,  and  at  such  salaries  as 
if  thev  had  originallv  entered  at  £100 — 
£10— £-200— £15— £350  :  whether  he 
can  explain  who  was  responsible  for 
initiating  the  granting  of  these  privileges 
to  the  nominees  of  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor-General,  who  originally 
entered  without  any  claims  to  them ; 
whether  these  facts  were  placed  before 
the  Treasury  and  the  Colonial  Office 
before  such  a  scheme  was  sanctioned  by 
these  two  Departments :  whether  the 
Treasury  and  Colonial  Office  officials  are 
responsible  for  such  sanctiqn;  whether 
the  Second  Division  members  of 
the  old  Exchequer  and  Audit  Depart- 
ment, who  entered  by  passing  Civil 
Service  examinations  and  obtaining 
Q\\\\  Service  certificates,  with  pension 
rights,  and  on  the  same  scale  of  salary. 
£70— £5— £100,  etc.,  and  who  are 
now  similarly  serving  in  the  newly- 
amalgamated  departments  as  examiners, 
are  allowed  the  same  levelling-up  of 
salaries  as  if  thev  had  originallv 
entered  at  £100— £10— £200— £15— 
£350;  whether  these  two  old  sets  of 
officials  will  in  future  be  interchangeable 
and  employed  on  the  same  kind  of  work ; 
whether  he  can  say  why  the  open 
competition  men  are  treated  differently 
from  the  men  who  entered  throuj^  the 


patronage  of  the  Comptroller  aod 
Auditor-General ;  and  whether  he  will 
now  furnish  information  on  this  subject^ 
apart  from  such  an  official  defence  as  mt? 
be  put  foiward. 

(Answered  by  Jfr.  Bunciman,)  Mem 
bers  of  the  old  Colonial  Audit  Bnmdi 
were  appointed  with  a  view  to  service 
in  the  Colonies  in  poata  carrjing  an  initial 
salarv  of  £300  a  vear  with  pension  lifjbU 
The  'scale  of  £70— £5— £100  was  tliat 
laid  down  for  the  training  peiiod, 
generally  a  shc^  one.  of  serriee  it 
headquarters  prior  to  appointments  in 
the  Colonies.  Under  the  scheme  of 
amalgamation  recommended  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor-General,  and 
approved  by  the  Colonial  Office  and  (he 
Treasury,  members  of  the  old  Cdonial 
Audit  Branch  serving  at  headqnsrten 
were  granted  Civil  Service  certificate! 
under  CUuse  YII.  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  4th  June,  1870,  and  if  in 
receipt  of  a  lower  rate  of  pay  were  rused 
to  the  minimum  of  the  new  scale  (£100). 
Those  filling  poets  in  the  Colonies  will, 
if  they  elect  the  new  terms,  be  similariy 
certificated  and  have  their  salaries  re- 
assessed, as  stated  in  the  QoesUon,  the 
difference  between  the  amounts  thus 
arrived  at  and  their  present  Colonial 
scales  being  treated  as  nnpensionsUe 
local  allowances.  Thev  will  therefore 
have  their  pensions  calculated  onUie  Home 
scales  of  pay  instead  of,  as  hereUrfbrei  im 
the  higher  Colonial  rates,  and  they  will 
.  moreover,  unlike  Second  Division  derki 
''  of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Uepartment^ 
.  continue  to  be  liable  for  service  abmid. 
!  These  circumstances  therefore  render 
their  position  dissimilar  &om  that  of  the 
second  division  clerks  of  the  Ezdleqner 
and  Audit  Department. 


,  Dublin  Education ! 

Mr.  FIELD:  To  ask  the  Secretuy  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  that  Oe 
Comptroller  and  AndiUx^Senetal  stated 
on  two  difRerent  oceasioiis  lass  year  that 

I  the  onlv  duplicate  books  kept  at  the 
Audit  Office  were  those  ralattng  to  the 
Chancery  Suitors*  Fimd  Aeconnt  (Eng- 
land), and  that  subsequent^  he  adnutted 
that  duplicate  books  refawig  fo  hub 
public  accounts  were  also  kept  al  the 
Audit  Office,  he  will  say  why  d»  kCter 
infoimation  was  soppwed  on  tiie  flnt 
two  occasions. 
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{Answered  by  Mr.  Runciman.)     If   the 
hoiL  Member  will  refer  to  the  Answer 
which  I  gave  him  on  30th  July  last,  and 
to  which,  I  presume,  he  alludes  in  the 
last  past  of   his   Question,  he  will  find 
that  I  did  not  admit  that  the  records 
kept  by  the  Audit  Oflfice  of  the  Dublin 
Education    Department    accounts    were 
duplicate  records.    These  records  are  the 
on^  statements  of  the  accounts  in  ques- 
tion   to    which     the    Comptroller    and 
Auditor-General  has  access,  and  from  his 
point  of  view  are  not  duplicates,  inasmuch 
as  he  has  no  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
originals.      The    case  of  the  Chancery 
Suitors'  Fund  Account  is   different,   as 
the    Comptroller    and    Auditor-General 
has  access  to  the  original  records  in  that 
case.     It  was  for  this  reason  that  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Audit  Department  did  not 
thinK  it  necessary  to  refer  to  the  records 
of  the  Dublin  Education  Department  in 
the  Answers  furnished  to  earlier  Questions, 
and  not,  of  course,  from  any  intention  of 
withholding  information. 

Belfast  Girl  Labour  Dispute. 
Mr.  DEVLIN  (Belfast,  W.) :  To  ask 
Mr.      Attorney -General      for     Ireland 
whether  his    attention   has   been  called 
to     a     case     heard    at     the    Belfast 
petty  sessions  on  the  27th  March,  1908, 
in  which  a  number  of  female   workers 
employed  in  a  local  hem-stitching  factory 
saed  the  proprietor  for  a  week's  wages  in 
lien  of  notice  and  a  discharge ;  whether 
it  was  proved  that  the  girls  had  been  em- 
ployed on  piece-work  and  that  the  size  of 
the  handkerchiefs  hadbeen  increased  with- 
out any  increase    in  remuneration,  and 
becaose  these  girls  refused    this  extra 
work  on  the  old  conditions  they  were 
dismissed  without  notice ;   whether  the 
bench  decided    the    cases   against    the 
workers  on  the  ground  that,  as  the  girls 
were  engaged  in  piece-work,  each  piece 
of  work  was  practically  a  contract  in 
itself,and  that  it  was  open  to  the  em- 
ployer to  vary  the  contract ;  and  whether, 
m  Tiew  of  the  hardship  which  such  a 
decision  means  to  thousands  of  workers 
in  Belfast,  he  will  take  steps  to  have  the 
law  amended  in  regard  to  such  contracts. 


Government  are  not  prepared  to  introduce 
legislation  to  render  employment  by 
piece-work  illegal,  which  would,  so  far  as 
I  can  see,  be  the  only  method  of  providing 
the  remedy  which  the  hon.  Member 
appears  to  desire. 

Bengal  and  Assam  Judicial  SerTices. 

Sir  H.  COTTON  (Nottingham,  E.): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
when  the  separation  of  the  subordinate 
judicial  services  of  Bengal  and  Eastern 
Bengal  and  Assam  will  be  carried  out; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  existing 
inequality  between  the  proportion  of 
subordinate  Judges  and  monsifTs  in 
Bengal  and  Eastern  Bengal,  arrange- 
ments will  be  made  to  equalise  the  pi-os- 
pects  of  promotion  in  both  provinces,  so 
that  no  undue  hardship  may  be  caused  to 
the  subordinate  Judiciary  of  East  Bengal. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.)  I 
am  not  able  at  present  to  say  when  the 
proposals  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Gk)vemment  of  India  will  take  effect, 
or  to  give  any  details  of  the  scheme; 
but  the  subjects  mentioned  in  the  Ques- 
tion will  no  doubt  receive  attention. 

Annalee  Lahoorers'  Cottage. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  say 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
rejected  the  claim  of  William  Walker  for 
a  labourer's  cottage  on  the  lands  of  James 
Shiels,  J.P.,  Annalee,  in  No.  1  Cootehill 
Rural  District  Council ;  was  the  applicant 
living  with  Mr.  Shiels  when  he  lodged 
the  representation ;  and  will  he  state  why 
this  labourer  was  refused  a  cottage. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  appli- 
cation in  question  was  rejected  by  the 
inspector  because  the  applicant  did  not 
work  in  the  rural  district.  The  evidence 
showed  that  the  applicant  was  living  in 
the  rural  district,  in  a  house  belonging  to 
Mr.  Shiels,  when  the  applisation  on 
his  behalf  was  lodged,  but  for  two  or 
three  months  previous  to  the  inquiry  ho 
was  living  in  the  Cootehill  urban  district, 
and  had  actually  been  working  therein 
for  about  seventeen  months. 


(Amxwerei  hy  Mr.  Cherry.)  The  facts 
itv  gobfltantiany  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tbD,  except  that  the  summonses  were 
BQfededdad  against  the  workers,  as  stated, 
bin  WWB^  by  Gonsenti  withdrawn.    The 


Qrants  to  Irish  Hospitals. 
Mr.  RIDSDALE  (Brighton) :    To  ask 
the    Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu« 
tenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  au 


911 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Qaedumi. 


tl! 


annual  grant  of  £15,850  to  variuus 
Irish  hospitals  is  divided  according  to  an 
arrangement  made  over  fifty  years  ago  : 
whether  the  result  of  this  ancient  scheme 
is  that  one  hospital  (the  Rotunda  Lying- 
in  Hospital)  obtains  an  income  above  its 
exjxjnditure ;  and  whether,  if  the  facts 
are  as  stated,  he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  re-adjusting  the  grants. 

(A  tigered  by  Mr,  Birr  ell)  The  fact 
is  as  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. The  Rotunda  Hospital  receives  an 
annual  grant  of  £700  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary grant  of  £15,850.  I  am  in- 
fonned  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  the  normal  annual  income  of  the 
hospital  exceeds  its  expenditure.  A 
large  debt  was  incurred  in  recent  years 
by  the  building,  at  a  cost  of  over  £8,000, 
of  increased  accommodation  to  provide 
for  the  great  increase  (nearly  40  per 
cent,  in  the  la.st  twelve  years)  of  intern 
patients.  For  the  reduction  of  this  debt 
special  donations  have  been  given  and 
securities  have  been  sold,  and  the  annnal 
income  of  the  hospital  has  thus  been 
apparently  increased.  The  last  account 
of  the  hospital,  namely,  that  for  the  year 
1906-7,  shows,  however,  that  there  was 
a  balance  due  to  the  bank  of  £1,112,  the 
deficit  of  ehtimated  income  in  that  year 
being  £9G0.  The  Parliamentary  Esti- 
mate for  the  year  1908-9  shows  an 
estimated  excess  of  expenditure  over 
income,  exclusive  of  the  grant,  of  £672, 
and  this  is  barely  covered  by  the  amount 
of  the  grant  of  £700.  The  estimated 
income,  moreover,  includes  voluntary 
contributions  and  other  items  of  a  pre- 
carious character,  amounting  to  over 
£3,000,  which  may  not  be  fully  realised. 
My  hon.  friend  may  not  be  aware  that 
the  Hospitals  Commission,  which,  in 
1H87,  reviewed  the  grants  to  all  the 
Dublin  hospitals  participating  in  the  Vote, 
described  the  Rotunda  Hospital  as  pre- 
eminently a  national  institution  worthy 
of  support.  Upon  the  facts  as  they  have 
been  reix)rted  to  mo,  there  do  not  appear 
to  be  any  grounds  for  readjusting  the 
Parliamentary  grant  to  the  detriment  of 
this  hospital. 

Eviction  on  Lord  Oranmore's  Estate. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieuteziant  of  Ireland  whether  an  attempt 
was  recently  made  by  the  employees  of 
Lord   Oranmore  to  evict  a  man  nanio.l 


,  William  Carey,  Ballindine,  and  put  of 
'  the    furniture    was    removed   by  tkoa 
persons ;    whether   on   being  askei  ji; 
some  neighbours  for  their  legal  aatkiitj 
to  evict  Carey  thej  refused  to  ahowiBf, 
and  were  cautioned  as  to  the  illegpA^oi 
the  procecdingAy  and  then  withdrew  boa 
.  the  place;   and,  if  so,  whether  he  vl 
i  have  instructions  issued  with  a  view  to 
'  prosecuting  the  parties  who  attaekedtka 
I  house  of  this  man. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To  nk 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Liea- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  a  polioe  ler- 
geant  and  two  constables  attended  an 
attempted  eviction  of  a  tenant  named 
Carey,  on  the  estate  of  Lord  OranmiHrei 
in  Ballindine,  county  Mayo ;  if  eo^  by 
whose  instructions  were  they  sent  there ; 
did  they  take  any  steps  to  ascertiin 
whether  the  persons  who  were  engaged 
in  the  work  had  the  necessary  to! 
authority  for  doing  so ;  and,  if  not»  why 
did  they  show  such  negligence  in  the 
'  discharge  of  their  duty  m  connection 
with  a  matter  that  meant  so  much  to  the 
victims. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BvrreH)  On  24di 
February  Lord  Oranmore's  steward  ud 
other  employees  proceeded  to  evict  a 
Mrs.  Hughes  and  her  lodger,  William 
Carey,  at  Ballindine.  They  removed 
Mrs.  Hughes'  propNorty  from  the  house, 
but  Carey  and  his  son  prevented  the 
removal  of  their  own  property.  The 
steward  called  on  the  police  to  aaaiat 
him  in  removing  the  Cueys,  but  aa  no 
warrant  or  decree  was  produced  the 
police  declined  to  assist.  The  steward 
thereupon  abandoned  the  proceeding 
and  replaced  Mrs.  Hughes'  effects  in  w 
house.  The  police  attended,  bv  dirocUoa 
of  the  district  inspector,  for  the  purpose 
of  preserving  the  peace.  Hiis  was  the 
only  duty  which  they  had  to  perform  in 
connection  with  the  proceemnga,  and 
they  properly  confined  themselves  to  it 
If  the  action  of  the  ateward  was  illegali 
the  ordinary  legal  remedies  are  open  to 
the  aggrieved  persons.  The  case  is  not 
one  for  proceedings  by  the  police. 

Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Ckmcastton. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To«aktiie 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-LieutenanI 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Boyal  Commiisinn 
on  Congestion  in  Ireland  havo  yet  coii- 
pletcd  their  Report;  if  not^  why  not^  and 


913 


Qtiesiions. 


{6  April  1908} 


QuestioTis. 


914 


when  will  it  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ;  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pass 
any  legislation  this  session,  dealing  with 
the  operations  of  the  Land  Act  of  1903 
and  other  Acts  of  a  similar  nature  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  and  other  congested 
areas ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  probable 
date  on  which  a  Bill  based  on  the  findings 
of  the  Royal  Commission  will  be  intro- 
^^^duced. 

»^  '  {ArKswered  hij  Mr,  Birrell.)  The  Royal 
Commission  on  Congestion  in  Ireland  are 
busily  engaged  upon  their  Report,  and 
hope  to  sign  it  shortly  after  Easter.  It 
would  be  premature  to  make  any  an- 
nouncement as  to  intended  legislation 
until  the  Report  has  been  received  and 
considered. 

Ballindine  Evicted  Tenant- 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  a  widow  named  Mary 
Walsh  was  recently  evicted  from  her 
holding  near  Ballindine,  county  Mayo,  by 
Lord  O  ran  more,  and  no  notice  of  his 
intention  to  evict  was  served  on  the 
Claremorris  Guardians,  and  whether,  as 
a  consequence,  there  was  no  relieving 
officer  present  on  the  occasion;  and,  if 
so,  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  prose- 
cute Lord  Oranmore  for  his  violation  of 
the  law  in  this  respect. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell).  In  such  case 
as  is  supposed  in  the  Question  it  rests 
with  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  not 
with  the  Gavernment,  to  institute  pro- 
ceedings for  the  recovery  of  the  penalty 
from  the  person  in  default.  According 
to  my  information,  however,  there  were 
no  eviction  proceedings  in  the  case  in 
question,  nor  did  any  eviction  take  place ; 
but  Mrs.  Walsh  voluntarily  gave  up 
Dossession  of  a  small  dilapidated  cabin 
which  she  occupied,  in  consequence,  as 
Mrs.  Walsh  alleges,  of  a  promise  made  by 
Lord  Oranmore's  representative  that  the 
place  would  be  made  habitable  for  her. 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary— Phoenix  Park 
Depot  Command. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  there  is  any  regulation 
which  disqualifies  a  Roman  Catholic 
officer  from  fulfilling  the  position  of 
eonunandant  at  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
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lary  Depot,  Phoenix  Park,  Dublin;  if 
not,  why  have  two  senior  Roman  Catholic 
county  inspectors  been  passed  over,  and 
County  Inspector  Ball,  of  Cork,  appointed 
to  the  position ;  whether  this  County 
Inspector  Ball  is  the  same  officer  who 
ordered  the  police  to  fire  on  the  people  at 
Ballina,  county  Mayo,  some  years  ago; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  is  the  qualifica- 
tion which  entitles  him  to  promotion 
over  the  heads  of  his  seniors  who  have 
no  such  record ;  whether  there  ha?  ever 
been  a  Roman  Catholic  commandant  at 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Depot; 
what  are  the  proportions  of  religious 
denominations  there  at  present  amongst 
the  officers  and  rank  and  file;  whether 
the  Inspector-General  and  the  Town 
Inspector,  Belfast,  are  Protestants ;  and 
whether  even  one  position  of  trust  might 
be  given  to  a  Catholic. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  There  is  no 
regulation  which  prohibits  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Roman  Catholic  officer  to  the 
post  of  commandant.  County  Inspector 
Ball  has  been  appointed  to  the  post  as 
being  the  officer  best  fitted  for  it.  He  is 
the  same  officer  who  when  district 
inspector,  twenty-six  years  ago,  ordered 
the  police  to  fire  on  a  riotous  mob  at 
Ballina.  This  circumstance  had  no 
bearing  whatever  on  his  selection  as 
commandant.  The  post  in  question  has 
not  been  held  by  a  Catholic  since  its 
creation  in  1859.  On  1st  January  last 
there  were  eleven  Protestant  and  three 
Roman  Catholic  officers  at  the  depot  and 
sub-depot ;  and  the  rank  and  file  there, 
including  recruits  in  training,  comprised 
820  Catholics  and  224  of  other  denomina- 
tions. The  Inspector-General  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Belfast  are  Protestants, 
but  it  may  be  mentioned  that  the  Deputy 
Inspector-General,  who  is  second  in  com- 
mand of  the  force,  is  a  Catholic.  In 
selecting  officers  for  the  staff  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  professional 
qualifications  only  are  taken  into  account, 
and  not  religion. 

Loughglynn  Public  Works. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  a  ganger  named 
Stephen  Flanagan,  in  the  employment  of 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  at  Lough- 
glynn, has  been  reported  for  the  employ- 
ing of  men,  who  were  supposed  to  be 
working  for  the  Board,  in  connection 
2K 
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with  his  own  private  work ;  and,  if  so, 
what  steps  luive  ]>een  taken  to  have  him 
removed  to  some  other  district. 

(Anaivered  />//  Mr,  BinelL)  I  am  in- 
formed that  Stephen  Flanagan,  who  is 
manager  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Moard  8  saw-mill  at  Loughglynn,  has  not 
been  reiwrted  for  any  such  ofience  as  is 
mentioned  in  the  Question.  He  is  re- 
garded as  a  most  trustworthy  man,  and 
has  always  given  satisfaction  to  the 
lk)ard. 

Lord  Oranmore's  Tenantry. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lonl-Lieuten- 
ant  of  Ireland  whether  the  tenants  of  I^rd 
Oraiimore,  at  Kallindine,  county  Mayo, 
have  asked  the  landlord  to  sell  their 
holdings  to  them  under  the  Land  Act  of 
1*JU'5  ;  whether  they  have  placed  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board;  that  congestion  of  an 
atute  nature  exists  in  jwrtions  of  this 
estate  ;  is  he  aware  that  tiiere  is  a  con- 
siderable quantity  of  grazing  land  on  it 
wiiich,  if  divided,  would  enable  each  | 
tenant  to  occupy  an  economic  holding  ;  \ 
whether  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
has  entered  into  negotiations  with  the 
landlord ;  if  so,  what  is  the  number  of 
years'  purchase  demanded  by  him  and 
otVered  by  the  Boiird,  if  any ;  and 
whether,  if  he  pei-sists  in  his  refusal  to 
sell,  steps  will  be  taken  to  deal  with  this 
estate  on  similar  lines  to  those  taken  on 
the  estate  of  Lord  Clanricarde  in  county 
( Jalway. 

{Ansan-ul  hij  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The  estate 
in  iiuostion  was  ottered  for  sale  to  the 
Congested  histriets  Hoard  in  January 
last .  Partirulars  of  the  estate,  however, 
were  not  •»btaine«l  nor  was  any  price 
iiuiitinned  on  either  side,  }»ecause  the 
liuaid  Were  oMi.neil  lo  inform  the  owner 
that  nwing  to  the  insutficiency  of  their 
iniuU  for  imjirovemeni  works  they  were 
unable  to  pnneed  at  present  with  the 
purehase  ot  any  further  tenanted  estates. 

De  Montalt  Estate,  Evicted  Tenants. 

Mk.  KENDAL  n'BRlEN  (Tipperary 
Mid.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
rural  district  eouiieil  of  Ca-hel  has  for- 
warded a  resolutitin  ti>  the  Estates  Corn- 


estate,  county  Tipperary,  to  the  laboaien 
of  the  locality ;  and  whether,  in  view  d 
the  provisions  of  Section  4  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1903,  as  to  sanctioning  the  rani 
council  as  trustees  to  obtain  an  advance 
under  that  Act  to  enable  them  to  acquire 
land,  and  in  view  of  the  desire  of  tbe 
council  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the 
labourers,  the  Estates  Commiasionen 
will  sell  to  the  council  a  portion  of  this 
untenanted  land  for  the  purposes  of  the 
section  referred  to. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Estate 
Commissioners  received  the  resolution  in 
question,  and  replied  that,  if  the  council 
should  obtain  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  prepare  a  scheme, 
the  Commissioners  would  be  prepared  to 
consider  the  advisability  of  selling  tha 
land  to  them  for  the  purpose  of  the 
labourers  Act. 

Westmeath  Evicted  Tenants. 
Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretar}'  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  can  state  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  reinstate  or  otherwise  provide  for  Mra, 
Mary  Wilson,  who  was  evicted  from  two 
farms  in  the  county  of  Westmeath,  near 
Tyrrellspass,  one  on  Colonel  Smyth's 
estate,  at  Gaybrook,  and  the  second  on 
that  of  Mr.  Boyd  Bochford's;  and  ctn 
he  say  if  the  Estates  Commissioners 
propose  to  acquire  the  non-residendal 
grazing  farm  of  Newtown,  estate  of 
.Nlajor  Murphy,  situated  in  the  vicinity, 
seeing  that  there  are  other  evicted 
tenants  in  the  locality  as  well  as  Mrs. 
Wilson  unprovided  for. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  referred  the  case  of 
Mrs.  Wilson  to  an  inspector  with  the 
object  of  providing  her  with  a  holding  if 
ix>ssible.  The  Commissioners  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  untenanted  land 
referred  to  in  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  but  if  furnished  widi  the  name 
and  address  of  the  owner  and  particulars 
of  the  land  they  will  consider  the 
question  of  acquiring  it. 

Boyle  Labourers'  Cottage  Soheme. 
Mr.  JAMES  O'EELLY  (Roscommon, 
N.):     To    ask    the    Chief     Secretaiy 
to      the      Lord  -  Lieutenant     of     Ire- 
mi  >si  oners,  asking  them  to  allot  a  portion  i  land    whether    an     inquiry     was    held 
of  ihc  untenanted  land  of  the  de  Montalt  |  in     December     last    year,    under    ths 
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Labourers  Act,  into  a  scheme  sub- 
mitted by  the  Boyle  No.  1  District 
Council  for  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages ;  whether  the  land  on  which  it 
is  proposed  to  build  the  cottages  is  being 
held  over  pending  the  decision  of  the 
Local  Government  Board;  whether  the 
Report  of  the  latter  upon  the  scheme  has 
yet  been  submitted  ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  can  state  the  cause  of  the  delay. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bin-ell,)  The  scheme 
in  this  case  embraced  448  plots  of  land 
and  408  cottages.  Apart  from  the  fact 
that  the  scheme  was  a  very  large  one, 
some  delay  was  caused  by  the  fact  that 
alternative  sites  were  offered  in  a  number 
of  cases,  and  it  was  necessary  that  the 
written  consents  of  the  persons  interested 
should  be  obtained.  The  inspector's 
order  has  now  been  signed,  and  copies 
will  be  sent  to  the  council  as  soon  as 
they  are  received  from  the  printer. 

Hillstreet  Disturbances- 
Mr.  JAMES  O'KELLY:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  six- 
teen young  men  belonging  to  the  district 
were  brought  up  at  Roscommon  in  July 
of  last  year  charged  with  riotous 
conduct  at  Hillstreet  on  the  28th  May 
previous;  that  on  the  affidavit  of  the 
Crown  Solicitor  the  venue  was  changed 
to  Dublin ;  and  that  the  traversers  were 
tried  in  November  last  with  the  result  that 
the  jury  disagreed ;  whether  several  of 
the  traversers  are  now  restrained  from 
leaving  the  country  through  being  under 
bail  to  come  up  for  trial  when  called 
upon ;  and  whether  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  to 
relieve  the  bailees  of  their  responsibilities 
and  to  restore  the  traversers  to  freedom 
of  action. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  The  Crown 
does  not  intend  to  take  any  further 
action  in  this  case.  The  traversers  are 
free  to  leave  the  country  if  they  so 
desire.  No  action  will  be  taken  against 
the  bailees  in  the  event  of  their  doing  so. 


i)ower,  due  to  the  invention  of  soft-metal 
iiaps  for  armour-piercing  projectiles, 
renders  it  practicable  to  effect  a  corres- 
|)onding  reduction  in  the  calibre  and 
weight  of  all  guns,  mountings,  and 
ammunition  designed  for  the  attack  of 
i.he  heaviest  armour. 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Lambert,  Devon,  South 
Molton) :  The  Answer  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  pike  PEASE:  Has  not  this 
invention  of  Colonel  English  been  of 
great  value  to  the  Admiralty  1 

Mr.  LAMBERT :  I  think  I  ought  to 
have  notice  of  thati  as  it  is  an  expert's 
question. 

Naval  Battle  Practice. 
Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  (Maid- 
stone) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  any  naval  courts  of  inquiry 
sat  to  inquire  into  the  results  of  the 
gunnery  of  any  ships  of  the  Home  Fleet 
before  or  after  the  recent  battle  practice  ; 
if  so,  will  he  state  the  reasons  for  holding 
such  courts  of  inquiry ;  and  whether  the 
"Hannibal"  was  one  of  the  ships  in 
question. 

Mr.  LAMBERT:  Whenever  the 
results  of  a  firing  are  such  as  to  throw 
doubts  on  the  capacity  of  the  gun  layers 
or  the  supervision  of  the  officers,  a  court 
of  inquiry  is  held.  Such  courts  have 
been  held  either  before  or  after  last 
year's  battle  practice  in  all  the  fleets 
except  China  and  Mediterranean.  The 
"  Hannibal "  was  one  of  the  ships  affected. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  was 
understood  to  ask  for  a  more  definite 
statement  in  regard  to  the  "  Hannibal." 

Mr.    LAMBERT   replied  that    what 
I  was  done  in  that  case  was  quite  usual. 

I  Viscount  CASTLEREAGH:  Was 
the  inquiry  held  before  or  after  the  battle 
practice  'i 


'  I 


Mr.  LAMBERT  asked  for  notice. 


QUB3TI0NS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Armour-Piercing  Projectiles. 

'      Mr.  pike  PEASE  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

Armour-piercing  Projectiles.  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  any 

Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington^ :  ]  i  person  is  officially  recognised  as  the 
bag  to  aak  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  I  inventor  of  soft-metal  caps  for  use  with 
wliedier    the    increase     of    penetrative   armour-piercing  projectiles. 

^     2  K  a 
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♦The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington): 
Lieutenant-Colonel  T.  English  (late  R.E.) 
was  the  officer  who,  in  conjunction  with 
the  late  General  Inglis,  in  1878,  first 
suggested  to  the  War  Department  the 
use  of  a  cap  for  increasing  the  penetration 
of  armour-piercing  projectiles ;  trials  were 
made,  but  it  was  not  considered  that  any 
advantage  was  gained  by  using  the  cap, 
as  the  low  velocity  of  the  guns  of  that 
date  did  not  give  any  advantage  to  the 
use  of  the  capped  projectile.  Recent  im- 
provements in  guns  and  armour  have, 
however,  changed  the  conditions,  and  the 
cap  has  been  found  to  possess  certain 
advantages  which  have  led  to  its  adop- 
tion. It  must  be  pointed  out  that 
Colonel  English's  suggestion  arose  out  of 
an  official  experiment,  and  was  a  deduc- 
tion therefrom  of  such  a  nature  as  might 
reasonably  be  expected  from  an  officer 
selected  for  the  important  duties  with 
which  he  was  at  the  time  charged.  But 
although  it  was  not  at  this  time,  nor  for 
many  years  after,  of  any  use,  every 
credit  is  due  to  him  for  making  it. 

Attestation  Forms. 
Sir  WILLIAM  BULL  (Hammer- 
smith): I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  description 
register  into  which  each  soldier's  attesta- 
tion is  written,  and  in  which  his  name, 
his  age,  his  height,  the  colour  of  his  hair, 
where  he  was  born,  his  trade,  where  he 
was  enlisted,  and  other  particulars  are 
preserved,  can  in  future  be  ultimately 
kept  at  the  liecord  Office  rather  than 
with  the  regiments,  which  are  always 
moving  about. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  These  description 
registers  are  an  obsolete  form  of  register, 
and  if  not  required  for  the  purposes  of  the 
record  office  of  the  grouped  regimental 
district  should  be  returned  to  the  W^ar 
Office  for  transmission  to  the  Public 
Record  Office,  where  a  large  number  of 
similar  registers  are  preserved.  Under 
no  circumstances  should  they  be  retained 
with  the  regiments.  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  drawing  my  attention 
to  the  matter. 

The  Scottish  Horse. 

Mr.  BOWERMAN  (Deptford) :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for   War 

if  he  has  been  furnished  with  a  report 

from  the  General  Officer  Commanding-in- 


Chief  concerning  the  statement  tliat 
recruiting  for  the  Scottish  Horse  is  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  troopers,  who  can 
object  to  and  prevent  the  recruiting  of 
any  individual  on  account  of  sodal  in- 
equality ;  and  whether  such  repoit 
corroborates  the  complaint  recently  made 
that  a  young  follow  who  desired  to  join 
the  regiment  was  rejected  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  badly  dressed,  and  was  not 
in  the  habit  of  wearing  a  collar  and  tie. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  I  have  made  in- 
quiries into  this  matter.  The  result  is  to 
show  that  in  the  opinion  not  only  of 
the  recruiting  officer,  but  of  the  men  in 
the  regiment,  the  candidate  in  question 
was  not  suitable  to  be  recruited,  and  he 
was  consequently  rejected  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  196  of  the  Becruiting 
Regulations. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.  W.) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  any  information  to  the  effect  that 
this  recruit  had  been  twice  previously 
convicted  before  a  magistrate  t  Who  was 
the  officer  responsible  for  his  rejection  1 

Mr.  HALDANE :  I  have  no  information. 

Territorial  Army  Begulatiens. 
Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
ping) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  when  the  new  pocket  book 
dealing  with  questions  affecting  the  iiatus 
and  responsibilitv  of  the  Territorial 
Army  will  be  puolished;  and  if  copies 
can  be  placed  in  the  Vote  Office  for  the 
convenience  of  Members. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  expression 
"  pocket  book "  was  not  used  by  me  in 
connection  with  the  Territorial  Force  in 
the  speech  to  which  the  Question  refers. 
What  is  proposed  is  (1)  to  publish  the 
regulations  for  the  Territorial  Force  as 
soon  as  they  are  complete ;  (2)  to  publish 
a  small  hand-book  dealing  with  the  Terri- 
torial Force  from  a  legal  and  constitu- 
tional point  of  view,  and  giving  full 
information  as  to  the  responsibilities  and 
liabilities  of  members  of  the  Force,  and 
(3)  to  issue  in  pamphlet  form  the  sub- 
stance of  the  regulations  in  popular 
language. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD :  Can  the  rig4it 
hon.  Gentleman  say  when  this  enqyokh 
piedia  is  likely  to  be  ready  t 
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Mr.  HALDANE:    Like  all   encyclo- 
lias    it    is    a    pity    to     hurrj    its 
preparation. 

Yeomen  and  the  Territorial  Army. 
Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  Yeoman 
enrolled  before  18th  August  1901,  and 
not  under  the  Act  of  that  year,  will  be 
allowed  to  engage  in  the  Territorial 
Army  for  one  year  at  a  time,  or  whether, 
after  31st  March  1909,  they  will  be 
required  to  sign  for  four  years  if  they 
wish  to  remain  members  of  the  Territorial 
Force. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  yeoman  serving 
under  the  Act  of  1901,  and  having  com- 
pleted three  years  service  or  their  period 
of  re-engagement,  as  the  case  may  be,  will 
be  permitted  to  engage  in  the  Territorial 
Army  for  one  year,  and  so  on  from  year 
to  year,  or  whether  they  will  be  com- 
pelled, if  they  wish  to  join  the  Territorial 
Army,  to  bind  themselves  to  serve  for 
four  years. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  In  reply  to 
these  questions  will  the  noble  Lord 
kindly  refer  to  my  very  full  reply  to 
similar  Questions  put  by  my  hon.  and 
gallant  friend  the  Member  for  Southamp- 
ton ou  Ist  April. 

Ranges  for  the  Territorial  Artillery. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  what  steps  are  being  taken  to 


provide     ranges     for     the     Territorial 
Artillery. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  General  Officers 
Commandingin-Chief  have  been  instruc- 
ted to  place  themselves  in  communication 
with  the  County  Associations  in  reference 
to  possible  artillery  ranges. 

Mr.  AKNOLD-FORSTER  (Croydon) : 
Have  any  funds  been  set  aside  for  the 
provision  of  these  new  ranges  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE :  No  money  has  been 
taken  in  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  Then  what  will  the 
new  force  do  for  ranges  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE :  We  shall  do  the 
best  we  can  for  them  with  the  existing 
ones. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  But  are  they  not  all 
fully  occupied  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Regular  Army  Establishment. 
Mr.  ASHLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  how  many  men 
are  required  at  the  present  time  to  bring 
the  Regular  Army  up  to  establishment ; 
and  whether,  when  the  strength  as  been 
brought  up  to  establishment,  it  is  his 
intention  to  raise  the  establishment  of 
infantry  battalions  at  home  and  on  the 
British  establishment  abroad  from  720  to 
800  rank  and  file. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  figures  for  the 
1st  March  only  are  at  present  available 
and  are  as  follows — 


EstabliBhment. 

Strength. 

Surplas. 

Deficit. 

Home  and  Colonies 

India 

157,958 
72,692 

153,755 
72,751 

59 

4,203 

230,650 

226,506 

— 

— 

Net  deficit 


4,144 


It  will  be  time  to  consider  raising  the 
home  establishment  when  the  strength  of 
units  at  home  has  reached  the  present 
establishment.  The  Armv  Council,  as 
the  hon.  Member  is  doubtless  aware,  has 


readjusted  the  terms  of  service,  and  it  is 
estimated  that  the  enlistments,  which  are 
being  made  on  the  new  terms,  will  before 
long  get  rid  of  the  existing  shortage. 
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Volunteer  OiBcers  and  the  Long 
Service  Medal- 


i 
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machine  renders  the  boot  less  donibh 
and  gives  the  favoured  manufacturer  s 
advantage  over  his  smaller  competitoi 
and  whether  he  will  insist  upon  the  spec 
fications  being  adhered  to. 


Mk.  FIKNNES  (Oxfordshire,  Ban- 
hnry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  will  consider 
the  .advisability  of  granting  a  long  83rvice 
medal  to  those  otficcrs  who  have  not 
served  fr>r  not  less  than  ten  years  in  the 
Auxiliary  Forces  and  who  do  not  transfer 
to  the  Territorial  Army. 

Mr.  IIALDANE:  The  question  of 
granting  the  Volimtecr  Otticers*  Decora- 
tion to  ofliccjrs  who  do  not  transfer  to  the 
']  erritoriaj  Force  and  who  have  not  com- 
plotod  the  necessary  twenty  years  service 
is  under  consideration,  and  I  hope  to  be 
jibl(^  shortly  to  announce  that  we  can 
niako  some  (umcossion  on  this  point.  As 
re^^anls  Militia  and  Yeomanry  Officers 
\.\\v.  (|ut'stion  does  not  apply. 

Pimlico  Army  Boot  Stores. 
Mk.  T.  F.  KIOHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, \V.) :  1  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  can  state  the 
amount  of  boots  and  shoes  in  stock 
at  the  l^imlico  l)e])artmont  which  have 
not  boen  made  during  the  past  four 
years ;  whether  most  of  these  are  sizes 
10-1  fitting  and  \0-\\  littiug;  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  how  many,  were  made  for  use 
during  the  South  AfriciUi  War;  and 
whether,  if  he  has  no  further  use  for  them, 
he  will  eonsider  the  advisability  of  dis- 
jK^sing  of  them. 

Mu.  HALOANK:  There  are  4l>,000 
])airs  of  ankle  boots  and  *J8,000  piirs  of 
Highlanders'  shoes  in  stock  which  have 

not  been  maile  iluring  the  last  four  yeans.  I  of  what  has  taken  place.     The  Comn 
of  boots  and  1,100    sioner    in    charge    of    the  New  Foi 
sizes  10-;>  and  10-4.    attended   the   last   Verderers'  Court 
These   were   ordered   during  the   South  ;  IGth   March  and  laid   before   them 
Atrieau  War.     Certain  quantities  of  the  .  applications  he   had   received  from  i 

General  OtHcerCommanding  the  South 
Division    for    holding    manoBuvres. 


Mr.  HALDANE:  The  specificatioi 
permit  contractoi-s  to  have  the  altemati 
of  supplying  hand  closed  or  machine  dosi 
lx)ot8.  The  experiment  of  asking  i 
hand  closed  boots  only  was  tried  for  aft 
months  last  year,  but  the  Departme 
has  now  reverted  to  the  altematire 
hand  or  machine  closing,  which  is  foa 
to  work  quite  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  T.  F.  KICHARDS  suggested  tl 
the  specification  should  be  altered. 

Army  Mancenvres  in  the  New  Forest 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  t 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  with  ref 
ence  to  the  proposed  Army  manceuvi 
in  the  New  Forest,  in  what  form  1 
commoners  and  the  Court  of  Verdert 
of  the  New  Forest  have  signified  th 
friendly  agreement  to  the  proposals 
the  Army  Council. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Secretary 
Stiite  for  War,  with  reference  to  the  p 
posed  Army  manoeuvres  in  the  ^ 
Forest,  by  what  means  commoners  of  \ 
Forest  can  obtain  compensation 
injury  done  b)>  manoeu\Tes  conduct 
otherwise  than  under  The  Militi 
Manoeuvres  Act,  1897. 

Mr.  HALDANE:    In  reply  to  th 
questions  I  will  give  the  House  an  accoi 


Of  these  ir>,000  pairs 
pairs  of  shoes  are  of 


lar:;er  si.es  whieh  will  not  be  required 
within  a  reasonable  period  have  been 
and  are  being  disjH^sed  of  by  sale  as 
opportunity  otVors, 


Army  Boots. 
Mk.  T.  V.  Kiril.VKPS:  I  ]»eg  to  ask 
tlie  Seoiviary  of  State  lor  War  wliether 
he  is  a\\are  thai  ^  ('r;ain  Army  e»»nti;utors 
are  jKM-nnited  to  send  in  t'»  the  Tindieo 
dep  »'i  Army  boots  that  have  Iven  vlo^ed 
by  UKuhinery.  whereas  the  s|nvitieation 
val!-  iv^r  vOUJitors  b,u  k  seam  and  sivie 
s,M!":  :o  be  St  a  bins! :  whether  ho  is  aware 
thai    :o   iK\«;e    the   side   soams   with  the 


the  desire  of  the  Verderers  one  of  th 
applications  wtis  declined,  and  the  C< 
missioner  then  arranged  to  come  do 
again  with  a  representative  of  the  V 
iVpartmeut  to  discuss  the  arrangeme 
for  safeguarding  the  interests  of  ^ 
eommoners  and  for  payment  of  compen 
tion  for  any  damage  which  might 
eaused.  SuJ^soquently,  the  Official  \ 
derer  wrote  to  the  Commissio] 
declining  to  meet  him  and  the  rej 
sentaiivo  of  the  War  Office  on  i 
gi\}und    that   the  proposed    mammv 
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were  unlawful  unless  held  under  the 
Military  Manoeuvres  Act,  1897.  The 
Commissioner  is  advised  that  this  is  a 
mistake  and  has  renewed  his  proposal 
that  he  and  a  representative  of  the  War 
Department  should  confer  with  the 
Yerderers  as  soon  as  possible.  Arrange- 
ments for  manoeuvres  on  a  smaller  scale 
have  been  made  in  this  way  year  by  year 
for  many  years  past  and  have  worked 
smoothly  and  satisfactorily.  I  am  pro- 
posing to  ask  the  Verderers  to  meet  me 
shortly  in  order  to  discuss  with  them  how 
best  to  settle  questions  of  compensation 
and  similar  matters  that  may  arise  out  of 
the  manoeuvres. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  What  legal  means  are 
there  for  a  commoner  to  get  compensation 
against  the  Government,  supposing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  hold  these 
manoeuvres  under  the  Act  of  1897  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  We  have  done  it 
over  and  over  again.  We  have  made 
arrangements  for  that  purpose.  I  am 
prepared  to  appoint  a  private  committee 
on  which  both  sides  shall  be  repreaented 
to  arrange  these  matters  of  compensation. 
I  am  in  favour  of  settling  these  things 
amicably  in  connection  with  manoeuvres, 
and  no  difficulties  arise  if  good  temper 
and  tact  are  shown  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Act  of  1897 
was  expressly  passed  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  this  trouble,  and  to  give  an  expeditious 
and  cheap  way  of  assessing  damages  1 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  does  not  arise 
out  of  the  Answer.  It  is  a  matter  of 
argument. 

Cordite. 
Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  Stale  for  War  whether  exhaustive  tests 
of  cordite  have  lately  been  made  ;  and,  if 
80,  what  make  of  cordite  has  given  the 
best  results. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Exhaustive  tests 
have  been  made,  and  will  continue  to 
be  made,  as  to  the  conditions  of  cordite 
^  the  service.  All  cordite  is  made  to 
tbe  same  specification,  and  has  to  pass 
the  same  tests. 


Lord  BALCARRES :  Have  the  results 
of  the  tests  been  communicated  to  the 
firms  concerned  1 

Mr.  HALDANE :  I  must  have  notice 
of  that  Question. 

Fife  Territorial  Field  Artillery. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  when  the 
converted  15-pounder  gun  will  be  supplied 
to  the  Fife  Territorial  Field  Artillery 
Battery. 

Mr.  HALDAN^E:  One  gun  was 
issued  early  in  March  to  the  Ist  High- 
land Brigade  of  which  one  battery  is 
supplied  by  the  1st  Fife  Artillery. 
This  gun  was  sent  to  Forfar.  Up  to  the 
present  it  has  only  been  possible  to  issue 
one  gun  per  brigade,  but  further  issues 
will  be  made  as  quickly  as  possible,  and 
I  hope  that  the  Fife  battery  may  receive 
a  gun  at  an  early  date. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  Will 
it  be  before  the  training  1 

Mr.  HALDANE :  If  not  I  have  no 
doubt  other  arrangements  will  be  made. 
We  are  pushing  the  matter  on. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  But 
will  they  have  the  two  guns  before  the 
training  t 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  hope  so,  but  I  do 
not  want  to  give  any  undertaking. 

Residence  for  War  Office  Officials. 
Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  in  contemplation  to 
provide  official  residences  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  War,  Office  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  and  the  Chief  of  the 
General  Staff. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  such  buildings  are  contemplated. 
The  suggestion  is  one  which  I  personally 
greatly  admire,  but  I  rather  think  that 
there  are  yet  more  pressing  demands  on 
the  parse  of  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Civil  Servants  and  the  Territorial  Force 
Camps. 

Sir  WILLIAM  BULL  (Hammersmith)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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War  whether  it  is  proposed  to  give 
special  facilities  to  Civil  servants  who  are 
members  of  the  Territorial  Force  to 
attend  camp ;  whether  a  Civil  servant 
who  attends  the  annual  training  in  camp, 
will,  in  addition  to  the  number  of  days 
leave  to  which  ho  is  entitled  as  a  Civil 
servant,  be  granted  extra  leave  according 
to  the  number  of  days  spent  in  camp,  and, 
in  the  event  of  the  Territorial  Force  being 
called  up  for  six  months  consecutive 
training,  what  will  be  the  position  of  Civil 
servants  in  relation  to  their  civil  duties  ; 
and,  if  there  are  any  exceptions  to  be 
made,  can  he  say  in  what  Departments. 
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The  UNDEK-SECRETART  ofSTA' 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Chubchi 
Mai  Chester,  N.W.) :  The  reply  to 
first  paragraph  of  the  Question  is  in 
affirmative ;  as  to  the  second,  Dinu 
has  been  charged  with  treason  and  oi 
offences,  and  the  Natal  Governmen 
proceeding  against  him  in  a  manner  w 
they  are  advised  is  in  accordance  ^ 
the  law  of  the  Colony.  On  the  remaii 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  (J 
tion  I  can  only  say  that  the  Secretai 
State's  opinion  has  already  been  exprei 
and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
anything  to  any  answers  to  sin 
Questions. 


The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury)  :  The  Answer  to  the  firat  part  of 
the  Question  is  in  the  affirmative.  Special 
leave  up  to  a  maximum  of  fifteen  days 
will  be  granted  for  the  purpose  of  attend- 
ing camp  subject  to  the  discretion  of  the 
head  of  the  Department  to  which  the 
Civil  servant  belongs,  and  to  the  require 
ments  of  the  service.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  or  desirable  to  lay  down  any 
rule  ^nth  regard  to  the  iirrangenients  to 
be  made  in  the  event  of  the  Territorial 
Force  being  called  up  for  six  months' 
consecutive  training  until  that  contin- 
gency arises,  nor  can  I  make  any  general 
statement  as  to  any  exceptions  that  may 
have  to  be  made.  I  may  add  that  the 
Treasury  hopes  in  this  matter  to  set  a 
good  example  to  other  employers. 

Dinizulu's  Position  in  Zululand- 
Mr.  MACKARNESS  (Hcrksh  re,  New- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  1  )inizulu 
is  a  British  subject  who  was,  in  189S, 
established  as  a  Government  induna  in 
Zululand,  under  a  guarantee  from  the 
Imperial  Government  that  the  position 
then  assigned  to  him  should  not  be  with 
drawn  without  the  approval  of  the  Secre 
Uiry  of  estate  ;  whether  this  chief  was, 
eiirly  in  Deceml)er  last,  arrested  without 
any  definite  charge  l>eing  made  against 
him,  and  has  since  that  date  been  im 
prisoned  and  examined  in  secret  without 
being  charged  with  any  sjHicitic  otlence  : 
and  whether  the  Secretary  of  JState  has 
been   made   aware   of  aiiv    conduct 


nn 


Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravese 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  y 
is  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  for 
Colonies  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :    It  will  be  fc 

in  the  Papers  to  be  laid. 

Native  Administration  in  Zolnlanc 
Mb.  MACKARNESS:  I  beg  to 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
Colonies  whether  the  Native  Affairs  ( 
mission  in  Natal,  which  reported  in  « 
last,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
existing  system  of  native  administra 
in  Zululand  indicated,  on  the  part  ol 
Natal  Government,  lack  of  knowle< 
poverty  of  resource,  and  erron< 
methods,  and  that  the  law  applied  to 
I  natives  exhibited  a  total  disregard 
I  native  feelings  and  morals ;  whether  i 
thing  has  been  done  to  remedy  this  a 
of  things,  except  to  impose  martial 
up(m  the  natives ;  and  whether  the  Sc 
tary  of  State  is  aware  of  any  other  si 
being  taken  to  give  effect  to  the  rec 
mendations  made  by  the  CommissioiL 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  statem< 
cited  by  my  hon.  friend  in  the  first  i 
of  his  Question  are  certainly  sustainec 
some  passages  of  the  Report  of  the  N 
Native  Affairs  Commission.  The  N 
Ministers  have  informed  us  that  t 
have  given  effect  to  certain  adminisfcnl 
measures  designevl  to  carry  out  in  | 
the  recommendations  of  the  Reports  i 
that  they  contemplate  legislation 
similar  character.     We  are  not^  how6i 


Dinizulu's   part  disentitling  him  to  the  '  yet  apprised    of    the    specific 


fulfilment  of  the  guarantee  given  by  the 
Imparial  Government,  and,  if  not,  what 
steps  ho  proposes  to  take. 


adopted  or  contemplated,  and  the  Ni 
Parliament  does  not  meet  until  the  I 
May. 
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Natal  Administration. 
Mr.  MACKARNESS:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  total  electorate  in 
the  Colony  of  Natal  amounts  to  only 
23,688  voters ;  whether  the  total  number 
of  votes  given  for  all  the  four  members 
of  the  present  Natal  Crovernment  was 
under  2,000;  whether  this  Government 
has  proclaimed,  and  for  many  months 
maintained,  martial  law  in  the  Colony 
against  the  wishes  of  the  Governor  and 
the  Imperial  Government ;  whether  a 
petition  and  declaration  of  rights  has 
been  signed  by  over  8,000  adult  colonisU, 
declaring  that  responsible  government 
has  been  practically  superseded  by  an 
oligarchy,  that  the  incidence  of  taxation 
is  grievously  unjust,  and  that  an  absolute 
confusion  has  arisen  in  the  relations 
between  the  white  and  black  population  ; 
whether  an  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
tion has  been  asked  for  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  the  Secretary  of  State  proposes  to 
take. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  A  movement  for 
a  redistribution  of  seats  in  Natal  has 
been  proceeding  for  some  time  past,  and 
I  am  aware  of  the  statements  with  regard 
to  the  electoral  conditions  in  this  Colony 
.  referred  to  in  the  Question  which  have 
been  made  in  the  course  of  it.  The 
matter  is  a  domestic  one  which  must  be 
left  to  the  people  of  the  Colony.  I  can- 
not add  anything  to  the  statements  which 
I  have  already  made  as  to  martial  law. 

Martial  Law  in  Natal. 
Mr.  MACKARNESS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  it  was  recently  decided  by  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
that  the  only  justification  for  proclaiming 
martial  law  in  a  Colony  was  the  existence 
there  of  a  condition  either  of  actual  war 
or  of  rebellion  :  whether  that  decision  is 
binding  in  the  Colony  of  Natal ;  what 
evidence  is  in  the  possession  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  show  that  such  a 
condition  of  things  exists  in  that  Colony  ; 
and,  if  there  is  no  such  evidence,  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  restore  to 
British  subjects  living  under  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  Colony  the  civil  rights  of 
which  they  have  been  deprived  by  the 
imposition  of  martial  law. 

Mr.    CHURCHILL:     My    hon.    and 
learned  friend  refers  no  doubt   to  the 


{6  April  1908} 


Questions, 


930 


judgment  on  the  petition  of  Tilonko  for 
special  leave  to  appeal  from  a  judgment 
of  a  court  martial  at  Pietermaritzburg. 
It  is  there  pointed  out  that  martial  law 
does  not  exist  by  virtue  of  a  proclamation, 
but  that  if  there  is  war  there  is  a  right  to 
repel  force  bv  force.  The  Ministers  who 
are  responsible  for  the  government  of 
Natal,  and  who  must  justify  their  action 
before  the  Natal  Parliament,  hold  that 
martial  law  cannot  be  pro  fo7'ma  with- 
drawn until  an  Act  of  Indemnity  has 
been  obtained,  but  I  am  informed  that  it 
is,  and  has  been  for  some  time,  practically 
in  abeyance. 

Mr.  MACKARNESS  :  When  will  the 
Act  of  Indemnity  be  likely  to  pass  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Natal  Parlia- 
ment does  not  meet  until  May,  and  it 
cannot  therefore  be  passed  until  after 
that  date.  Then  the  Act  will  have  to 
come  over  here  for  the  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

An  HON.  MEMBER :  Will  facilities 
be  given  for  discussing  this  matter  in 
the  House  before  the  assent  of  the 
Government  is  given  to  the  Act  of 
Indemnity  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  My  hon.  friend 
must  address  that  Question  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remind 
his  colleagues  that  the  Governor  of  Natal 
has  protested  against  the  continuance  of 
martial  law  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

White  iJnskilled  Labour  in  the  Transvaal 
Mines. 

Mr.  FIENNES  (Oxfordshire,  Banbury): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the  ex- 
periment in  white  unskilled  labour  on  one 
of  the  Robinson  mines  has  been  com- 
menced ;  and,  if  so,  what  measure  of 
success  has  been  obtained. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  experiment 
as  far  as  I  know  has  not  been  begun. 

Mr.  FIENNES:  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  this  statement  to 
the  House  on  3 1st  July 
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Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  contrary  to 
order  to  make  a  quotation  at  Question 
time. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
taken  steps  to  obtain  for  the  House  a 
Report  of  the  Committee  which  recently 
sat  in  the  Transvaal  on  white  employment 
in  the  mines  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Report  is  on 
its  way  to  this  country,  and  while  one 
cannot  say  anything  about  &  document  in 
advance,  I  certainly  think  it  very  desir- 
able that  it  should  be  brought  to  the 
notice  of  this  House.  I  will  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  whether  it  can  be 
published. 

Colonial  Office  Records. 
Lord  BALCARRES:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  what  is  the  nature  of  the  docu- 
ments removed  from  the  Colonial  Office 
for  the  destruction  of  which  authority  is 
now  being  sought  by  an  additional  rule 
under  40  and  41  Vic,  c.  55,  and  61  and 
62  Vic,  c  12. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL.  The  documents 
referred  to  are  those  which  are  not  of 
sufficient  public  value  to  justify  their 
preservation  in  the  Public  Record  Office. 
The  object  of  the  additional  rule  is  to 
enable  such  documents  to  be  transferred 
to  Colonial  Grovernments,  if  so  desired  in 
any  case,  instead  of  being^destroyed  under 
the  provisions  of  the  existing  rules. 

Labour  in  the  Transvaal  Mines. 
Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  L'^nder-Socrotary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if,  approximately,  1,000 
wliit^e  men  are  employed  in  the  Transvaal 
mines  for  every  10,000  Chinese  employed 
there,  and  1,000  white  men  for  every 
15,000  Kaffirs  employed. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  last  officdal 
retunis  —  those  from  January  —  give 
16,700  whites,  123,000  natives,  and 
33,800  Chinese.  The  proportions  sug- 
gested in  the  Question,  which  would 
give  11*580  whites?,  do  not  therefore 
appear  to  be  correct.  I  may  add,  how- 
ever, that  I  was  drawn  unwittingly  into 
an  error,  in  reply  to  a  Suppleniontarv 
Question  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Graves- 
end  on  31st  March,  when  I  stated  that 


Lord  Milner  had  predicted  that  1,000 
white  men  would  be  employed  for  erery 
10,000    Chinese.      What    Lord    IHwr 
really   said   was  that  he   was  [vepand 
to  stake  his  reputation  on  the  prediction 
that  for  every  10,000  coloured  labouien, 
10,000    whites    including     women    lol 
children  would  be  added  to  the  popnb- 
tion  within  three  years.     This  was  1904, 
and  although  between  the  dates  of  the 
arrival  and  the  first  departures  of  the 
Chinese  there  was  an  increase  of  87,800 
coloured    labourers,    the    population  of 
Johannesburg    according    to    the  latert 
returns  has  remained  stationary. 

Diniznlu's  TriaL 
♦Mr.  HERBERT  (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  meaning  attached  by  His 
Majesty's  Government  to  its  acknow- 
ledged obligation  to  guarantee  Dinizolua 
fair  trial  is  that  such  trial  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  the  elementary  princinies 
of  justice ;  whether  evidence  collectea  in 
Zululand  by  the  Natal  Government^  which 
is  the  prosecutor,  is  being  adduced  against 
Dinizulu,  while  at  the  same  time  the 
Natal  Government  precludes  the  advisers 
of  Dinizulu  from  all  possibility  of  testing 
this  evidence  by  cross-examination  by 
prohibiting  them  from  collecting  any 
evidence  in  Zululand;  and  whether  His 
Majesty's  Government,  in  dealing  with 
this  matter,  has  appreciated  the  fact  that 
evidence  which  is  false  or  inaccurate  may 
be  relevant  and  admissible. 

Mr.  CHXJRCHILL  :  Dinixulu  is  not 
yet  committed  for  trial,  but  the  Natal 
Government  have  promised  to  give  the 
defence  the  usual  opportunities  of  obtain- 
ing evidence  before  the  trial  comes  on. 
The  English  law  of  evidence  has  been 
applied  to  Natal  by  statute,  and  it  will 
be  for  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Colony 
which  will  try  the  case  to  weigh  the 
value  of  the  evidence  produced. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT:  Would  it  not  be 

open  to  the  prosecution  at  the  trial  to 

refer  witnesses  to  the  depositions  they 

have  made  at  the  preliminary  examina* 

j  tion,  to  caution  them  to  be  careful,  and 

i  in  etVect  to  threaten  them  with  prosecution 

I  for   perjury   if    they  do  not   swear   np 

I  to    the    evidence    in    their    depositioDB 

!  which  it  has  been  impossible  to  test  by 

I  cross-examination  ? 
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Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  could  not  say 
without  notice  what  actually  will  be  the 
procedure  in  the  Supreme  Court  in  Natal, 
but  I  think  it  fair  to  assume  that  it 
will  be  fully  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  and  traditions  of  justice,  and  if 
injustices  or  improprieties  have  been  com- 
mitted at  the  earlier  stages  of  the 
proceedings,  these  injustices  or  impro- 
prieties will  be  to  the  advantage  of  the 
prisoner. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  at  the  proceedings 
before  the  Supreme  Court  of  Natal  on 
the  2nd  instant,  Mr.  Renaud,  counsel  for 
Dinizulu,  applied  for  an  interdict  restrain- 
ing the  magistrate  from  continuing  the 
preliminary  examination  and  alleged 
grave  irregularities,  such  as  terrorising 
the  witnesses  and  other  scandalous 
conduct;  and  whether  the  Colonial 
Office  authorities  keep  themselves  fully 
informed  as  to  the  course  of  proceedings 
in  the  trial  of  this  native  chieftain. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL .  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  as  yet  received  no  official 
information  as  '  to  the  proceedings 
mentioned.  The  Press  telegram  states 
that  the  Supreme  Court  has  reserved 
judgment.  The  Governor  is  keeping  the 
Secretary  of  State  fully  informed  as  to 
the  course  of  the  proceedings  from  time 
to  time. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  there  is  an  intense 
feeling  in  this  House  and  in  the  country 
generally  that  Dinizulu  should  get  a  fair 
trial? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  am  not  only 
aware  of  it,  but  I  share  it  very  strongly 
myself. 

Jamaica  Bananas. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  discussion  upon  the 
subsidy  now  paid  for  the  introduction  of 
Jamaica  bananas  at  the  annual  meeting 
of  the  National  Federation  of  Fruit  and 
Potato  Trades  Associations,  and  to  the 
statement  made  in  the  course  of  that 
diBCUBsion  that,  when  there  was  a  big 
crop  of  English  strawberries  or  other 
)iome-grown  fruit,  the  supply  of  bananas 


did  a  great  deal  to  spoil  the  market  for 
them,  and  to  the  furtner  statements  that 
the  banana  trade  was  the  only  branch  of 
the  fruit  trade  that  was  artificially 
propped  up,  and  that  other  branches  were 
able  to  hold  their  own  without  artificial 
aid  ;  and  whether  he  will  at  the  earliest 
moment  give  notice  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  not  to  renew  this 
artificial  aid  to  a  Colonial  industry  at 
the  expense  of  the  British  taxpayer,  and 
to  the  injury  of  competing  home 
industries. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  not  been 
called  to  the  discussion  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers ;  but  I  may  observe  that 
the  subsidy  paid  under  the  contract  of 
the  15th  of  April,  1900,  is  not  paid 
solely  on  account  of  the  carriage  of 
bananas,  but  also  secures  a  direct  service 
of  mail  and  passenger  steamers  and  that 
only  one  half  is  paid  by  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  remaining  half  being  paid 
by  Jamaica.  The  contract  has  been  laid 
before  Parliament  as  Cd.  Paper  175  of 
1900. 

Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
sham) asked  if  it  was  not  the  case  that 
the  importation  of  these  bananas  furnished 
cheap  and  nutritious  food  for  the  people. 

Mr.  ALDEN  (Middlesex,  Tottenham) 
asked  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that  nearly  all 
the  Jamaica  bananas  came  from  South 
America. 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Persian  Customs  Service. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs 
whether  he  has  any  official  information 
to  the  eflfect  that  the  Persian  Govern- 
ment either  contemplate,  or  actually  are, 
replacing  the  Belgians  now  in  the  Persian 
Customs  service  by  Germans. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  My  right  hon. 
friend  has  nothing  to  add  to  the  Answer 
which  he  returned  to  the  Question  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  on  ihis  subject  on 
the  1st  instant. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Answer  on  1st 
March  was  to  the  effect  that  the  German 
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Government     did    not     wish    to    have 
Germans  in  the  Persian  service  1 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Yes  sir,  I  answered 
the  Question  myself. 

The  Arrest  of  Mr.  Luxenbnrg. 
Mr.  LAIDLAW  (Renfrewshire,  E.): 
I  be^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  has  obtained 
from  the  Russian  Government  any  reason 
for  their  arresting  Mr.  Luxenburg. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  The  charge  on 
which  Mr.  Luxenburg  was  arrested  was 
that  of  revolutionary  propaganda.  The 
Russian  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
promised  His  Majesty's  Ambassador  in 
St.  Petersburg  further  details  in  regard 
to  the  case,  and,  in  response  to  an 
inquirv  made  yesterday  by  Sir  Arthur 
Nicholson,  will  endeavour  to  hasten  the 
communication  of  further  information. 

Sir  WILLIAM  BULL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  has  been  able  to  obtain  from 
the  Russian  Government  any  evidence  or 
statement  justifying  or  purporting  to 
justify  Mr.  Luxenburg's  arrest. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Answer  I  have  just 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Eastern 
Renfrew. 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill. 
Sir  WILLIAM  BULL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  will  enumerate  the 
chambers  of  commerce,  mercantile  asso- 
ciations, and  similar  bodies  which  have 
memorialised  the  Department  against  the 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  to  date. 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  I  beg  also  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  how  many  deputations  have 
waited  upon  him  in  opposition  to  the 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill ;  what  indus- 
tries they  represented ;  what  was  the 
amount  of  capital  involved ;  and  the 
number  of  men  employed  in  the  repre- 
sented industries. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.)  :  I  received  a 
deputation  from  the  Mining  Association 


of  Great  Britain  in  January,  and  I  have 
since  received  four  other  large  deputa- 
tions consisting  of  bodies  most  of  which 
were  in  opposition  to  a  bank  to  bank 
eight  hours  Bill.  Besides  the  Mining 
Association  of  Great  Britain,  thirteen 
associations  concerned  in  the  matiufao- 
turing  and  transport  industries  of  the 
country,  and  a  large  number  of  chambers 
of  commerce  were  represented.  The 
amount  [of  capital  and  employment 
represented  by  these  deputations  was 
very  great,  but  I  cannot  undertake  to 
calculate  it.  I  have  also  received 
numerous  memorials  and  resolutions 
in  writing,  but  there  would  be  no 
advantage  in  the  lengthy  enumeration  of 
these,  as  it  may  be  taken  for  granted 
that  aU  large  consumers  of  coal  are 
opposed  to  any  measure  which  they  think 
would  bring  about  a  material  and  per- 
manent increase  in  price.  It  will  be 
for  Parliament  to  decide  whether  such  an 
increase  is  probable  or  possible. 

Punishment  of  the  Lash. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  asked  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  his  attention 
had  been  directed  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Justice  Lawrence  sentenced  at  the  Assizes 
at  Cardiff,  last  week,  no  fewer  than 
eleven  persons  to  the  punishment  of  the 
lash,  in  addition  to  terms  of  imprisonment ; 
whether  any  of  the  floggings  had  been 
inflicted;  and  whether  the  sentences 
would  be  considered  by  the  Home  Office, 
with  a  view  to  the  remission  or  reduction 
of  the  punishment,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  Criminal  Appeal  Act  which  would 
come  into  operation  in  a  few  days,  and 
also  that  these  punishments  were  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Judge  and  were  not  fixed 
by  law. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  not 
had  the  opportunity  of  making  my- 
self acquainted  with  the  circumstances, 
beyond  the  fact  that  the  offences  of  which 
these  men  were  convicted  were  offences 
of  robbery  with  violence.  The  sentences 
were  passed  by  a  most  careful  and  humane 
Judge,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  think  there 
is  any  ground  for  interference. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  But  if 
these  floggings  have  not  been  inflicted, 
and  in  view  of  the  Act  shortly  to  come 
into  force,  does  the  right  hon.  Gendeman 
decline  to  review  the  sentences  t 
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M^  GLADSTONE:  I  see  no  ground 
for  interfering. 

♦Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  Is  not  the  tendency  of  barbarous 
punisliments  to  cause  barbarity  1 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  ordsr;  that 
is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  Doe?  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  decline  to  inquire 
into  the  infliction  of  these  savage  punish- 
ments ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE.  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  what  I  have  said. 

Castle  Street  Disaster. 
Lord  R.  CEOIL  (Maryleboae,  E.) : 
May  I  ask  the  Home  Secretary  if  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  about 
the  terrible  accident  this  morning  in 
Castle  Street  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  regret  I  caanot 
give  the  noble  Lord  any  details  at  present. 

Lead  Poisoning  Boles. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  any  representatives  have 
been  nominated  by  the  potters'  operatives 
to  serve  on  the  Departmental  Committee 
on  the  new  lead  poisoning  rules. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:    The   matter  is 
still  under  consideration. 

Licensing  Bill. 
Mr.  SEARS  (Cheltenham)  :  I  beg  to 
wk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  will  say  what  number 
of  licences  would  be  likely  to  lapse 
annually  under  the  Government  Licensing 
Kll ;  how  this  compares  with  the  number 
of  liceaco^  annually  transferred  from  one 
Kcence-holder  to  another,  and  new 
licences  granted  during  the  years  1900  to 
1906;  what  number  of  licences  were 
transferred  or  granted  to  new  applicants ; 
and  whether  preference  could  be  given 
tinder  the  Bill  in  the  case  of  transfers  and 
now  licences  to  those  whose  licences 
would  lapse  under  that  measure. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  estimate 
of  the  probable  reduction  under  the  Bill, 
liz.,  some  30,000  or  32,000  licences  is 


correct,  and  if  the  reduction  is  distributed 
evenly  over  a  period  of  fourteen  years, 
the  annual  reduction  would  be  between 
2,100  and  2,300.  I  have  no  information 
at  present  as  to  the  number  of  transfers 
effected  annually.  The  annual  average  of 
new  licences  granted  in  the  years  1900  to 
1907  was  about  140,  but  only  fifty-nine 
in  the  last  three  years.  The  chances  of  a 
licence-holder  who  has  been  displaced  by 
the  extinction  of  his  licence  obtaining 
another  licence  by  transfer  or  new  grant 
must  depend  entirely  on  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  and  the  discretion  of  the 
licensing  authority.  It  is  not  p)ssible 
to  give  by  statute  a  preference  to  any 
such  licence-holder. 

Transfer  of  Licences. 
Mr.  CHARLES  ROBERTS  (Lincoln) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  can  state  the 
number  of  transfers  of  licences  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquor  for  the  latest  year 
for  which  figures  are  available  in  the 
cities  of  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and 
Bristol,  respectively ;  and  whether  any 
estimate  has  been  framed  or  can  be 
framed  of  the  total  number  of  transfers 
annually  in  England  and  Wales. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  not  the 
particulars  for  which  my  hon.  friend  asks 
either  as  regards  the  places  named,  or  as 
regards  the  country  at  large ;  but  I  will 
consider  whether  any  information  can  be 
obtained. 

Wheat  Price  Betorns. 
Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  average  price  of 
wheat  per  quarter  for  each  year,  as 
returnea  on  page  273  of  the  Statistical 
Abstract  for  the  United  Kingdom,  is 
obtained  by  adding  together  the  average 
price  for  e  ich  of  the  twelve  months  and 
dividing  the  total  by  twelve,  without 
regard  to  the  quantities  of  wheat  sold  at 
each  price ;  if  so,  will  he  take  steps  to 
substitute  for  the  average  of  averages 
thus  obtained  an  average  arrived  at  by 
dividing  the  total  sum  paid  for  the  wheat 
of  the  year  by  the  total  number  of 
quarters  for  which  it  was  paid,  or  can  he 
substitute  in  any  other  way  a  more 
accurate  average  of  the  year's  price  than 
that  now  given  as  affecting  to  be  such ; 
is  the  same  system  of  arrivvw^  ^\>  ^  ^fv 
called  average  adopts  m  «J\\JS^'^^t^^V 


939 


Quesiions, 


{COMMONS} 


Quedions. 


MO 


Trade  and  Customs  Returns ;  and,  if  so, 
will  ho  take  steps  to  alter  it  and  so  to 
provide  more  accurate  statistics. 

Thu  l^RESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  op 
TRAl)Fj(Mr.  Lloyd- (jiEORGE,  Carnarvon 
lioroughs) :  The  avenige  price  of  wheat 
per  quarter  for  each  year  published  in 
the  Statistical  Abstract  is  not  calculated 
])y  the  lioard  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries 
in  the  way  suggested,  but  by  adding 
together  the  weekly  averages  of  the 
weeks  includetl  in  each  year,  and  dividing 
the  tottil  ])y  the  number  of  weeks  in  each 
year.  This  method  of  calculation  is  laid 
down  ])\^  the  Corn  Returns  Act,  1882, 
undor  which  Act  the  records  of  sales  are 
obtained,  and  it  cannot  l)e  varied  without 
logialiition.  Generally  speaking,  the 
Answer  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  nogjitivo. 

Mr.  BOWLES:  Will  the  right  hon. 
(uMit Ionian  consider  the  possibility  of 
inserting  in  the  attract  a  note  explaining 
the  rules  on  which  the  averages  are 
arrived  at  ' 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  There  is  a 
Commit  100  i*onsidering  the  whole  matter, 
and  I  will  rotor  that  point  lo  it. 

Prices  of  Imported  Articles. 
Mr.  BOWLES:  I  Ivg  to  ask  the 
Trosidont  of  the  Board  of  trade  whether 
the  avorsiio  prices  of  iiupt^rtod  articles, 
civeii  on  ivico  :2-8  of  the  Statistical 
AbsTracr  of  the  Tuirod  Kingdom,  are 
arrivovi  a:  by  r\*ioror.».e  to  the  prices 
a:  which  the  aniclos  are  aorually  soli 
or  Vv  a  ».  oil. ::',»: :0V-  Ki sod  ov.  ret'-inis 
v,*.;i>li*  Vy  v.v.yorroTs  o:  :h»':r  oivy.ion  of 

'•■•*  V.t. '.'.;*  v' *  t '.*.0  .iTt'.v  .0  i'»T  TI'.O  ti:!!"?  01  ITS 

•"..Vv'TT.w.o:.  :     •:  ::.o  .aTT'.t.  :s  r.-?  .iTr^Te 


yr.,vs  a:  v.  ;..,  -. 


.-:  r-\4j>-;  1  a:  :i^  Tin:-? 


total  values  declared  by  importers. 
The  values  which  importers  are  required 
to  give  on  Customs  entries  are,  in  the 
case  of  goods  invoiced  at  a  qaoted  price, 
the  prime  cost  with  the  freight  and 
insurance  added ;  in  the  case  of  goods 
consigned  for  sale,  the  latest  sale  value 
of  such  goods.  T  am  not  prepared  to 
take  any  steps  to  alter  these  require- 
ments. 

Strike  Prevention  in  Canada. 
Viscount  HELMSLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  caUed  to 
an  Act  passed  by  the  Federal  Parliament 
of  Canada  in  1907,  dealing  with  the  pre- 
vention of  strikes ;  whether  he  can  state 
in  how  many  cases  the  Act  has  been  put 
into  force,  and  with  what  results ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  introducing  similar  legislation  for 
this  country. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  My  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  this  Act.  It 
relates  primarily  to  mines  and  industries 
connected  with  public  utilities,  but  dis- 
putes arising  in  other  industries  or  trades 
may  be  brought  under  its  provisions  by 
agreement  of  the  parties  concerned. 
The  Act  came  into  force  on  22nd  March, 
1907.  and  from  that  date  up  to  15th 
February.  1908,  twenty-ci^t  caaes  affect* 
iug  mines  and  pnUic  utilities  had  been 
dealt  with  under  its  proTisicMis  in  addi* 
tion  to  one 
In  twenty-eigLt  o: 

either  averte*!  or  ,:r 

remaining  ca^e  t^ 
Act  failed  to  aT«t  a 
sympathy    witli 
obje-jt   of  st; 
:h-*   Rxard  of 
■:'iss  of  dispatTrtt    Hi 
'.inaliAn  Act  ha^  n1 
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selected  foreign   countries ;     and   when  i 
the  first  census  is  likely  to  be  completed.  I 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  The  only 
inquiry  schedules  at  present  issued  are 
those  relating  to  coal  and  ironstone 
mining.  Other  Schedules  will  be  issued 
shortly,  and  it  is  hoped  that  practically 
the  whole  of  the  Returns  to  be  made 
under  the  Act  will  be  received  by  the 
autunm.  It  i  s  impossible  to  say  definitely 
at  present  how  soon  it  may  be  possible 
to  publish  preliminary  results  of  the 
inquiry.  As  regards  comparisons  with 
foreign  countries,  I  have  at  present 
nothing  to  add  to  the  reply  that  I  gave 
to  my  hon.  friend  on  3rd  July,  last. 

Company  Voting  Proxies. 
Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  abuse  by  directors  of  com- 
panies, and  especially  of  misuccessful 
companies,  of  the  power  of  proxy ;  and 
if  so,  will  he  introduce  legislation  either 
limiting  or  abrogating  that  power. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  The  power 
of  voting  by  proxy  has  been  recognised 
by  the  Companies  Acts  since  the  first 
Act  of  1862,  and,  as  at  present  advised, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  introduce  legisla- 
tion to  abrogate  that  power.  There 
have,  doubtless,  been  cases  from  time  to 
time  where  the  power  has  been  abused, 
but,  on  the  materials  at  present  before 
me,  I  incline  to  the  opinion  that  a  greater 
evil  might  be  created  by  preventing 
shareholders  from  voting  on  their  own 
affairs  unless  they  were  able  to  be  present 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Company. 

Imported  Hops. 
Mr.  FELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  shipments  of 
American  hops  which  have  arrived  and 
are  due  to  arrive  during  this  week,  and 
to  the  prices  at  which  such  hops  are 
being  sold ;  and  if,  under  the  special 
cinnunstances,  he  can  prevent  the  next 
shipment  from  being  cleared  through 
the  Custom  House  imtil  the  Committee 
now  sitting  has  reported  on  the  action 
to  be  taken  in  the  matter. 


Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  The  quantity 
of  hops  imported  into  the  United  King- 
dom from  the  United  States  of  America 
during  the  week,  27th  March  to  2nd 
April,  both  dates  inclusive,  amounted 
to  34,058  cwts.  I  am  informed  that 
the  latest  average  market  prices  for 
American  hops  grown  in  1907  range  from 
358.  to  428.  per  cwt.  There  is  no  power 
to  detain  importations  of  hops  pending 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  now  in- 
quiring into  the  matter. 

Mr.  fell  :  Having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  Colorado  beetle  and  other 
pests  are  introduced  by  these  ships, 
could  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
these  hops  examined  microscopically  ?  J 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Australian  Tarilf. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
articles  produced  in  non- British  countries 
and  finished  by  British  labour  are  given 
a  preference  imder  the  Australian  tarifi, 
and  whether  he  can  state  the  proportion 
of  value  representing  British  labour 
which  is  required  to  be  certified  to  secure 
this  privilege. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Exporters  of 
goods  from  the  United  Kingdom  desiring 
to  obtain  the  advantages  of  the  Aus- 
tralian preferential  tariff  are  required  to 
furnish  a  certificate  to  the  effect  that  a 
substantial  portion  of  the  labour  of  the 
United  Kingdom  has  entered  into  the 
production  of  every  manufactured  article 
included  in  the  invoice  to  the  extent  of 
not  less  than  one-fourth  of  its  value  in 
its  condition  ready  for  export.  The 
form  of  certificate  was  published  in  the 
Board  of  Trade  Journal  for  30th  January 
last. 
I 

Medical  Examination  of  Engino-Drivers. 
.      Mr.  LONSDALE  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  has  considered  the  Report  of  Lieuten- 
ant Colonel  Yorke  that  the  collision  on 
the  London  and  North- Western  Railway 
near  Atherton  Station  was  due  to  the 
debilitated  condition  of  the  driver,  and 
'  to  the  fact  that  he  was  in  the  last  stage 
[  of  a  fatal  complaint ;    and  whether  he 
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Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  post  of  advising 
counsel  to  the  Board  is  now  merged 
in  that  of  the  Principal  Assistant  Secre- 
tary in  charge  of  the  Legal  Branch, 
Mr.  H.  M.  Lindsell,  C.B.,  whose  salary  is 
£1,500  per  annum.  The  duties  are  to 
advise  the  Board  on  legal  questions 
arising  in  the  course  of  their  administra- 
tion. Mr.  Lindsell  was  appointed  ad- 
vising counsel  on  29th  September,  1884. 
Mr.  Lindsell's  predecessor  was  Mr. 
Hodgson. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  he  will  state  the 
duties  performed  by  the  temporary 
barristers  at  the  Board  of  Education,  the 
salaries  attached  to  such  posts,  the 
numbers  so  employed,  and  the  number 
of  appointments  made  since  January, 
1906. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  duties  per- 
formed by  temporary  barristers  are 
such  duties  as  may  be  allotted  to  them 
by  the  principal  assistant  secretary  in 
charge  of  the  legal  branch.  The  salary 
payable  to  a  temporary  barrister  is 
one  guinea  per  working  day.  The  num- 
ber employed  at  present  is  six.  The 
number  appointed  since  January,  1906, 
is  seventeen. 

Training  Colleges  and   Beligions 
Instruction. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.)  :  I 
be«;  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  whether  he  will  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  as  to  the  number 
of  training  colleges  in  which  no  religious 
instruction  is  given. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  present  moment  would  be  an  oppor- 
tune one  for  considering  a  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Board  in  the 
direction  indicated. 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  Does  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it  of  great 
importance  in  view  of  the  educational 
proposals  of  the  Government  to  ascer- 
tain which  of  the  teachers  have  some 
religious  knowledge  and  which  have  not  ? 

Mr.  McKEXXA  :  My  predecessors 
at  the  Board  of  Education  have  never 


thought  it  desirable  to  make  such  an 
inquiry  as  the  noble  Lord  suggests. 

Swansea  School  Disinite. 
Lord  R.  CECIL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Educatiou 
what  is  now  the  position  with  regard  to 
the  salaries  of  the  teachers  in  the  non- 
provided  schools  at  Swansea ;  and 
whether  the  Board  of  Education  have 
been  since  26th  August,  1907,  in  posses- 
sion of  receipts  for  the  amounts  paid 
by  the  managers  for  the  arrears  of 
salaries  imder  the  agreements  since  1st 
April,  1907. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  question  re- 
ferred to  is  now  imder  consideration  by 
the  Legal  Department  of  the  Board. 
The  vouchers  forwarded  by  the  managers 
on  26th  August,  were  returned  t.)  them 
on  17th  October.  Certain  receipts  sub- 
sequently sent  to  the  Board  are  still  in 
their  possession. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  say  how  long  the  legal  ad- 
visers of  the  Board  are  Ukely  to  take  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  will  endeavour 
to  get  the  opinion  from  them  as  soon 
as  I  can,  but  the  matters  submitted  to 
them  are  of  extreme  difficulty. 

Education  Snmmminefl. 
Mr.    BOWLES:  I    beg    to  ask  Mr. 

Attorney-General  whether    he   is  aware 

that    members   of    the  local  education 

;  committees  which  issue  summonses  to 

I  parents  imder  the  Education   Acts  are 

■  frequently  also  members  of  the  local  bench 

of  magistrates  which  adjudicates  upon 

them ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 

that  there  is  no  appeal  from  the  bench's 

decision  in  such  cases,  he  will  take  steps, 

by  legislation  or  otherwise,  to  prevent 

these   gentlemen  from   acting  in   future 

as  final  judges  in  their  own  cause. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  Members  of  the 
Local  Education  Committee  are  not 
disqualified  for  sitting,  but  it  is  very 
undesirable  that  they  should  act  as 
magistrates  in  cases  in  which  they  are 
concerned  as  members  of  the  edncatkm 
authority,  and  I  have  no  naaon  to 
suppose  that  they  do  so. 
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Mr.  BOWLES  :  If  I  bring  such  a  cass 
to  the  notice  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  will  he  inquire  ? 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :    Certainly. 

Sunday  Entertainments  in  Clubs. 
Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney- Greneral  if  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  certain 
Liberal  and  Radical  Clubs  are  in  the  habit 
of  giving  dramatic,  variety,  and  other 
entertainments  on  Sunday  mornings  and 
evenings ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  recommend  prosecutions 
in  such  cases. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON:  No,  Sir. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  :Will 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
endeavour  to  use  his  influence  with  his 
colleagues  who  hold  official  positions  in 
these  clubs  with  a  view  to  removing, 
if  possible,  a  scandal  which  has  found  its 
way  into  the  newspapers  ? 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  I  do  not  know  the 
colleagues  to  whom  the  noble  Lord 
alludes ;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  my 
influence  would  be  effective  in  the  matter 
at  all. 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Sir  WILLIAM  BULL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  has 
been  the  cause  of  delay  in  circulating 
his  Memorandum  on  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  Memorandum  | 
was  circulated  on  the  1st  instant.  I 
regret  that  it  was  not  possible  to  place  it 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  at  an 
earlier  date,  but  I  cannot  admit,  in  view 
of  the  dates  on  which  the  Memorandum 
has  been  circulated  in  previous  years, 
that  there  has  been  any  unusual  delay. 

Bosral  London  Friendly  Society. 
Mr.  O'GRADY  (Leeds,  E.)  :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether  j 
he  is  aware  of  the  attempt  now  being 
made  by  the  committee  of  management 
of  the  Royal  London  Friendly  Society 
to  convert  the  society  into  a  mutual 
iosuranpe  society  under  the  Companies; 
Acts  ;    and,  having  regard  to  the  methods 


recently  employed  by  the  committee  of 
management  in  the  conduct  of  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  society  held  at  the  Royal 
Albert  Hall,  London,  on  25th  February 
of  this  year,  he  will  instruct  the  Registrar 
General  to  take  action  as  provided  in 
Section  76  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act, 
1896,  in  the  event  of  the  committee  of 
management  of  the  said  society  deciding 
to   call   further   conversion   meetings. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  Chief  Regis- 
trar  of  Friendly  Societies  informs  me  that 
he  has  no  information  on  the  subjects 
raised  in  the  hon.  Member's  question. 
No  application  has  been  made  to  him 
under  Section  76  of  the  Friendly  Societies 
Act,  1896,  and  the  provisions  of  the 
section  do  not  come  into  force  until  such 
application  is  made. 

Collecting  Friendly  Societies. 
Mr.  O'GRADY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  is  a  tendency  for  some 
of  the  committees  of  management  of 
the  collecting  friendly  societies  to  con- 
vert those  institutions  into  proprietary 
or  mutual  companies ;  and,  having 
regard  to  the  injury  such  conversions 
would  cause  to  the  interests  of  the 
members,  as  Well  as  being  subversive  of 
their  rights,  whether  he  will  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  question  of  the  collecting  friendly 
societies  with  a  view  to  recommending 
Amendments  of  the  Friendly  Societies 
Acts. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  understand  that 
the  Liverpool  Victoria  Legal  Friendly 
Society  has  established  a  subsidiary 
company  to  carry  on  the  business  which 
under  the  Friendly  Societies  and  Col- 
lecting Societies  Acts  it  cannot  perform 
itself.  The  society,  however,  still  exists 
in  its  original  form.  With  this  excep- 
tion, if  this  can  be  called  an  exception, 
the  Chief  Registrar  informs  me  that  he 
has  no  knowledge  of  the  tendency  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alludes,  nor  is 
he  aware  that  the  tendency,  if  it  did 
exist,  would  cause  injury  to  the  interests 
of  the  members  or  would  be  subversive 
of  their  rights.  But  in  any  case  he 
regards  his  existing  powers  as  fully  suffi- 
cient to  enable  him  to  deal  with  any 
danffor  that  mav  arise  from  this  source. 
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In  these  circumstances  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  need  to  appoint  a  Committee. 

Clyde  Herring  Fishing. 
Mr.    WATT:     I    beg    to    ask    the 

Secretary  for  Scotland,  if  he  will  state 
when  a  full  inquiry  was  last  held 
as  to  the  advantage  or  disadvantage 
of  the  use  of  the  seine  net  to  the  herring 
fishing  in  the  Clyde  ;  and  what  evidence 
he  requires  before  authorising  a  further 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  present  state 
of  the  case,  and  into  the  opinion  of  the 
fisherman  on  the  question. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire):  The  last 
.  formal  inquiry  into  questions  affecting 
the  herring  fishery  in  the  Clyde  area  was 
held  in  December,  1902,  but  since  then 
investigations  have  been  conducted  in 
connection  therewith,  and  the  local  fishery 
officers  have  also  furnished  reports  there- 
on from  time  to  time.  A  lengthy  Re- 
port on  the  subject  by  the  Scientific 
Superintendent  is  contained  in  Part  III. 
of  the  Board's  Report  for  1906,  but  the 
investigations  have  not  yet  been  con- 
cluded, and,  pending  their  conclusion, 
no  good  purpose  would  be  served  by 
holding  another  inquiry,  particular!}' 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  a  sharp 
conflict  of  opinion  among  those  in- 
terested in  the  matter  on  the  various 
points  involved. 

Case   of  Alexander  C.  Burrows,  Dnblin 
Stockbroker. 

Mr.  MULDOON  (Wicklow,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney- Greneral  for 
Ireland  whether  Alexander  C.  Burrows, 
lately  a  stockbroker  in  Dublin,  had 
l)e(Mi  accused  of  misappropriating  a  large 
sum  of  money  ;  whether  a  warrant  was 
out  for  his  arrest  ;  what  is  the  charge 
made  against  him  in  the  warrant,  and 
when  it  was  issued  ;  when  was  Burrows 
last  seen  in  Dublin  ;  and  when  the 
p  >li(e  hope  to  bring  the  accused  to  trial. 

Thk  ATTOUNEY-GEXERAI.  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  (^herry,  Liverpool, 
Ex.hange)  :  In  1<.K)6  several  warrants 
were  issued  against  Alexander  C.  Bur- 
rows for  misappropriating  sums  of 
money  amounting  in  all  to  over  £.5,0*^0. 
The  first  of  these  warrants  was  issued 


on  6th  October,  1906,  that  is,  three  diys 
after  Burrows  was  last  seen  in  DiAlm. 
The  police  have  made  every  effort  to 
trace  the  accused,  but  so  far  witkout 
effect. 

Woodford  Malidons  Bnmini:  Oliim. 

Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  To 
ask  Mr.  -Attorney-Greneral  for  beland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  man  named 
Michael  Mahon,  Woodford,  County  Gal- 
way, applied  for  £20  compensation  for 
alleged  malicious  burning  of  hja  house, 
that  the  claim  included  an  item  of  four 
£1  notes  which  he  swore  were  in  a  tin 
box  and  burned,  and  that  the  police 
proved  that  the  paper  burned  was  a 
piece  of  foolscap,  upon  which  the  case 
was  dismissed  by  the  County  Court 
Judge  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Hahon 
appealed  to  a  Judge  of  Assize,  and 
swore  that  a  few  nights  before  the  appeal 
was  heard,  a  threatening  notice  had  been 
posted  upon  his  door,  having  a  picture 
of  a  coffin  upon  it,  and  stating  that  if 
he  went  to  assize  he  would  be  doomed ; 
whether  the  police  proved  that  the 
notice  was  written  by  Mahon  himself; 
and  what  action  the  Crown  intend  to 
take  in  the  matter,  and,  if  any,  will  it 
be  taken  immediately  lest  he  may 
evade  a  prosecution. 

Mr.  cherry  :  The  facts  of  the  case 
referred  to  in  the  Question  as  reported  to 
me  are  as  follows : — Mahon  applied  for 
£20  compensation  for  the  malicious 
burning  of  his  house  on  the  night  of 
9th  September,  1907.  The  claim  in- 
cluded an  item  of  £4  for  four  £1  notes 
which  he  swore  were  in  a  tin  box  in  the 
house  and  were  burned.  The  police 
secured  the  tin  box  in  which  were  the 
burned  ashes  of  paper,  but  were  unable 
to  form  any  opinion  as  to  what  kind  of 
paper  the  ashes  originally  were.  The 
claim  was  dismissed  by  the  County 
Court  Judge.  Mahon  appealed  to  the 
Judge  of  Assize,  and  on  the  hearing  of 
the  appeal  swore  that  he  had  found  a 
threatening  notice  on  a  window  sill  out- 
side the  house.  Evidence  was  given 
on  behalf  of  the  police  to  show  that 
this  notice  was  prepared  in  the  house. 
The  decision  of  the  County  Court  Judge 
was  afErmed  by  the  Judge  of  Assise. 
The  Crown  do  not  propose  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter. 
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Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  whether 
Michael  Mahon  has  eluded  justice  by 
leaving  the  country. 

Mr.  cherry  :  I  am  informed  that 
Michael  Mahon  sailed  for  America  from 
Queenstown  on  26th  March  last. 


Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE 
him  go. 


And  you  let 


King's  Plates  for  Irish  Horse  Baces. 

Mr.  RIDSDALE  (Brighton) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 
he  is  aware  that  a  sum  of  £1,563  appears 
in  the  Estimates  (Class  7,  Miscellaneous) 
to  be  devoted  to  prizes  for  horse  races  in 
Ireland  ;  whether  any  other  sums  for 
racing  prizes  are  included  in  any  of  the 
Estimates  ;  and  whether  opportunity  will 
be  afforded  of  challenging  any  of  these 
items. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive, and  to  the  second  in  the  negative. 
This  item  can  be  discussed  like  any  othf^r 
in  the  Estimates.  f 

J 
The  Kingstown  Pier  Dispute. 

Mr.  MOONEY  (Newry):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
in  view  of  thej  action  now  pending  as 
to  the  right  of  the  London  >and  North 
Western  Railway  Compan^j  to  use  the 
Carlisle  Pier,  Kingstown, /ibe  will,  until 
a  decision  has  been  givjen,  restrict  the 
use  of  Kingstown  Harbojur  by  the  London 
and  North  Western  JB%ailway  Company 
to  the  Victoria  Wifarf ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  C;!ompany  have  already 
used  this  wharf  for^erthing  their  steamers 
with  perfect  safe  »ty  and  convenience  ; 
and  whether  he  is'  aware  that  the  Victoria 
Wharf  has  been  used  for  a  considerable 
time  past  by  th^  line  of  steamers  plying 
between  Kings^town  and  the  Isle  of 
Man,  to  whom  permission  was  refused  to 
use  the  Carlislefpier. 


Mr.  RUNC 
the  Victoria ' 
railway   only 
inoonvenientI:Sf 
lim.    There 
Imttkilia 


FyiAN  :  I  understand  that 
'harf  is  connected  with  the 

by  a  single-line  siding, 
situated    to    the    main 

no  platform  accommoda- 
larf,  nor  adequate  means 


of  shelter  for  passengers  ;  and  no  proper 
facilities  for  transferring  passengers  and 
mails  between  trains  and  steamers.  It 
is  the  case  that  the  London]  and]  North 
Western  Railway  Company  have  been 
obliged  to  use  this  wharf  recently,  but 
only  as  a  lie-by  berth  when  owing  to  the 
deliberate  obstruction  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company  no  berth 
at  Carlisle  Pier  was  available.  The 
weather  fortunately  has  been  favourable, 
but  in  certain  conditions  the  use  of  the 
wharf  even  for  this  purpose  might  be 
attended  by  grave  risk  as  well  as  incon- 
venience. In  some  conditions  of  weather 
it  is  difficult  and  dangerous  to  approach 
the  wharf ;  in  othev  conditions  it  is  un- 
safe to  lie  at  it,  and  in  yet  other  condi- 
tions it  is  diffiicult,  if  not  impossible,  to 
get  away  from  it.  The  statements  con- 
tained in.  the  last  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's qpiestion  do  not  accurately  repre- 
sent >the  facts.  Formerly,  excursion 
steamers,  belonging  to  the  Isle  of  Man 
Company,  used  occasionally  to  visit 
the  wharf,  but  this  was  found  to  be  so 
inconvenient  that  the  Company  applied 
for  permission  to  use  the  Carlisle  Pier. 
When  this  application  was  refused  they 
ceased  to  use  the  port  at  all  and  their 
steamers  now  always  run  to  the  North 
Wall. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  why, 
if  approach  to  the  Victoria  Wharf  was 
so  risky,  the  late  Queen  Victoria  and 
the  King  were  able  to  get  ashore  there 
on  their  visits  to  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  said  these  were 
isolated  cases  of  the  use  of  the  wharf 
under  favourable  conditions.  His 
answer  referred  to  the  daily  use. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
whether,  before  the  Government  granted 
the  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  permission  to  use  the  Govern- 
ment harbour  at  Kingstown  for  its 
passenger  steamers  at  a  nominal  charge, 
they  were  aware  that  the  reason  why 
Parliament  in  1902  decided  that  the 
company  should  pay  the  charges  now 
fixed  for  all  steamers  alike,  was  that  it  had 
been  proved  before  Committees  of  the 
two  Houses,  that  the  company  had 
reduced  to  little  or  nothing  the  register 
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tonnage  of  its  vessels  by  using  for  that 
purpose  the  peculiar  measurement  rules 
then  in  force  ;  whether  they  were  aware 
that  largely  to  accommodate  this  com- 
pany the  Dublin  Harbour  authority 
had  expended  large  sums  of  money  in 
dock  works ;  and,  if  the  Government 
were  not  aware  of  those  facts,  if  they 
will  now  cancel  the  arrangement  by 
which  the  free  use  of  Kingstown  Harbour 
is  given -to  the  company  at  the  expense 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Port  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  Answ(>r  to  the 
first  two  Qu^s£ions  is  in  the  nt*gative. 
With  regard  to  tl^e  last  Question  I  see 
no  reason  for  cancelling  the  permission 
given  to  the  London  "and  North  Western 
Railway  Company,  wfnich  has  been 
'granted  in  the  interests  of  the  public. 

Mr.    CLANCY:     I   beg   to\^sk    the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with  rWerencc 
to  the  permission  given  to  the  Ldji*!*'^ 
and  North  Western  Railway  Com^ny 
to    use    the    Government    harbour    at 
Kingstown  for  their  passenger  steainera. 
at  a  nominal  charge,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  1902  Parliament,  by  the  Dublin 
Port  and  Docks  Board  Act  of  that  year, 
decided    that    the    company    should    in 
future  pay  the  charge  on  it^  steamers 
now  fixed  by  the  Dublin  Harbour  author- 
ity ;    whether  the  Government,  hy  now 
allowing  the  company  to  use  Kiu^stawu 
Harbour  practically  free  of  charge,  are 
enabling   it   to   evade   compliance   with 
the  decision  of  Parliament ;    and,  if  so, 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  far  aurh 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN :  The  Act  of  1902 
does  not  refer  specifically  to  the  dues 
payable  by  the  passenger  steamers  of 
the  London  and  North  Western  Raihvav 
Company.  In  any  case  the  An  only 
affects  steamers  that  enter  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks 
Board.  Section  70  of  the  Act  provides 
that  nothing  in  the  Act  shall  render 
it  obligatory  on  the  Commissioners  of 
Kingstown  Harbour  to  levy  any  rates  or 
dues  on,  amongst  other  classes,  vessels 
carrying  His  Majesty's  mails,  and  vesisels 


categories.  The  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  enjoyed  the 
same  facilities  at  Kingstown  Harbour  as 
have  lately  been  given  to  them  in  respect 
of  the  landing  and  embarking  of  pas- 
sengers at  the  Carlisle  Pier,  during  the 
years  1859,  1860,  and  part  of  1861.  The 
dues  then  paid  were  5s.  per  trip  per 
steamer.  In  those  years  the  Company 
ran  a  daily  service  of  express  steamers 
between  the  Carlisle  Pier  and  Holyhead. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  if  he 
will  explain  why  the  London  and  North 
Western^  Railway  Company  has  been 
given  permission  to  use  Carlisle  Pier, 
Kingstown,  at  a  nominal  charge  for  their 
passenger  steamers ;  and  what  is  the 
estimated  yearly  gain  to  the  company 
by  reason  of  this  permission,  which 
involves  a  loss  of  revenue  to  the  harbour 
authority. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  As  I  have  already 
informed  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin,  the  permission  was  given  to  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
fJompany  in  the  interests  of  the  travelling 
pu'blic.  I  have  no  information  as  regards 
the*  last  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tions 

Mr.\  CLANCY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretarjy  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
nominal  qharge  of  5s.  per  trip  for  the  use 
')f  the  Carlisle  Pier,  Kingstown,  by  the 
steamers  oK  the  London  and  North 
Western  RailWay  Company  is  the  sole 

ronsideration  t^  Ivt^^^  ^^^  »  *^^»  ^^  ^^^* 
what  other  con§l£4  ^on  has  been  given 
or  promised  by  tro\i^pany. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  f    The  dues  charged 
for  the  use  of  the  pie  ;r  and  certain  other 
expenses  which  wilK  be  incurred  by  the 
Commissioners    of    ^ingstown    Harboc^ 
are  the  only  consideration  paid  by  firmft 
London    and    North  ^Western    Railwi^" 


Company. 


\ 


engaged  exclusively  in  passenger  trallic.    senger   steamers   at   a   /  nerely   nomir 
The  London  and  North  Western  Railway    charge,   whether  he  is  «Aware   that 


Mr.  CLANCY  :    I  be^;  to  ask  the  Secn=^ 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  ^"ith  reference 
the  permission  given  to  c  the  London  ai^?^ 
North  Western  Railway  tCompany  to  irr^- 
Carlisle  Pier,  Kingstowni,  ^or  their  p^^- 


Hteamers  now  running  between  Kini^^stowli 
and  Holyhead  come  uad'.^r  both  f>f  thr^se 


reason  given  by  Lord  S^albridge,  cha^"^'' 
man  of  the  company,  fc  >r  seeking  si^-^'^ 
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permission  was  to  evade  the  payment 
of  the  dues  fixed  by  the  Dublin  Port  and 
Docks  Board  for  all  such  steamers 
equally ;  whether  the  gain  to  the  com- 
pany by  the  concession  made  by  the 
Treasury  will  amount  to  several  thou- 
sands of  pounds  a  year ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  for 
Government  action  involving  the  depri- 
vation of  a  harbour  authority  of  revenue 
for  the  benefit  of  a  railway  or  other 
company. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  the  reasons  which  influenced 
the  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  to  transfer  part  of  their  pas- 
senger service  to  Kingstown,  or  as  to  the 
saving  which  is  effected  by  the  transfer  ; 
but  I  understand  that  legal  proceedings 
are  pending  between  the  Dublin  Port 
and  Docks  Board  and  the  company  with 
regard  to  the  rates  charged  at  Dublin. 
As  regards  the  latter  part  of  the  Question 
I  cannot  say  whether  any  similar  case 
has  occurred  elsewhere ;  but  I  may 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  special 
provisions  were  inserted  in  the  Dublin 
Port  and  Docks  Act  of  1902,  with  the 
assent  of  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks 
Boards  concerning  the  dues  chargeable 
on  passenger  vessels  at  Kingstown. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:     I  beg   to 

ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
will  cause  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  forthwith  all  correspondence 
that  has  passed  on  the  subject  of  the  use 
of  the  Carlisle  Pier,  Kingstown,  by  vessels 
other  than  the  mail  steamers,  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works,  the  Commissioners  of 
Kingstown  Harbour,  the  London  and 
North  Western  Railway  Company,  the 
City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company, 
and  any  other  steamboat  company,  or 
any  individual  or  individuals,  or  Govern- 
ment Department,  between  1st  January, 
1907,  and  the  present  date  ;  and  whether 
he  will  now  publish  all  the  correspondence 
and  papers  dealing  with  the  agreement 
come  to  in  1898,  when  it  was  agreed  by 
the  Treasury  to  pay  £6,500  per  annum 
lor  the  acceleration  of  the  day  mail  ser- 
vice, and  the  correspondence  relating  to 
the  altered  arrangements  now  made 
between  the  Treasury  or  the  Post  Office 
and  the  London  and  Norfch  Western 
Company. 
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Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  As  I  have  already 
stated  I  am  considering  what  Papers  can 
be  laid. 

Irish  Primary  Education  Grant. 
Mr.  J.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  state  the 
amount  of  the  increased  grant  to  be 
made  in  connection  with  Irish  primary 
education  ;  if  this  money  is  to  be  allocated 
by  the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  pursuance  of  a  scheme  already 
fixed  upon  and  approved  by  the  Treasury, 
or  whether  they  will  be  free  to  decide 
themselves  on  the  method  of  the  ex- 
penditure after  the  money  has  been 
received  by  them. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  hon.  Membe^ 
doubtless  refers  to  my  statement  on 
12th  March,  in  answer  to  Questions  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford.  The 
proposed  increase  of  grant  to  which  I 
referred  was  in  respect  of  teachers* 
salaries  only.  The  details  of  the  scheme 
and  the  total  amount  involved  are  still 
under  consideration. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  take  whatever  steps 
are  necessary  to  make  the  increase 
efEective  this  year  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Yes,  Sir. 


THE      RESIGNATION     OF     THE     PRIME 
MINISTER. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  AsQUiTH,  Fifeshire, 
E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  since  the  House  rose 
on  Friday,  His  Majesty  the  King  has 
been  pleased  to  accept  from  the  Prime 
Minister  the  resignation  of  his  office, 
and  the  Government  is  now  without  a 
head.  This  is  not  the  occasion  on  which 
it  would  be  possible  or  appropriate 
for  me  to  attempt  to  do  justice  to  the 
great  qualities  of  our  revered  and  trusted 
chief,  or  to  enlarge  on  his  long  and 
splendid  services  to  the  State.  For  the 
moment  I  will  not  trust  myself  to  do  more 
than  to  say  that  in  the  annals  of  our 
country  there  is  no  man  who,  after  long 
years  spent  in  the  thick  of  public  con- 
tention,   ever    laid    down     the    highest 
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office  under  the  Crown  more  universally 
or  more  deservedly  beloved.  There  is 
not,  I  believe,  a  single  Member  in  any 
quarter  of  the  House  who  has  not  come 
down  here  to-day  feeling  himself  under 
the  shadow  of  not  merely  a  political, 
but  a  personal  loss.  In  these  conditions 
it  is  clearly  impossible  that  the  House 
can  for  a  time  proceed  effectually  with 
public  business  ;  and  in  the  circumstances 
it  must,  I  apprehend,  take  some  little 
time  before  the  necessary  arrangements 
can  be  completed.  That  being  so,  it 
is  my  duty  to  move  now  two  Resolutions. 
The  first  is:  "That  all  Committees 
have  leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  any 
adjournment  of  the  House,  until  the 
adjournment  for  the  Easter  Recess." 
The  second  Resolution  is  :  "  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn  until  Tuesday, 
14th  April."  I  may,  perhaps,  add  that 
it  is  necessary  to  sit  on  that  day  for  the 
purposes,  of  a  Royal  Commission  and 
also  possibly  for  other  business  of  a 
formal  character ;  and  when  that  is 
transacted  I  should  imagine  that  the 
House  would  then  be  asked  to  adjourn 
for  the  Easter  Recess. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London)  : 
I  do  not  imagine  that  by  the  forms  of  the 
House  it  is  at  all  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  seconder  for  either  of  the 
two  Motions  which  the  Leader  of  the 
House  has  just  made.  But  I  rise  to  say 
on  behalf  of  my  friends  and  myself  that, 
of  course,  we  shall  be  glad  to  do  any 
thing  in  our  power  to  facilitate  the  course 
of  public  business,  and  to  render  easier 
the  task  which  has  fallen  upon  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Groveniment  in  consequence 
of  the  event  of  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  been  good  enough 
to  give  us  information  to-day.  I  do 
not  propose  to  deal  with  the  subject 
which  is  necessarily  in  the  thought*  of 
every  man  I  am  addressing.  If  I  did 
desire  to  deal  with  it,  I  could  not  add 
an3rthing  to  the  admirable  words  which 
have  faUen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  associate  myself  with  those 
words  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  I  desire 
to  say  on  behalf  of  my  friends  and 
myself  how  deeply  we  regret  the  cause 
which  has  rendered  it  necessary  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  resign  his  high  office 
and  how  deep  is  our  sjonpathy  with  him 
on  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  AsquUli, 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford): 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  grudge  me  the 
opportunity  of  saying  in  one  or  two  brief 
sentences  how  deeply  my  colleagues  and 
I  feel  the  loss  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Prime  Minister.  We  have  had 
long  experience  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  and  during  the  many  long  yean 
during  which  we  have  worked  in  con- 
nection with  him  in  the  cause  of  Ireland 
we  have  had  again  and  again  convincing 
proofs  that  he  was  a  sincere  friend  of  Irish 
liberty  and  Irish  rights.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
spoke  of  this  as  not  only  a  political  loss, 
but  a  personal  one.  Those  of  us  on 
these  benches  who  have  been  brought 
into  personal  contact  with  the  Prune 
Minister — and  I  am  one  of  those  who 
have  been  brought  a  good  deal  into 
perisonal  contact  with  him — ^will  certainly 
echo  that  sentiment.  We  all  feel  that  in 
his  disappearance,  Ireland  has  Buffered 
a  loss  second  only  to  the  loss  she  suffered 
when  Mr.  Gladstone  retired  from  the  post 
of  Prime  Minister  of  this  country.  Know- 
ing the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  sentiments 
of  friendliness  to  our  cause  and  country, 
I  am  sure  he  will  be  pleased  to  hear  the 
expression  of  our  view  and  that  we  have 
always  regarded  him  as  the  consistent, 
brave,  and  sincere  friend  of  Ireland  and 
her  cause.  I  believe  there  is  no  National- 
ist living  in  any  part  of  the  world  who 
^vill  not  deeply  deplore  the  fact  that 
he  has  been  taken  away  from  the  arena 
of  public  life.  I  am  glad  the  House 
has  allowed  me  the  opportunity  of 
saying  these  few  words  and  of  associating 
myself  most  heartily  with  what  has 
fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 


COMMITTEES. 
Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have 
leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  any  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  until  the  ad- 
journment for  the  Easter  Beoess.— 
(Mr,  Chancellor  of  ike  Exchequer.) 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Resolved,    That  this   House   do  now 
adjourn    until    Tuesday,    14th    April— 
(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  ExchejiterJ) 

Adjourned  aooardimdy  al  tmo 
minutes  before  Ibur  o'olook 
till  TneidAy.  lOh  ApriL 
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Tuesday,  Uth  April,  1908. 


I  to  insert  the  additional  provision. 
Read,  and  agreed  to. 


COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Assent : — Army   (Annual) ;    Heme    Bay  I 


Pier. 


The    Lord    Hemphill — Sat    first    in 
Parliament  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Local  Grovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  48).— A 
Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  * 
of    the    Local    Government    Board    for  | 
Ireland  relating  to  the  county  borough  of  i 
Belfast  and  the  urban  district  of  Letter- 
kenny ;    And 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  j 
Order  (No.  4)   Bill  [h.l,]  (No.  49).— A  ! 

'  Bill    to    confirm    a    certain    Provisional  I 
Order  of  the  Local  Grovernment  Board  for  ! 

.  Ireland  relating  to  the  rural  district  of 
Rathdown  (No.    1). 

I 
Were  presented  by  the  Lord  Colebrooke 
(for  the  Lord  Denman) ;   read  1*  ;   to  be 
printed ;   and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

5S  Derby  Gas  Bill ;  London,  Brighton, 
"3  and  South  Ck)ast  Railway  Bill  [h.l.].—. 
g^  Reported,   with  Amendments. 

•g  Tramways  Order  Confirmation  (No.  1) 

'g  Bill  [h.l.]. — Reported,  with  Amendments, 

"^  and  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the 

ic  Whole  House. 
>! 

Standing  Orders  Committee. — Report 
from,  that  the  Standing  Orders  not  com- 
plied with  in  respect  of  the  Alliance  and 
other  Assurance  and  Insurance  Com- 
panies Bin  [h.l.]  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with,  and  the  Bill  allowed  to  proceed. 

And  that  the  Standing  Orders  not  com- 
plied with  in  respect  of  the  petition  for  an 
additional  provision  in  the  Wath-upon- 
Deame  Urban  District  Council  Gas  Bill 
£h.l.]  ought  to  be  dispensed  with,  and 

VOL.CLXXXVIL   [Fourth  Series.] 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

I         CANCER  RESEARCH  (COLONIES). 
Further  correspondence  relating  to  the 
Cancer  Research  Scheme  (in  continua- 
tion of  [Cd.  2818],  February,  1906. 

TRANSVAAL. 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  Trans- 
vaal   Indentured    Labour    Laws    Tem- 
porary Continuance  Act,  1907. 

TREATY  SERIES. 
No.  8.  (1908)  Supplementary  Agree- 
ment between  the  United  Kingdom 
and  Germany  respecting  commercial 
travellers'  samples;  signed  at  Berlin, 
10th  March,  1908. 

No.  9.  (1908)  Accession  of  Spain  to 
the  declaration  respecting  maritime  law  ; 
signed  at  Paris,  16th  April,  1856,  18th 
January,  1898. 

!  Turkey,  No.  2.  (1908)  Further  cor- 
I  respondence  respecting  proposals  by 
!  His  Majesty's  Government  for  reforms 
!  in  Macedonia  (in  continuation  of  "  Turkey, 
No.  1.  (1908),"  [Cd.  3958].). 

TRADE  REPORTS  :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  3969.  United  States. 
No.  3970.  Persia  (Provinces  of  Seistan 
and  Rain). 


MISCELLANEOUS. 
667.  Brazil  (Mining  Industry  in 


No. 
the  State  of  Minas  Geraes) 


BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 
Statement  showing  the  cases  in 
which  the  Board  of  Education  have  re- 
ceived applications  from  local  education 
authorities  for  special  grants  for  the 
building  of  new  public  elementary  schools, 
and  the  stage  which  each  case  had  reached 
on  3l8t  March,  1908. 

Regulations     for     secondary     schools 
(in    force    from    1st    August,    1908,    in 
2M 
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England,    excluding    Wales    and    Mon- 
mouthshire). 

Regulations  for  the  preliminary  edu- 
cation of  elementary  school  teachers : 
(1)  Pupil  teacher  regulations;  (2)  Bur- 
sary regulations ;  (3)  Student  teacher 
regulations  (in  force  from  Ist  August, 
1908,  in  England,  excluding  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire). 

EDl'CATION  (SCOTLAND). 
(Northern    and    Highland  Divisions). ; 
General  Report  for  the  year  1907. 

Regulations  for  the  preliminary  edu- 
cation,   training,    and    certification  of  i 
teachers  for  various  grades  of  schools,  i 
1908. 

ARMY. 
Return     showing     the    establishment  ■ 
of  each   unit  of   Militia   in  the  United ! 
Kingdom,    and    the    numbers    present, 
absent,  and  wanting  to  complete  at  the 
training    of    1907    (in    continuation    of 
[Cd.  3364.],  of  Session  1907). 

JUDICIAL    STATLSTIfVS    (KNGLAND    AND  j 
WALES),  VM){\  (PART  IL  (IVIL  Jl'DI- 
CIAL  STATISTICS). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Judicial  Com- ' 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council,  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature, County  Courts,  and  other  Civil 
Courts,  edited  by  Sir  John  Macdonnell, 
C.B.,  L.L.D.,  a  Master  of  the  Supreme 
Court. 


COST  OF  LIVING  IX  GERMAN  TOWNS. 
Report  of  an  inquiry  by  the  Boaid  of 
Trade  into  working  class  rents,  housing, 
and  retail  prices,  together  with  rates  of 
wages  in  certain  occupations  in  the 
principal  industrial  towns  of  the  Gennan 
Empire ;  with  an  introductory  memo- 
randum, and  a  comparison  of  conditions 
in  Germany  and  the  United  Kingdom. 

HORSE  BREEDING. 
Twelfth  Report  of  the    Royal  Com- 
mission on  Horse  Breeding. 

Presented  (by  conunand),  and  oideiei 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT.  Vm. 
Annual  Report  on   the   state  of  the 
finances  of  the  University  of  St.  Andrew's 
under  the  provisions   of  Section  SO  of 
the    Act,    for    the    year     1906-1907. 

Annual  Statistical  Report  by  the 
University  Court  of  the  University  of  St 
Andrew's  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  30  of 
the  Act,  for  the  year  1906-1907. 

LIFE  ASSURANCE  COMPANIES. 
Statements  of  accounts,  and  of  life 
assurance  and  annuity  business,  and 
abstracts  of  actuarial  reports  deposited 
with  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  Section 
10  of  ''  The  Life  Assurance  Companies 
Act,"  1870,  during  the  year  ended  3l8t 
December,  1908. 


ROYAL  OBSERVATORY  (EDIXBrRGH). 
Eighteenth    Annual    Report    of    the 
Astronomer-Royal  for  Scotland. 

LOCAL  COVERNMEXT  (SCOTLAND). 

Return  of  the  areas,  population,  and 
valuation  of  counties,  burghs,  and 
parishes  in  Scotland. 

AGRK  TLTURAL  AND  TECHNICAL  IN- 
STRUCTION  FOR  IRELANJ)  (DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE  ON  IRLSH 
FORESTRY). 

Report.  Minutes  of  evidence,  ap- 
pendix, and  index. 

IRISH   LAND  COMMISSION. 
Return  of  advances  made  under  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  during  the  month 
of  April,  1907. 


I  IRLSH     LAND    PURCHASE     Fl'ND     (AC- 
I  COUNTS,  1906-1907). 

'  Accounts  of  receipts  and  pajmenta  br 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 

I  the  National  Debt  in  respect  of  the 
capital  and  income  of  the  Irish  Lsni 
Purchase  Fund,  in  the  year  ended  Slst 
March,  1907,  together  with  the  lepoit 
of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor-Genoil 

I  thereon. 

INDIA  (LOANS  RAISED  IN  ENGLAND). 
Return  of  all  loans  raised  in  England 
I  under  the  provisions  of  any  Acts  of 
Parliament,  chargeable  on  the  zevenneft 
of  India,  outstanding  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  half-year  ended  Slst  March, 
1908,  with  the  rates  of  interest  and  total 
amount  payable  thereon,  and  the  date 
of  the  termination  of  each   loan,  tfct 
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debt  incurred  during  the  half-year, 
the  moneys  raised  thereby  during  the 
half-year,  the  loans  paid  off  or  dis^charged 
during  the  half-year,  and  the  loans 
outstanding  at  the  close  of  the  half-year  ; 
stating,  so  far  as  the  public  convenience 
will  allow,  the  purpose  or  service  for 
which  moneys  have  been  iraised  during 
the  half-year. 

NAVAL  SAVINGS  BANKS. 
Account  of  deposits  in  Naval  Savings 
Banks  and  the  payments  thereof,  and  of 
interest  thereon,  of  all  investments  under 
the  Naval  Savings  Banks  Act,  1866,  and 
the  application  of  the  interest  or  divi- 
dends accruing  in  respect  thereof,  and 
of  the  proceeds  of  any  sale  of  any  stocks, 
annuities,  or  securities  during  the  finan- 
cial  year    1906-1907. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (MERCANTILE 
MARINE  FUND)  ACT,  1898. 

Draft  Order  in  Council  altering  the 
exemptions  in  the  Second  Schedule  to 
the  Act,  by  adding  thereto  sailing  yachts 
not  registered  in  the  British  islands 
which  came  into  territorial  waters  ad- 
jacent to  the  United  Kingdom  with  the 
sole  object  of  taking  part  in  yacht  racing. 

EGYPTIAN  GUARANTEED  LOAN  OF  1885. 
Account  up  to  3l8t  March,  1908. 

GREEK  LOAN  OF   1898. 
Account  up  to  31st  March,  1908. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PRIVATE      LEGISLATION      PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1899. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, that  the  following  Lords  be  pro- 
posed to  the  House  as  the  panel  of  Lords 
to  act  as  Commissioners  under  the  Act, 


VIZ.  : — 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  Uth  April,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


L.  Save  and  Sele  ; 
L.     Bowes    (E.    Strathmore 
Kinghorn)  ; 


and 


agreed  to  ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
past  Three  o'clock,  to  Tues- 
day, the  5th  of  May  next,  at  a 
quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


NEW  WRITS. 
For  Borough  of  Dewsbury,  in  the  room 
of  Walter  Runciman,  esquire,  President 
of     the     Board     of     Education. — (Mr. 
Whiteley.) 

Borough  of  Manchester  (North- West 
EKvision).  Right  hon.  Winston  Leonard 
Spencer  Churchill,  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council  for  Trade  and 
Plantations. — (Mr.  Whiteley), 

Borough  of  Sheffield  (Central  Division) 
Colonel  Sir  Charles  Edward  Howard 
Vincent,  K.C.M.G.,  C.B.,  deceased.— 
{Mr.  Henry  Forstej-.) 


PRIVATE  BILL   BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLwS  [LORDS]  (STANDING 
OKDKRS  NOT  PKKVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED  INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table, 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  tbe  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — Llanelly  Gas  Bill  [LordsJ. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PORT  OF  LONDON  BILL  (STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  pursuant  to 
the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  3rd  day  of 
April,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
applicable  thereto  have  been  complied 
with,  viz.  : — Port  of  London  Bill 

Great  Eastern  Railway  (General 
Powers)  Bill. — Read  the  third  time,  and 
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f'l^vdon  anfl  Ryton  Water  ( Transfer i 

h.W  :    Ln-^ver   Graving  I>ocki4    Bill. — As 

arr.»:nrle^l,   consiflere^l  j  to   >>e    read   the 
third  time. 

Knott  Knd  Railway  Bill. — As  amended, 
c;»r.-iidered  :  a  olaiwe  added  ;  Bill  to  be 
read  thr;  third  time. 

J»uth  and  llast  CoslsI  Railway  (Trana- 
fer)  Bill — A.s  amended,  considered  ;  to 
fje  read  the  third  time. 

Private;  Bills,  etc.  Ordered,  That 
Sunding  Orders  39,  128,  and  230  be 
siufjendcd,  and  that  the  time  for  de- 
yywiting  Petitions  and  Memorials  against 
Private  Bills,  or  a;:ainst  any  Bill  to 
confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or  Pro- 
visional C'ertificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  any  Df^icuments  relating  to 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Pnivi.sional  Order 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  also  for  deposit- 
in;!  at  the  Private  P^ill  Office  all  Documents 
if'AiiVtiiii  to  any  Order  under  The  Private 
Lcirislation  Procedure  ^Scotland)  Act. 
I  -90,  he  extended  to  the  fir.-it  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
I iec^•  ^s.    -(T/i <  J)fpi.itti-i 'ha Ivraan . ) 

Sligo  and  Arigiia  Kaihvay  Bill.  Peti- 
tion for  adriitionai  Provision  ;  referred  to 
the  Kxaniiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


MKSSAi(;E  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That    they    have    agreed    to     Array 
(Annual)  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  |>assed  a  J^ill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  explain  section  ninety-two  of 
The  Patents  and  Designs  Act,  1907." 
[Patrnts  and  Designs  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  liill,  intituled  "  An  Act  to 
authorise  the  introduction  of  proportional 
representation  in  Municipal  Elections ; 
and  for  other  pui-poses."  [Municipil 
Kei)re8ontation  Bill  [Ixjrds.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  for 
cmi)owering  the  Carditt'  Railway  Company 
to  construct  now  railways ;  for  extending 
the  time  for  the  purchase  of  certain 
hinds  and  for  the  completion  of  certain 
railways  ;  for  reviving  the  jKJWors  of  the 
Company  to  construct  certain  works  ;  for 
confirming  an  agreement  between  the 
Caerphilly   Urban  District  Council  and 


the  Company;  and  tor  other  purpoee&^ 
[Cardiff  Railway  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
empower  the  Metropolitan  Electric  Tnni- 
waya.  Limited,  to  construct  a  nev 
tramway  and  widen  certain  streets  and 
roads  ;  and  for  other  purposes."'  [Metro- 
politan Electric  Tramways  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
increase  and  regulate  the  capital  of  the 
Argentine  North  Eastern  Railway  Com- 
pany, Limited,  and  to  fund  the  arreizs 
of  di>'idend  on  its  preferred  stock  hy  the 
issue  of  fully  paid  stock ;  and  for  other 
purposes."  [Argentine  North  Eastern 
Railway  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act 
to  provide  for  the  granting  of  superannua- 
tion allowances  to  the  officers  and  servants 
of  the  council  of  the  metropolitan  borough 
of  Saint  Marylebone ;  and  for  other 
purposes."  [Saint  Marylebone  Borough 
Council  (Superannuation)  Bill  [Lords.] 

Cardiff  Kailway  Bill  [Lords] ;  Metro- 
politan Electric  Tramways  Bill  [Lords]; 
Argentine  North  Eastern  Bailway  Bill 
[Lords];  St.  Marylebone  Borough  Coun- 
cil (Superannuation)  Bill  [Lords].  Bead 
the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Pzivate  Bilk 

Manchester  Corporation  Bill.  Beported, 
with  Amendments;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Margate  Corporation  Bill.  Beportedr 
with  Amendments,  from  the  Police  tnd 
Sanitary  Committee ;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Widnes  Corporation  Bill.  Reporteil, 
with  Amendments,  from  the  Police  and 
Sanitary  Committee ;  Report  to  lie  upoo 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL   MINES   (EIGHT    HOURS)  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  against ;  to 
I  lie  upon  the  Table. 

icoAL   MINES   (EIGHT   HOURS)  (Nail 
I  BILL. 

I     Petitions  in  favour:    From   Abna; 
I  Auchinraith ;   Bailey  Brook;  Bkekrod; 


969 


Petitions, 


{14  April  1908} 


Petitions. 


970 


Brereton ;  Bulwell ;  Carlton  Main 
Chamber  Lane  ;  Codnor  ;  Dearne  Valley 
Dechmont ;  Denby  Hall ;  Giffnock ;  Hali- 
fax ;  Hartshay ;  Heath  Hayes ;  Hednes 
ford;  Hewlett;  Ilkeston;  Jubilee 
Langley  ;  Larkhall  ;  Littleton  (two) 
Loscoe  ;  Newstead  ;  Oakwell ;  Pentrick 
Plank  Lane:  Eailway  Pit;  Ryhill 
Stafford;  Stanley;  Stanley  Common 
Stotham ;  Tyldesley ;  West  Cannock 
Whiteley  ;  Woodside  (two) ;  and,  Wooley 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DAIRIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Wandsworth  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Gillingham ; 
Peterborough;  Spennymore ;  Westbury 
on  Severn  ;  and,  Ystrad  Meurig ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN    TRAWLERS     REGULATION 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Wandsworth,  against ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSED  PREMISES  (EXCLUSION  OF 
CHILDREN). 

Petitions  for  legislation :  From  Birming- 
ham; and,  Dundee;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Althorpe ; 
Anglesey  :  Ansty  ;  Barnsley  (three) ; 
Belton  :  Castle  Eaton  ;  Cheltenham  ; 
Cirencester ;  Coombe  Bissett ;  Crowle 
(six) ;  Darlington  ;  Derrythorpe  ;  Dinton  ; 
Dod worth  ;  P^toft ;  Ep worth  ;  Fenny 
Stratford ;  Great  Brickhill ;  Haxey  ; 
Hitchin  (three) ;  Hunslet ;  Inverness  ; 
Isle  of  Wight ;  Kingsdown  ;  Leeds  (nine) ; 
Monk  Bretton  ;  Netheravon  ;  Penrith  ; 
Plcitts  Common  ;  Reading  ;  Rotherhithe  ; 
Salisbury  (two) ;  Sandtoft ;  Stony  Strat- 
ford ;  Swallowcliffe  ;  Swindon  ;  Tadcaster ; 
Tisbury  ;       Wandsworth  ;      Wetherby ; 


Winslow ;  Wolverton  ;  Wombwell  (three) ; 
and,  Working  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration  :  From  Beeston  ; 
Blairgowrie ;  Idle  ;  Leeds  ;  and  Lincoln  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour ;  from  Alyth ; 
Annandale  ;  Ardsley  ;  Atherton  (twenty); 
Auckland  Park ;  Ayr ;  Barnsley  (three) ; 
Barr ;  Baxenden  ;  Beaconsfield  ;  Beeston 
(two);  Belfast  (three);  Belmont;  Birk- 
dale  (three) ;  Birmingham ;  Bishop  Auck- 
land (three) ;  Blaenogwy  ;  Blairgowrie 
(four) ;  Bodewryd  ;  Bodffordd  ;  Bolton  ; 
Bonhill ;  Bootle  ;  Beverley ;  Bridgeton 
(two) ;  Briercliffe  (four) ;  Brighouse 
(two) ;  Brora ;  Byers  Green ;  Bryn- 
gwran ;  Brynsiencyn ;  Burrelton ;  Bury  ; 
Uaergeilwg  ;  Cathcait ;  Cefneithin  ; 
Cemaes  (three) ;  Cemaes  Bay ;  Chelms- 
ford; Chelsea;  Chertsey ;  Chil-well ; 
Cinderford  ;  Clitheroe ;  Closburn  ; 
Cockerton;  Coggeshall;  Crossens;  Cross 
Hands  (five) ;  Cwmivor ;  Dalmarnock  ; 
Dalmellington  ;  Dalmuir ;  Dalrymple ; 
Darlington  (twenty-three) ;  Deah  Bank ; 
Dennistoun;  Denton;  Deptford;-  Dor- 
noch ;  Dumbarton  (three) ;  Dunkeld ; 
Dyffryn  Bargoed ;  East  Grinstead ; 
Edinburgh  (five) ;  Eldon  Lane ;  Exeter 
(two) ;  Formby ;  Freshwater  ;  Fulham 
Cross  ;  Gainsborough  ;  Girvan  ;  Glasgow 
(thirteen) ;  Glen  Urquhart ;  Gorton 
(two)  ;  Govan  ;  Great  Houghton 
Greenhead ;  Greetland ;  Gwernogle 
Halifax  (five) ;  Han  wick  ;  Haslingden 
Helensburgh ;  Helsby ;  HenegTwys 
High  Blantyre ;  Hightal ;  Holyhead 
Honor  Oak ;  Hopetown ;  Horwich  (five) 
Ipswich ;  Kelty  ;  Kelvedon  ;  Keswick 
Kexborough ;  Kilcreggan ;  Kingussie , 
Kirkconnel ;  Kirkwall  (two) ;  Lambeth 
Road;  Lambeth;  Lanark;  Langholm; 
Langley  Mill  (two) ;  Leeds  (twoj ;  Leigh ; 
Ligktcliffe  (two) ;  Lincoln ;  Little  Lever  ; 
Liverpool  (three);  Llanbordy;  Lland- 
dona ;  Llandebie  ;  Llandilo  (five) ;  Llan- 
fechell :  Llanadwabadr ;  Llanstephan  ; 
Llanydthen  ;  London  ;  Manchester  ; 
Mauchline  ;  Manordeilo  ;  Mapplewell ; 
Marlborough  ;  Michaelstone-y-Vedw ; 
Moffat ;  Mouldsworth  ;  Muirkirk  (two) ; 
Mynydd  Parys ;  Nelson  (four) ;  New- 
bridge ;  Newcastle-on-Tyne  (five) ;  New 
Cathcart ;  Newchurch  ;  New  Cumnock ; 
Newport  (Isle  of  Wight)  (two) ,  Nitson  : 
North   Shields ;    Nottingham ;    Notting 
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Hill ;  Nunhead  ;  Oakonshaw  ;  Oldham ; 
Openshaw  ;  Oswestry ;  Parkstone  ;  Par- 
ton  ;  Peckham ;  Peckham  Ryo ;  Peiiy- 
bano  ;  Penzance  ;  Percy  Main  ;  Peter- 
borough ;  Petersfield  ;  Plumstead; 
Pollokshaws  (two) ;  PoUokshields ;  Pwll ; 
Radcliffo ;  Rasfcrick  ;  Rawtenstall ;  Read- 
ing ;  Rutherglen  (two) ;  Ryhill ;  St. 
Clears  (two) ;  Sancreed  ;  Scarborough ; 
Sevenoaks ;  Shanklin  (two) ;  Shildon 
(two) ;  Shipley ;  Snailbeach ;  South- 
ampton; Southporc  (thirty-three) ;  Spenny- 
more ;  Stair ;  Stirling ;  Stockport  (four) ; 
Streatham  ;  Street ;  Strickland  ;  Sunny- 
brow  ;  Tantobie ;  Tindale ;  Tooting  ; 
Tottenham  (two) ;  Tottington  ;  Trelech  ; 
Troon ;  Truro  (three) ;  Tulse  Hill  ;  Tyne- 
mouth  (three) ;  Waterfoot ;  West  Chilton ; 
Westhoughton  ;  Westminster  ;  Whelley ; 
White ;  Wigton  ;  Wishaw  ;  Wombwell 
(two) ;  Wood  Green ;  Woolston ;  and, 
Ystradgynlais ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL  ANT)  LIQUOR  TRAFFIC 
(LOCAL  OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  from  Clydebank,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR     TRAFFIC     (LOCAL     OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions     in     favour :     From     Cam-^ 
buslang ;    Clydebank  ;    Cornhill ;    Croy ; 
Edinburgh  ;   Galstone ;    Hightar ;    Kirk- ; 
wall  (two) ;  Milnathort ;  and  Peebles ;  to  | 
lie  upon  the  Table.  | 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  BILL. 
•   Petitions  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

METROPOLITAN  SEW'EPtS  AND  DRAINS 
BILL. 

Petitions  from  Bermondsey,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC      HOUSES      (?:XCLUSION      OF 
CHILDREN)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  From  Coupar 
Angus ;  and  Inverness ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
BILL. 

Petitions  from  Wandsworth,  in  favour  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF    FOOD     AND     DRUCJS    ACT 
(AMENDMENT)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Arlington 
Road,  N.  W.  ',  Bury ;  and,  Wavendon ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S   ENFRANCHISEMENT   BILL 
Petitions  in   favour:   From   Ipswich; 
Lambeth  and  other  places ;    and,  West 
Kensington  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The  following  Papers,  presented  by 
Command  of  His  Majesty  during  the 
Recess,  were  delivered  to  the  Librarian 
of  the  House  of  Commons  during  the 
Recess,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order 
of  the  Uth  August  1896. 

1.  Turkey  (No.  2,  1908).  Copy  of 
Further  Correspondence  respecting  Pro- 
posals by  His  Majesty's  Government  for 
Reforms  in  Macedonia. 

2.  Treaty  Series  (No.  8,  1D08).  Copy 
of  Supplementary  Agreement  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  Germany, 
respecting  Commercial  Travellers'  Samples, 
signed  at  Berlin,  10th  March  1908. 

3.  Treaty  Series  (No.  9,  1908).  Copy 
of  Accession  of  Spain  to  the  Deelaration 
respecting  Maritime  Law,  signed  at 
Paris   16th  April   1856,   18th    January 

1908. 

4.  Trade  Reports  (MiseeUaneoiu 
Series).  Copy  of  Diplomatic  and  Gonaa- 
lar  Report,    Miscellaneous    Series,    No. 

667. 

5.  Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series). 
Copies  of  Diplomatic  and  Gbneular 
Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos.  3969  and 

3970. 

6.  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Technical  Instruction  (Ireland)  (Departr 
mental  Committee).  Copy  of  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  on  Irish 
Forestry,  together  with  Minutes  of 
Evidence,  Appendices,  and  Index. 

7.  Transvaal.  Copy  of  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  Transvaal  Indentured 
Labour  I^aws  Temporary  Continuance 
Act,  1907. 

8.  Local  Government  (Scotland). 
Copy  of  Return  of  the  Areas,  Popolatioiii 
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and  Valuation  of  Counties,  Burghs,  and 
Parishes  in  Scotland. 

9.  Judicial  Statistics  (England  and 
Wales).  Copy  bf  Judicial  Statistics  for 
England  and  Wales,  1906.  Part  II. 
(Civil  Judicial  Statistics),  edited  by  Sir 
John  Macdonell,  C.B.,  LL.D.,  Master  of 
the  Supreme  Court. 

10.  Royal  Observatory  (Edinburgh). 
Copy  of  Eighteenth  Annual  Report  of 
the  Astronomer  Royal  for  Scotland. 

11.  Cost  of  Living  (German  Towns). 
Copy  of  Report  of  an  Inquiry  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  into  Working  Class 
Rents,  Housing,  and  Retail  Pi  ices, 
4»gether  with  Rates  of  Wages  in  certain 
Occupations  in  the  Principle  Industrial 
Towns  of  the  German  Empire,  with  an 
Introductory  Memorandum  and  a  Com- 
|>arison  of  Conditions  in  Germany  and 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Papers  do  lie 
«pon  the  Table. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

EDUCATION   (SCOTLAND)  (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy  presented,  of  General  Report  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  Northern  and 
Highland  Divisions  of  Scotland  for  the 
jear  1907  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND.) 
Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  for  the 
Preliminary  Education,  Training,  and 
Certification  of  Teachers  for  various 
Grades  of  Schools,  1908  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITY   OF   ST.   ANDREWS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Statistical 
Report  by  the  University  Court  of  the 
University  of  St.  Andrews  for  1906-7 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  118.] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ST.   ANDREVVS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Report  on 
the  State  of  the  Finances  of  the  Univer- 
sity for  the  year  1906-7  [by  Act];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  119.] 

NAVAL  SAVINGS   BANKS. 
Account    presented,    of    Deposits    in 
Naval  Savings  Banks,  and  the  payments 


thereof,  and  the  interest  thereon,  etc., 
during  the  financial  year  1906-7  [i»y 
Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  120.] 

LIFE  .\SSURANCE  COMPANIES. 
Copy  presented,  of  Statements  of 
Accounts,  and  of  Life  Assurance  and 
Annuity  Business  and  Abstracts  of 
Actuarial  Reports,  deposited  with  the 
Board  of  Trade  during  the  year  ended 
31st  December,  1907  [by  Act];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
121.] 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING   (MERCANTILE 
MARINE  FUND)  ACT,  1898. 

Copy  presented,  of  Draft  Order  in 
Council  altering  the  Exemptions  in  the 
Second  Schedule  to  the  Act,  by  adding 
thereto  Sailing  Yachts  not  registered  in 
the  British  Islands  which  come  into  terri- 
torial waters  adjacent  to  the  United 
Kingdom  with  the  sole  object  of  taking 
part  in  Yacht  Racing  [by  Act];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 
Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  advances 
made  under  The  Irish  Land  Act,  1903, 
during  the   month  of  April,    1907   [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (LOANS  RAISED  IN 
ENGLAND.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  all  Loans 
raised  in  England,  chargeable  on  the 
Revenues  of  India,  outstanding  at  the 
commencement  of  the  half-year  ending 
on  the  31st  March,  1908  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
122.] 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 
Copy  presented,  of  Statement  showing 
the  Cases  in  which  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion have  received  applications  from  Local 
Education  Authorities  for  Special  Grants 
for  the  building  of  New  Public  Ele- 
mentary Schools  and  the  stage  which 
each  Case  had  reached  on  31st  March, 
1908  [by  Commandj ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 
Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  for 
Secondary  Schools  in  force  from  1st 
August,  1908,  in  England  (excluding 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire)  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 
Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  for  the 
Preliminary  Education  of  Elementary 
School  Teachers :  (1)  Pupil  Teacher  Regu- 
lations; (2)  Bursary  Regulations;  (3) 
Student  Teacher  Regulations;  in  force 
from  Ist  August,  1908  in  England  (ex- 
cluding Wales  and  Monmouthshire)  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

HORSE-BREEDING  (ROYAL  COM- 
MISSION.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Twelfth  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Horse-Breeding 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GREEK  LOAN  OF  1898. 
Account  presented,  up  to  31st  March, 
1908  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EGYPTIAN  GUARANTEED  LOAN  OF 
1885. 

Account  presented,  up  to  Slst  March, 
1908  [by  ActJ ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY 
THE  CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

IRISH  LAND  PURCHASE  FUND. 
Accounts  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  National  Debt  in  respect 
of  the  Capital  and  Income  of  the  Irish 
Land  Purchase  Fund  in  the  year  ended 
31st  March,  1907,  together  with  the 
Report  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  thereon  [by  Act] ;  to  be  printed. 
[No.  123.] 

TRAMWAYS  AND  LIGHT  RAILWAYS 
(STRKETAND  ROAD). 

Return  ordered,  '*  of  Street  and  Road 
Tramways  and  Light  Railways  authorised 
by  Act  or  Order,  showing  the  amount  of 
capital  authorised,  paid  up,  and  expended ; 
the  length  of  line  authorised,  and  the 
length  open  for  public  traffic  down 
to  the  :ast  day  of  December,  1907,  in 
respect  of  companies,  and  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1908,  in  respect  of  local 
authorities  ;  the  gross  receipts,  working 
expenditure,  net  receipts,  and  appropria- 
tion of  net  receipts ;  the  number  of 
passengers  convoyed,  the  number  of 
miles  run  by  cars,  and  the  quantity  of 
electrical  energy  used  during  the  year 
ended  on  the  foregoing  dates  respec- 
tively;  together  with  the  number  of 
horses,  engines,  and  cars  at  those  dates 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 


No.  301,  of  Session  1907.")— (3fr.  Uoffd- 
George,) 

LOANS  CONTRACTKD  BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. 

Order  r26th  August,  1907]  for  8 
Return  relative  thereto  read,  and  dis- 
charged ;  and,  instead  thereof : — 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  follow- 
ing particulars  with  respect  to  Town 
Councils,  other  Urban  District  Councils, 
and  Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  in 
England  and  Wales,  that  is  to 
say  (a)  area  of  District  of  each  Council ; 
(b)  population  of  District  according  to 
the  last  Census ;  (c)  rateable  or  assessable 
value  of  District ;  (d)  rates  in  the  pound 
of  the  principal  rates  raised  in  the  year 
1905-6,  by,  or  for  the  purposes  of,  each 
Council ;  (e)  the  outstanding  balance,  al 
the  end  of  the  year  1905--6,  of  Loans 
contracted  by,  or  repayable  by,  each 
Council,  distinguishing  between  (1)  Loans 
for  waterworks,  gasworks,  electric 
lighting,  tramways,  markets,  or  harbours, 
docks,  etc.;  and  (2)  Loans  for  other 
purposes ;  and  (f)  amounts  remaining  in 
the  Sinking  Funds,  Loans  Funds,  and 
Redemption  Funds  of  each  Council  at  the 
end  of  the  year  1905-6."— (^r.  Henry 
Forster,) 

LAW  CHARGES  AND  CRIMINAL 
PROSECUTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Return  ordered,  "  Showing  the  amounts 
voted  for  Law  Charges  and  Criminal 
Prosecutions  in  Ireland  in  each  financial 
year  from  1881-2  to  1907-8,  both  in- 
clusive, distinguishing  Original  from 
Supplementary  Votes,  and  showing  also 
the  audited  expenditure  in  each  year,  so 
far  as  practicable,  and  the  amount  sui^ 
rendered  to  the  Exchequer  at  the  end  of 
each  year,  with  notes  explanatory  of  any 
new  charges  to  the  Vote  in  the  period 
mentioned." — {Mr,  Long,) 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE   VOTES. 


Telegraphic  Delays  at  Cork  Post  Office. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE  (Cork) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster- General  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  complaints  re- 
cently made  to  the  authorities  at  the  Cork 
post  office  regarding  delay  on  Press  and 
commercial  telegrams ;  will  he  cause  a 
Return  to  be  kept  of  all  delays  exceeding 
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fifteen  minutes  in  the  despatch  of  com- 
mercial telegrams  at  Cork  for  one  month, 
and  to  furnish  an  explanation  for  the 
cause  of  such  delays,  if  any,  and  a  Return 
of  all  waits  given  to  stations  working  to 
Cork  during  that  time  ;  will  be  also  give 
a  Return  of  the  deaths  and  sick  leave  of 
the  Cork  Post  Office  staff  for  the  five 
years  ended  31st  December,  1907,  as 
compared  with  the  previous  five  years ; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  the  local  medical 
officer  attributed  the  increased  sick  leave 
to  the  hustling  methods  recently  adopted, 
he  will  take  steps  to  see  that  the  Cork 
Post  Office  staff  perform  their  work  under 
conditions  less  trying  to  their  health. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,) 
Complaints  such  as  those  to  which  the 
ton.  Member  refers  have  not  recently 
been  made  either  to  the  Postmaster  of 
Cork,  or  to  the  Surveyor,  or  to  me. 
Returns  made  in  the  ordinary  course, 
low  before  me,  show  no  undue  delay,  and 
[  see  no  reason  for  having  special  Returns 
^ken.  Seven  deaths  occurred  among 
Ae  indoor  staff  at  the  Cork  Post  Office 
luring  the  quinquennial  period  ending 
December,  1902,  and  five  during  the  five 
rears  ending  December,  1907.  The 
iverage  annual  sick-rate  during  the  first 
>eriod  was  5  •  2  days  for  men  and  6  •  9  days 
or  women,  and  during  the  second  period 
^5  days  for  men  and  13-1  for  women, 
rhe  former  rates  were  below  the  average 
or  the  Irish  Post  Office  staff  generally, 
rhile  the  latter  rates  were  slightly  above 
he  normal  as  regards  men  and  normal  as 
egards  women.  Last  year  the  sick- 
ate  at  Cork  stood  lower  than  it  did  in 
,ny  of  the  preceding  four  years,  with  the 
ingle  exception  of  the  rate  for  women  in 
904.  There  is  no  reason  to  think  that 
he  conditions  of  working  which  prevail 
t  Cork  are  unduly  trying.  The  medical 
fficer  (whose  views  are  not  accurately 
epresented  in  the  Question)  states  that 
rhile  some  temporary  cases  of  nervous 
ebility  among  the  female  staff  may  have 
een  due  to  the  strain  of  work,  he  has  no 
pecific  case  recorded  of  illness  attri- 
utable  to  that  cause,  and  as  regards 
le  staff  generally  he  has  stated  spon- 
ineously  in  his  annual  reports  to  the 
lief  medical  officer  throughout  the  last 
m  years,  that  the  various  duties  did  not 
ppear  to  have  any  detrimental  effect  on 
leir  health. 


Bristol  Telegraph  Staff  and  the  Efficiency 
Bate. 

Mr.  SEDDON  (Lancashire,  Newton) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster- General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  the  Bristol  office 
junior  members  of  the  staff,  employed 
during  the  greater  part  of  the  year  in  the 
sorting  office,  have  had  their  increments 
arrested  for  failing  to  pass  the  efficiency 
test  required  of  a  telegraphist  regarding 
punching  Wheatstone  slip,  although  not 
yet  at  the  efficiency  bar  ;  whether  mem- 
bers of  the  staff  who  passed  the  efficiency 
test  for  their  last  increment  have  been 
compelled  to  undergo  examination  again 
before  receiving  their  readjustment  of' 
wages  under  the  Hobhouse  scheme  ;  and 
whether  he  can  state  the  reason  for  this 
action  at  Bristol,  seeing  it  has  been  taken 
in  no  other  office  in  the  country. 

(Ansicered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  I 
have  received  communications  on  both 
these  subjects  from  the  Postal  Telegraph 
Clerks'  Association. 

Anning  of  the  **  Dreadnought." 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  Board  intend  to  take  steps  to  re-arm 
the  "  Dreadnought "  for  defence  against 
the  attacks  of  destroyers,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  only  grms  supplied  to  her  for 
this  purpose  are  inadequate,  and  the 
"  Invincible "  class  and  all  succeeding 
"  Dreadnoughts  "  have  been  given  4-inch, 
guns  instead  of  12-pounders,  as  in  the 
"  Dreadnought." 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
No,  Sir.  The  12-pounder  gun  is  not  con- 
sidered an  inadequate  defence  against 
torpedo  attack. 

Acting  Oyerseer  at  Belfast  Post  Office. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  why  the  practice 
adopted  in  former  years  of  employing 
the  senior  sorting  clerk  and  telegraphist 
as  acting  overseer  is  being  departed  from, 
in  the  Belfast  sorting  office  ;  and  whether 
he  is  aware  that  this  officer  will  be  there- 
by deprived  of  the  monetary  advantage 
recommended  by  the  Hobhouse  Com- 
mittee to  an  officer  acting  on  a  superior 
duty  for  two  raorvths. 
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(Answered  hj  Mr.  Si/dnef/  Buxton,)  It 
is  tho  general  practice  not  to  restrict 
«  uploynient  on  substitution  to  the  senior 
o  Beer  of  a  class,  but  to  take  all  reasonable 
opportunity  for  testing  the  qualifications 
of  a  number  of  those  who  are  approaching 
the  top  of  the  class.  No  doubt  this  is 
what  his  occurred  at  Belfast,  but  I  am 

ving  inquiry  made. 

Sick  and  Annual  Leave  of  Post  Office 
Medical  Officers. 

Mr.  field  (DubUn,  St.  Patrick): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 


he  will  state  the  amount  of  sick  leave  and 
annual  leave,  respectively,  of  each  of  the 
Post  Office  medical  officers  in  London, 
male  and  female,  during  each  of  the  last 
five  years. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  BuxUm.)  1 
annex  a  statement  showing  the  sick  leavw 
of  the  Post  Office  headquarters  medical 
staff  during  the  last  five  years,  and  the 
annual  leave  to  which  each  medical 
officer  is  entitled.  The  third  assistant 
medical  officer  and  the  resident  medical 
officer  have  been  omitted,  as  they  have 
not  yet  been  employed  for  a  full  year. 


Sick  absence 
1904.      ;      1905. 

1906. 

1907. 

Annual  Ifltve 

19j3. 

allowed. 

Chief  medical  officer    - 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

3  days 

Nil 

5to6weeks 

Second  medical  officer 

5  days 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

5  weeks 

Female  medical  officer 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

5  weeks 

Assistant  female  medical 
officer 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

5  weeks 

First  assistant  to  medical 
officer 

'      Nil 

3  days 

Nil 

Nil 

Nil 

4to5weeks 

Assistant    to     medical 
officer 

'      Nil 

Iday 

105  days 

Nil 

NH 

4to5weeks 

Salaries  of  Post  Office  Medical  Officers. 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster 
General,  whether  he  will  state  the  name, 
age,  length  of  service,  medical  qualifica- 
tion, salary  from  Imperial  funds,  and 
emoluments  from  other  sources,  of  each 
of  the  Post  Office  medical  officers  in 
London,  male  and  female. 

(Answered  hij  Mr.  Sydnejf  Buxton.) 
There  are  over  ninety  medical  officers  in 
the  London  postal  district  in  addition  to 
the  headquarters  staff.  The  preparation 
of  the  Return  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  involve  considerable 
labour,  without,  as  it  appears  to  me, 
leading  to  any  very  useful  result. 

Duties  of  Chief  Clerk  at  Cork  Post  Of&ce. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE:    To  ask  the  Post- 

master-Greneral,  if  he  will  state  what  are 


the  duties  of  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Cork 
Post  Office ;  has  he  any  special  reports 
showing  that  the  present  chief  clerk  has 
been  mainly  employed  on  special  duties 
since  his  advent  to  office  and  his  duties 
worked  by  an  assistant  superintendent; 
if  so,  will  he  create  a  vacancy  for  a  fint- 
class  superintendent  in  addition  to  the 
existing  position  of  chief  clerk. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
Since  the  adoption  of  changes  leoom- 
mended  by  the  Select  Committee  the 
chief  clerk  at  Cork  has  been  styled 
'•  superintendent."  His  regular  duties 
are  similar  to  those  performed  by  officers 
of  the  same  rank  at  other  offices  of  equal 
importance,  and  in  the  ordinary  course 
it  has  been  necessary,  since  the  early 
part  of  last  year,  to  require  him  to 
devote  a  part  of  his  time  to  the  canying 
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out  of  changes  in  connection  with  the 
•organisation  and  arrangements  of  the 
office.  In  accordance  with  the  usual 
practice,  some  of  his  ordinary  routine 
work  has  been  delegated  to  the  officer 
next  in  rank  to  him  on  the  postal  side. 
A  revision  of  the  indoor  force  is  now  in 
hand,  and  the  question  of  the  sufficiency 
or  otherwise  of  the  supervising  staff 
will  be  dulv  considered 
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Subsistence  Allowance  at  Cork  Post 
Office. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE:  To  ask  the  Post- 
master Greneral  whether  a  subsistence 
allowance  is  given  to  established  officers 
•on  temporary  relief  duty ;  and,  if  so, 
^will  he  explain  why  this  subsistence 
allowance  has  been  withheld  from  three 
juniors  clerks  in  the  Cork  Post  Office 
who  were  appointed  to  the  establish- 
ment whilst  on  relief  duty. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
It  is  the  case  that  an  allowance  for  sub- 
sistence is  given  to  established  officers 
when  sent  out  for  temporary  duty  at 
places  other  than  their  headquarters. 
The  three  officers  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  were  learners  at  Cork  when  they 
accepted  the  offer  of  temporary  employ- 
ment elsewhere,  and  for  such  employ- 
ment they  were  paid  the  usual  inclusive 
-wages  of  25s.  a  week.  In  each  case  their 
appointment  to  the  establishment  was 
made  after  their  return  to  Cork,  but  was 
allowed  to  bear  an  earlier  date  in  con- 
sideration of  their  long  service  as  learner. 

-Orerseers  performing  Operators  work  at 
Cork  Post  Office. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE:  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General if  the  superintendent  of 
telegraphs  and  some  of  the  overseers  in 
the  Cork  telegraphs  are  at  present  daily 
performing,  for  considerable  periods,  the 
work  of  ordinary  telegraph  operators, 
and,  if  so,  will  he  consider  the  necessity 
of  increasing  the  Cork  telegraph  staff, 
as  the  employment  of  these  officials  as 
operators  is  an  economic  loss  to  the 
Department. 

(Ansufcred  hy  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton.) 
The  hon.  Member  appears  to  have  been 
misinformed.  I  am  assured  that  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  superintendent  of 
telegraphs   and   some   of    the    overseers 


at  Cork  are  at  present  daily  performing, 
for  considerable  periods,  the  work  of 
ordinary  operators.  Indeed,  under  normal 
conditions  the  present  force  of  sorting 
clerks  and  telegraphists  on  the  telegraph 
side  at  Cork  is  in  excess  of  the  require- 
ments, and  it  is  proposed  to  adjust  it  in 
connection  with  a  revision  now  in  hand. 
Of  course,  on  exceptional  occasions,  it  is 
not  at  all  unusual  for  a  supervising  officer 
at  any  office  to  render  temporary  assis- 
tance at  the  instruments  for  a  short  time, 
provided  that  the  proper  supervision  of 
the  duties  is  not  thereby  interfered  with, 
and  this  seems  to  have  been  the  case  at 
Cork. 

Overtime  for  Mechamc  at  Manchester 
Post  Office. 

Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Postmaster-General,  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  superintending  engineer  at 
Manchester  is  bringing  a  mechanic  on 
duty  one  and  a  half  hoUrs  earlier  than 
the  stated  hour  for  commencing  duty 
and  refuses  to  pay  overtime  for  the 
extra  time  worked ;  and  will  he  give 
instructions  that  overtime  be  paid. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  mechanic  in  question  was  brought 
on  duty  one  hour  before  his  usual  time 
from  the  20th  to  the  30th  ultimo  and 
released  an  hour  before  his  usual  time  of 
departure  ;  on  the  Slst  ultimo  and  1st 
instant,  he  was  brought  on  duty  an 
hour  and  a  half  before  his  usual  time 
and  released  correspondingly  early.  His 
normal  hours  of  duty  were  in  no  case 
exceeded,  and  the  question  of  payment 
for  overtime  does  not  therefore  arise. 

Alleged  Sweating  in  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster- General  whether 
at  the  inquiry  into  the  grievances  of  Post 
Office  officials  in  1906,  a  distinct  promise 
was  made  by  the  Secretary  t6  the  Post 
Office  that  all  assistants  employed  at 
head  offices  and  at  sub-offices  paid  on  the 
head-office  system  would  be  forthwith 
placed  on  the  establishment ;  whether, 
considering  these  assistants  have  been 
and  are  still  performing  exactly  similar 
duties  to  the  established  force,  they  are 
still  obliged  to  work  on  Sundays  without 
payment,  and  during  sickness  one-third 
of  their  pay  is  stopped,  and  a  reduced 
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divisions,     from 
ratios  result : — 


which     the     following 


East       Stain- 

cliffe 
West     Stain- 

cliffe 
Ewecross 
Bolton  -  by  - 

Bowland 


On-Licences 

per  10,000 

of  population. 

25- 12 


29-77 
37-14 

50-04 


Persons 
per  acre. 

•28 

•09 
-09 

•06 


Clubs  struck  off  the  Register. 
Mr.  QiOUGH  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
will  issue  forthwith  a  Return  of  all  clubs 
where  intoxicants  were  sold  that  have 
been  struck  oif  the  register  throughout 
England  and  Wales,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Licensing  Act,  1902,  and  showing 
under  which  particular  provisions  of  the 
Act  they  were  struck  off  the  register. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone,) 
The  numbers  of  clubs  struck  off  the 
register  are  shown  for  every  licensing 
district  in  the  Annual  Volumes  of  Licens- 
ing Statistics,  Table  V.,  and  are  sum- 
marised in  the  Introduction.  I  do  not 
possess  the  further  information  asked 
for  iu  the  Question,  and,  after  making 
inquiry,  I  find  that  I  could  not  now 
obtain  the  infonnation  necessary  to  make 
a  complete  or  useful  Return. 

Condition  of  Courtown  Harbour. 
Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Wexford, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  (Ireland) 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
present  condition  of  Courtown  Harbour  ; 
if  the  Department  is  aware  of  the  state 
of  that  harbour,  and  of  the  nature  of 
the  improvements  required  there  ;  and 
if  he  proposes  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
The  attention  of  the  Department  has 
been  called  to  the  present  condition  of 
Courtown  Harbour.  The  maintenance 
of  the  harbour  is  vested  in  the  county 
counciL  The  Department  assisted  the 
county  council  on  previous  occasions  in 
clearing  away  the  bar  which  from  time  to 
time  forms  across  the  harbour  mouth. 


Owing  to  the  nature  of  the  case  all  suA 
assistance  must  be  only  of  temporary 
utility.  The  Department  cannot  at 
present  render  immediate  assistance  at 
Courtown,  as  the  steam  crane  whick 
was  formerly  used  there  is  engaged  else- 
where, but  they  will  communicate  with 
the  county  council  and  see  if  any  vM 
of  the  situation  can  be  arranged  for. 

Importation  of  Carcases  of  Oalrm  ttm 
Holland  and  Belgium. 

•  Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  hoiL 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  re- 
presenting the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  he  is^ 
aware  that  carcases  of  calves  are  im- 
ported from  Holland  and  Belgium  with 
the  skins  on ;  whether  his  experts 
consider  it  safe  to  allow  this  importation 
from  a  country  where  •  cattle  disease 
exists ;  and  whether  he  will  make  in- 
quiries and  regulations  regarding  it. 

(Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachejj) 
The  subject  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
refers  has  been  frequently  under  con- 
sideration, but  it  has  not  been  thought 
necessary  or  practicable  to  place  restric- 
tions on  the  trade  in  dead  meat.  The 
carcases  in  question  seldom,  if  ever, 
come  in  contact  with  animals,  and  no 
outbreak  of  disease  has  been  circum- 
stantially traced  to  them. 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department  Staft 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  the  membei» 
of  the  old  examiner  class  in  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Audit  Department  at  the 
time  of  the  1905  reorganisation  weie 
informed  by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor- 
General  that  facilities  would  be  given 
them  if  they  wished  to  retire,  as  ther 
could  expect  to  derive  no  benefit  from 
the  then  contemplated  reorganisation; 
if  so,  whether  he  will  explain  how  the 
holding  out  of  these  facilities  and  of  no 
prospects  of  advancement  were  in  the 
interests  of  these  officials ;  and  whether 
he  will  further  explain  how  this  procedure 
can  be  reconciled  with  the  subsequent 
promotion  of  two  members  of  this  claiw. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Bunciman.)  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  replies  of 
24th  June  and  6th  August  last,  to  which 
I  have  nothing  to  add. 
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Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  why  Messrs.  Baker 
M'Kown,  Hunt,  Corbet,  Adams,  and  Pool 
were  recently  passed  over  in  making 
promotions  in  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  discontent  caused  in  departments 
generally,  and  in  this  department  in 
particular,  since  the  appointment  of 
the  present  Assistant  Comptroller  and 
Auditor,  by  the  present  system  of  selec- 
tion in  making  promotions,  he  will 
endeavour  to  induce  the  Government 
to  set  up  a  special  Court  of  Appeal  to 
whom  aggrieved  Civil  servants  may 
refer  their  cases  when  they  think  heads 
of  Departments  have  acted  vindictively 
or  unjustly  towards  them. 

Mr.  FIELD:  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  that 
Messrs.  Knowles,  Hurley,  and  Brown, 
of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department, 
were  passed  over  for  promotion  on  Ist 
November  last,  that  their  principal 
clerks  admitted  that  they  had  not  been 
consulted  with  reference  to  such  pro- 
motions from  1st  November,  1906,  to 
Ist  November,  1907,  and  that  the  com- 
parative merits  of  members  of  any  De- 
partment can  be  known  only  by  the 
respective  chiefs  under  whom  they  im- 
mediately serve,  he  will  now  cause  an 
independent  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
subject  of  such  promotions  in  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Audit  Department. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  explain  the 
system  of  promotion  in  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Department  under  which 
Messrs.  Reynolds,  Day,  Rainbott,  Litten, 
Borthwick,  Cope,  Varian,  Cato,  and 
Smith  have  recently  been  passed  over ; 
and,  seeing  that  the  passing  over  of 
capable  and  efficient  officers  causes  much 
unrest  amongst  these  and  other  members 
of  this  Department  and  militates  against 
its  efficiency,  and  that  a  reference  to  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor- General  will 
merely  produce  a  defence  of  his  own 
action,  will  he  cause  independent  inquiry 
to  be  made,  with  a  view  to  the  securing 
of  an  impartial  judgment  on  the  subject. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Runciman.)  For 
an  Answer  to  these  three  Questions  I 
must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply 


of  28th  August  last.  To  that  reply  I 
have  nothing  to  add  except  to  express 
my  regret  that  the  forms  of  the  House 
should  be  used  to  cast  an  imputation, 
which  I  believe  to  be  wholly  unfounded, 
on  an  official  of  so  high  character  and 
with  so  distinguished  a  record  as  the 
Assistant  Comptroller  and  Auditor.  I 
see  no  reason  for  the  suggested  inquiry. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  son  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor-General's  pri- 
vate secretary  failed  to  pass  the  pre- 
liminary examination  for  the  Second 
Division,  which  consisted  of  three  sub- 
jects, handwriting,  orthography,  and 
simple  arithmetic,  the  examiners  being 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners ;  if  so, 
will  he  say  what  were  the  subjects  of  the 
educational  test  this  nominated  gentle- 
man passed  on  entering  the  old  Colonial 
Audit  Branch,  and  who  were  the  ex- 
aminers ;  and  whether  this  gentleman 
has  now  the  option  of  serving  in  the 
newly  amalgamated  Colonial  Audit 
Branch  and  Exchequer  and  Audit  De- 
partment on  similar  duties  to  those  per- 
formed* by  his  open-competition  con- 
temporaries, but  with  nearly  twice  the 
salary  of  any  one  of  them. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Runciman,)  The 
suggestions  in  the  Question  are  entirely 
without  foundation. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  reference  to  a 
request  for  investigation  into  the  cases 
of  men  in  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  De- 
partment who  have  been  passed  over  for 
promotion,  and  which  involved  the 
mention  of  their  names,  he  will  say  if  any 
of  these  men  have  spontaneously  come 
forward  and  expressed  disapproval  of 
this  request  for  investigation ;  and, 
seeing  that  the  future  career  of  all  the 
men  passed  over  is  largely  in  the  hands 
of  their  principal  clerks,  and  that  the 
principal  clerk  of  the  Fifth  Division  of 
the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department 
sent  for  certain  of  these  men  who  work 
under  him  and  asked  them  whether  they 
disapproved  of  this  request  for  investiga- 
tion, will  he  say  whether  it  is  intended 
to  attach  any  importance  to  any  ex- 
pression of  disapproval  obtained  under 
such  circumstances  ;     and   whether  the^ 
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Comptroller  and  Auditor- General  or  the 
Assistant  Comptroller  and  Auditor  were 
aware  of  the  action  of  the  principal  clerk 
referred  to. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Runciman,)  The 
facts  are  misrepresented  in  the  Question, 
hut  many  of  the  officers  mentioned  have 
come  forward  and  expressed  their  strong 
objection  to  the  unauthorised  use  of 
their  names  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  present  Assis- 
tant Comptroller  and  Auditor  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Treasury  ;  what  positions  did  he  occupy 
prior  to  his  present  appointment,  and 
for  what  leufrth  of  time  did  he  hold  each 
of  such  positions :  and  what  were  his 
.  ijualitications  for  the  post  of  Assistant 
Comptroller  and  Auditor. 

(Ansicered  by  Mr.  JiUuciman.)  The 
Assistant  Comptroller  and  Audit  or- 
(ftMieral  was  appointed  by  the  Cro^^^l  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  there  is  no  foundation  for 
the  sujigestion  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Question.  I  do  not  think  that  any 
useful  pur[H)se  would  be  served  by 
making  inquiries  on  the  other  matters 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  field  :    To  ask  the  Secretary  to  | 
the  Treasury   whether,   seeing   that   the  ; 
pn»sent  Comptroller  and  Auditor-General 
on  his  appointment  entered  into  a  com-  I 
pact  with  the  Treasury  to  retire  at  the  j 
atre  of  sixty-five,    he  will  state  the    age 
of   this     gentleman :     and    whether   he 
intends  to  adhere  to  the  terms  of  this 

COUU\U't. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  that  the 
present  Comptroller  and  Auditor- General 
on  his  appointment  entered  into  a  com- 
pact with  the  Treasury  to  retire  at  the 
age  of  sixty. live,  he  w;li  say  it  the  terms 
of  this  compact  further  iiiiliiiled  the 
stipulation  that  he  was  to  ait  as  the 
nomir.al  head  of  the  Exchequer  a:vd 
Audit  Department,  ar.d  that  the  Assis- 
tant Comptroller  and  Auditor  should  be 
.the  actual  heaiL 


(Ansivered  by  Mr.  Runciman.)  I  haie 
nothing  to  add  to  the  numerous  replies 
already  given  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  state  tl» 
actual  hours  of  attendance  of  the  prin- 
cipal clerk  of  the  Fifth  Division  in  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department,  his 
actual  hours  of  attendance  as  secretaiy 
to  the  Royal  Almoner,  and  the  annual 
emolmnente  he  receives  for  each  of  those 
two  positions. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Runciman.)  This 
officer,  like  all  other  members  of  the 
Department,  is  required  to  give  a  daily 
attendance  of  seven  hours.  The  scales 
of  pay  of  principal  clerks  in  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Department  are  shown  in  the 
Parliamentary  Estimates.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  emoluments  of  the 
secretary  of  the  Lord  High  Almoner, 
which  are  not  provided  out  of  voted 
monevs,  nor  as  to  the  attendance  re- 
quired, which,  as  I  have  previously 
informed  the  hon.  Member,  is  performed 
outside  the  regular  office  hours. 

Auditing  of  Irish  Pnblie  AccoantB. 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  that  the 
present  system  of  auditing  the  Irish 
public  accounts  in  London  causes  duplica- 
tion of  work  and  waste  of  public  money, 
and  that  Ireland  loses  £10.000  per  annum 
by  having  this  Irish  work  done  in  London, 
he  will  further  consider  the  advisability 
of  having  this  Irish  work  done  in  Ireland 

(Ansicered  by  Mr.  Runciman.)  I  hate 
nothing  to  add  to  the  previous  replies 
which  I  have  given  on  this  question. 

Wages  of  Govenmsat  Wotken  in  DoliUii- 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  th^t,  with 
reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  the  subject  of  rents  paid  and 
the  jieneral  cost  of  living  in  certain  large 
towns  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  as 
they  affect  the  working  classes,  the 
i  ombined  riiures  of  rent  and  prices  of 
iommodities  being  taken  as  100  in 
London,  the  figures  for  Dublin  are  ninety- 
four,  or  only  6  per  cent,  below  London, 
he   will  sav  whv  the  watchen  in  the 
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Dublin  Customs  have  only  21s.  a  week,  , 
the   Dublin   park   workers   only    16s.    a  I 
week,  the  A.   0.  D., .  Dublin,  only  20s.  I 
a    week,    whilst    the    London    Customs  ; 
watchers  get  248.  a  week,  the  London  ' 
park  workers  24s.  to  26s.  a  week,  and  the 
A.  0  D..,  Woolwich,  23s.  a  week ;    and 
why  the  wages  of  Government  workers 
in  the  London  area  are  from  15  to  33  per 
cent,  higher  than  those  paid  in  Dublin. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Runciman.)  Haying 
regard  to  the  general  level  of  wages 
in  Dublin  I  think  that  the  rates  paid 
to  the  several  classes  of  employees 
referred  in  the  Question  are  adequate, 
and  I  cannot  enter  into  a  comparison 
with  the  rates  paid  in  London. 

Beligiaas  Education  of  Pauper  Children. 

Mr.  W.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
Greorge*s) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  case 
which  recently  came  before  the  board 
of  guardians  of  St.  George's  in  the  East, 
in  which  the  father  of  three  children 
admitted  to  the  workhouse  desired  that 
they  would  be  brought  up  in  the  Roman 
Cadxolic  faith,  that  being  the  faith  of 
their  mother  and  that  in  which  they 
themselves  had  been  baptised  ;  whether, 
because  the  father  was  described  as 
Church  of  England  on  admission,  the 
Lpcal  Government  Board  refused  to 
permit  the  guardians  to  bring  the  children 
up  as  Roman  Catholics ;  and  whether 
the  guardians  would  be  able,  under  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1868,  to  bring 
up  the  children  in  the  faith  the  father 
desired. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  Section 
17  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act, 
1868,  requires  in  regard  to  any  child 
in  a  workhouse  under  twelve  years  of 
age,  that  the  master  of  the  workhouse 
shall  enter  in  the  creed  register  as  the 
religious  creed  of  the  child  the  religious 
creed  of  the  father,  if  the  master  knows 
or  can  ascertain  the  same  by  reasonable 
inquiry.  In  the  present  case  it  appears 
that  the  father  is  a  Protestant,  and  I 
presume  he  belongs  to  the  Church  of 
England.  It  would  seem,  therefore,  that 
the  entry  in  the  creed  register  in  respect 
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of  the  religious  creed  of  the  children  was 
correct.  The  attention  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  called  to  the 
case.  They  pointed  out  the  effect  of  the 
section  to  which  I  have  referred,  but  they 
did  not  refuse  to  permit  the  guardians 
to  bring  up  the  children  as  Roman 
Catholics,  nor  do  they  propose  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter. 

Public  Health  Act,  1907— Regulations. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  (Jovemment  Board  whether  he 
is  in  a  position  to  say  when  the  regula- 
tions in  connection  with  the  Public 
Health  (Regulation  of  Foods)  Act,  1907, 
will  be  published. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  The 
regulations  are  in  an  advanced  state  of 
preparation,  and  I  hope  they  will  shortly 
be  issued. 


Inspectioii  of  Imported  Veat. 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Glasgow  veterinary 
surgeon  is  of  opinion  that  all  meat 
imported  from  over  seas  ought  to  be 
presented  for  examination  in  such  form 
as  would  enable  inspectors  here  to  revise 
the  previous  work  of  inspection  and 
thus  form  a  fair  idea  as  to  the  whole- 
someness  for  human  food,  and  that  all 
boneless  meat  or  scrap  should  be  entirely 
excluded  ;  and  whether  the  Government 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  appoint- 
ing and  psLjing  such  a  staff  of  inspectors. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums.)  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  Report. 
I  propose  that  the  regulations  under  the 
Public  Health  (Regulations  as  to  Food) 
Act  which  I  have  in  preparation  should 
deal  with  imported  boneless  scrap  meat. 
Other  matters  relating  to  the  wholesome- 
ness  of  imported  meat  are  receiving  my 
attention,  but  I  do  not  think  that  in- 
spection of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the 
last  part  of  the  Question  would  be  practic- 
able at  the  present  time. 

Drainage  of  the  Biver  Bobe. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
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that  thousands  of  pounds  worth  of 
property  has  been  annually  destroyed  on 
the  land  of  the  small  farmers  who  live 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  River  Robe,  in 
the  Claremoms  Union,  county  Mayo ; 
whether  petitions  have  been  lodged  with 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  asking 
that  body  to  do  something  towards 
remedying  the  condition  of  affairs  exist- 
ing all  over  that  district ;  and  whether 
more  than  a  year  ago  a  promise  was 
made  by  the  Board  to  assist  in  the 
drainage  of  that  river  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
the  reason  they  have  failed  to  redeem 
their  promise  in  a  matter  of  urgencv  to 
numbers  of  poor  people. 

(Ansxcered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  have  been  urged 
to  undertake  drainage  operations  on  the 
upper  reaches  of  the  River  Robe  for  the 
benefit  of  the  congested  districts  through 
which  the  river  flows,  including  some 
of  the  Board's  estates.  About  11^  miles 
of  the  lower  portion  of  the  river  is  already 
under  the  control  of  local  drainage 
trustees.  In  July,  1906,  the  Board 
made  an  offer  to  the  Claremorris  Rural 
District  Comicil  to  contribute  two-thirds 
of  the  estimated  cost  of  £3,500,  provided 
that  a  drainage  board  should  be  formed 
which  would  undertake  to  carry  out  the 
proposed  works  on  the  upper  part  of 
the  river  and  be  afterwards  responsible 
for  their  proper  maintenance.  It  would 
seem  to  be  for  the  district  comicil  to 
consider  whether  they  can  comply  with 
the  conditions  upon  which  the  Board 
made  their  offer  of  assistance. 


Sale  of  the  Island  Farm,  Knox  Estate. 
Mr.   JOHN   O'DONNELL:      To   ask 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  about  three  years  ago  the  Island 
farm,  consisting  of  about  400  acres  of 
good  land,  on  the  Knox  estates,  near 
Ballyhamiis,  coimty  Mayo,  was  pur- 
chased by  the  Congested  Districts  Board ; 
that  this  farm  has  since  then  been  grazed 
and  managed  by  the  Board,  and  that  the 
greatest  desire  exists  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  in  the  neighbourhood  to  have 
this  farm  broken  up,  so  that  there  may 
be  an  enlargement  of  the  holdings  on 
which  they  try  to  live  suitably  to  their 
reqiiii-einents,    and    that   they   have   on  \ 


many  occasions  asked  the  Board 'to 
carry  out  their  wishes  in  this  respect 
without  result ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  this  treatment  of  these  tenants,  owing, 
to  the  delay  in  the  breaking  up  of  this 
farm,  he  will  have  steps  taken  to  have 
the  places  divided  forthwith,  so  that 
each  tenant  might  improve  his  portion 
in  his  own  way  and  prevent  further  pain 
and  disappointment  to  the  tenantry. 

(Ansiffered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  estate 
in  question  is  for  sale  in  the  Land  Judge's 
Court.  The  Congested  Districts  Board 
were  negotiating  for  its  purchase,  but  for 
reasons  already  fully  stated  they  have 
been  obliged  to  postpone  making  an  offer 
in  consequence  of  the  state  of  their  funds. 
The  Board,  therefore,  are  in  the  position 
of  grazing  tenants  pending  the  sale  to 
them  of  the  estate.  No  steps  for  the 
division  of  the  land  can  be  taken  until 
the  sale  to  them  has  been  effected. 


Economic  Holdings  at  Kilmaine. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  when  the 
grazing  farms  in  the  parish  of  Kilmaine, 
Ballinrobe  Union,  and  County  of  Mayo, 
are  being  divided,  he  will  give  instruc- 
tions to  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
to  see  that  the  needs  of  the  people  of 
the  parish  -mW  be  properly  attended  to, 
with  a  view  to  creating  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  economic  holdings  to  provide 
those  who  are  now  living  on  miserable 
patches  with  enough  land  to  live  on 
before  applications  from  others  will  be 
granted. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  have  postponed 
the  distribution  of  the  lands  in  their 
possession  at  Kilmaine  imtil  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Congestion 
has  been  received  and  considered. 
Under  the  existing  law  the  Board  have 
no  power  to  enlarge  holdings  over  £5 
valuation  in  non-congested   districts. 

Sale  of  the  Begley  Estate,  Iskerlavally. 
Mr.    JOHN    O'DONNELL:    To   ask 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  landlord 
ot  the  Begley  estate,  Iskerlavally,  in  the 
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CJlaremorris  Union,  offered  the  property 
for  sale  to  the  Congested  Districts  Board  ; 
"whether  the  tenants  have  agreed  to  leave 
"the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Board; 
and,  seeing  that  the  estate  is  much  con- 
gested, and  that  both  parties  have  agreed 
to  have  the  purchase  carried  out  through 
that  body,  and  that  necessity  for  the 
relief  of  congestion  exists  on  that  estate, 
he  will  see  that  instructions  to  the  Board's 
officials  to  proceed  with  the  work  will 
not  be  further  withheld. 

{Ansivered  by  Mr.  Birrdl.)  For  reasons 
which  I  have  already  fully  stated  to  the 
House,  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
have  been  obliged  to  suspend  negotia- 
tions for  purchase  in  the  case  of  this  and 
other  tenanted  estates. 

Labourers  Act  Inquiry  at  Mallingar. 

Sir  WALTER  NUGENT  (Westmeath, 
N.)  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  why,  at  the  recent  Local  Govern- 
ment inquiry  held  under  the  Labourers 
Act  at  Mullingar,  five  bona  fide  appli- 
cants for  labourers'  cottages  on  non- 
residential grazing  land  were  rejected, 
the  said  land  being  situated  in  the  town- 
land  of  Rathnure  and  electoral  division 
of  Clonfad,  and  this  nothwithstanding 
the  fact  that  there  is  considerable  tillage 
in  the  neighbourhood  for  which  addi- 
tional labourers  are  required. 

(Answered  hij  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Local 
Grovernnient  Board  assume  that  the  five 
cases  alluded  to  in  the  Question  are  those 
in  which  applications  were  made  for 
cottages  on  the  property  of  Mr.  C.  B. 
Marlay  in  the  town  land  of  Rathnure. 
The  inspector  considered  that  the  neces- 
sity for  the  proposed  cottages  was  not 
established.  The  applicants  were  young 
lingle  men,  who  were  living  with  their 
Darents,  and  for  whom  house  accommo- 
iation  did  not  appear  to  be  particularly 
required. 

Non-Production  of  Vouchers  by  the 
Bathmines  and  Bathgar  Urban  Council. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.)  : 
To  ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
^ware  that  certain  vouchers  have  been 
irithheld    from   the   ratepayers   by   the 


Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Urban  Council, 
contrary  to  th%  provisions  of  Article  27 
of  the  Public  Bodies  Order,  1904  ;  that 
ratepayers,  viz.,  Messrs.  O'Ratigan,  Sulli- 
van, and  O^DriscoU,  have  complained  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  this 
matter  with  reference  to  the  audit  of  the 
31st  March,  1907  ;  and  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  failed  to  decide 
on  the  grievance  as  to  the  non-produc- 
tion of  vouchers,  and  has  failed  to  give 
any  redress  to  the  aggrieved  ratepayers  ; 
and  will  the  correspondence  as  to  the 
non-production  of  vouchers  at  the  audit 
of  the  Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Urban 
Council's  accounts  for  the  year  ended 
the  31st  March,  1907,  between  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  the  above  rate- 
payers, between  the  said  Board  and  the 
Rathmines  Urban  Council,  and  between 
the  said  Board  and  the  auditor,  Mr.  John 
L.  King,  and  all  reports  connected  there- 
with, be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  I  am  in- 
formed that  all  the  vouchers  which  the 
auditor  considered  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  the  audit  were  produced  to 
him.  Complaint  has  been  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  certain 
documents  in  the  nature  of  subsidiary 
vouchers  for  the  payment  of  expenses 
incurred  in  the  promotion  of  local  Bills 
by  the  urban  council  were  withheld. 
These  subsidiary  vouchers  were  pro- 
duced to  the  Taxing  Master  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  auditor  did  not 
demand  their  reproduction,  as  he  did  not 
consider  them  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  the  audit.  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  no  power  to  compel  the  pro- 
duction of  these  documents.  As  regards 
the  concluding  portion  of  the  Question, 
the  correspondence  between  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  the  ratepayers 
mentioned  is,  of  course,  in  the  possession 
of  these  ratepayers,  who  are  at  liberty 
to  publish  it,  and  the  correspondence 
between  the  Board  and  the  urban  council 
can  be  inspected  by  any  local  govern- 
ment elector  under  Article  19  (4)  of  the 
Application  of  Enactments  Order,  1898. 
It  would  be  contrary  to  practice  to  pub- 
lish any  communications  which  pass 
between  the  Board  and  any  of  their 
auditors.  In  the  circumstances  the  reply 
to  the  last  part  of  the  Question  must  be 
in  the  negative. 
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Largy  Schoolmaster. 
Mr.  KKTlIEKSTOiVpAUOH  (Fer- 
iiiii]i;i'j;li,  N.) :  To  mk  tho.  Chief  Secretary 
ro  the  Jionl-Lieuteiiaiit  of  Ireland,  if  he 
will  Ktato  the  result  of  the  inquiries  of 
the  ( 'onwnis8ionerft  of  Education  in  Ireland 
into  the  connection  between  the  teacher 
of  LsLT^iy  School,  County  Antrim,  and 
the  adjacent  public-house  ;  is  the  name 
of  the  j)ublican  also  the  name  of  the 
schoolmaster,  and,  if  not  in  fact  the 
same  person,  what  relation  is  the  publi- 
can to  the  strhoolmaster ;  where  does 
the  publican  reside,  and  who  manages 
the  public-house;  and  will  he  inquire 
;is  to  these  matters  from  the  local  police 
if  the  Commissioners  are  not  aware  of 
the  facts. 


Adjoummeni, 
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(Answered  hy  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that,  as  the  result  of  their  inquiries, 
they  have  ascertained  the  following  facts 
in  connection  with  this  (tase  :  the  school 
is  situat<!!  within  a  few  yards  of  a  publie- 
liouse  ;  the  licensed  publican  is  John 
Rainey,  who  is  father  of  the  teacher, 
William  John  Rainey ;  the  licensed 
])erson  does  not  reside  on  the  premises 
but  on  his  farm  ;  the  teacher's  sister 
resides  in  the  public-house  and  manages 
it ;  the  teacher's  wife  and  children  reside 
in  the  public  house  when  living  in  the 
locality,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
teacher  himself  lives  there  ;  he  rents  a 
room  in  a  cottage  in  which  he  sleeps  and 
takes  his  breakfast ;  he  states  that  he  is 
a  teetotaller  and  has  been  so  all  his  life. 
The  Connnissioners  have  taken  measures 
to  enforce  a  strict  observance  in  future 
of  the  rule  i  i  this  case. 

Payment  of  Local  Government  Auditors. 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Tx)rd-Lieut<^nant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  auditors  of  the  Local  Ciovern- 
nient  Board  of  England  are  paid  by  the 
U)cal  bodies  for  the  work  they  do  on  a 
tixed  scale  of  moderate  charges  ;  whether 
the  auditors  in  Ireland  have  iixed  salaries; 
whether  he  can  state  how  the  fees  paid  by 
l(K'al  bodies  are  accounted  for  ;  whether 
in  Scotland  the  J^cal  Government  Board 
a])points  registered  accountants  for 
auditing  ;  whether  he  will  cause  the  prac- 
tice in  Ireland  to  be  assimilated  with  that 
of  either  England  or  Scotland ;  and 
whether  he  will  arrange   that  the  Local 


Government  Board  auditors  in  lidai 
shall  confine  themselves  simplv  to  tk 
duty  of  auditing. 

(Anstoered  hy  Jfr.  BirrelL)  Loal 
Government  Board  auditors  are  piid  bv 
salary  in  England  and  Ireland  alike,  but 
the  Irish  scale  of  salaries  is  lower  thai 
the  English.  The  audit  fees  ptid  by 
local  bodies  in  Ireland  are  appropriated 
in  aid  of  the  Parliamentary  Vote  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  In  Scotlmd 
the  Local  Government  Board  appoints 
registered  accountants  for  auditii^ 
The  practice  in  Ireland  is  sinoilar  to  tkii 
which  obtains  in  England,  and  is  con- 
sidered more  suitable  to  the  ciicamstsiica 
of  Ireland  than  the  Scottish  pnctiee 
Moreover,  any  change  ii  this  regard 
would  require  legislation.  The  duties 
f)f  auditors  in  Ireland  are  prescribed  by 
statute,  and  include  reporting  on  tlie 
financial  administration  of  the  bcal 
authorities,  as  well  as  Touching  the 
correctness  of  the  accounts. 


SKLKCTIOX  (STANDING  COMMITTEESV 
Sir  William  Brampton  Guri>on  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  B 
(in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill) :  Mr. 
Solicitor-General,  Mr.  Whitbread,  and, 
Mr.  Mond ;  and  had  appointed  in  snb- 
stitution  (in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill): 
Mr.  Bramsdon,  Mr.  Fiennes,  and,  llr. 
Percy  Barlow. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Georoe 
\\'iriTELKY,  Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Pudsey),  in 
moving  that  the  House  do  now  adjoom 
to  27th  April,  said  that  the  first  business 
after  the  recess  would  be  the  Second 
Reading  of  tho  licensing  Bill. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  little  previoos. 
As  tho  House  is  aware,  we  are  in  expecta- 
tion of  a  message  to  attend  a  Koyal 
Commission  in  the  House  of  Peers.  On 
my  return  I  will  call  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 
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ROYAL  ASSENT 

_e  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners. 

The  House  went ;  and,  being  retunied ; 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal 
Assent  to— 1.  Army  (Annual)  Act,  1908 
2.  Heme  Bay  Pier  Act,  1908. 


ADJOUKNMENT. 
Mr.    GEORGE    WHITELEY     then 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the   House 
until  27th  April. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  till 
Monday,  27th  April."— (Mr.  George 
WAUeley,) 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean)  asked  as  to  the 
ballot.  He  presumed  that  it  was  intended 
to  have  a  ballot  for  notices  of  Motion  on 
the  day  on  which  the  House  reassembled. 
His  point  was  that  there  would  only  be 
one  day's  notice  between  that  date  and 
the  first  private  Members'  night. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— to  whom  I  desire  to  offer  the 
warmest  possible  congratulations  upon 
bis  accession  to  that  office,  which 
I  am  sure  he  will  fill  with  the  utmost 
eredit  to  the  country  and  himself — 
if  he  can  tell  us  a  little  more  about  the 
basiiiess  than  the  information  contained 
in  the  somewhat  bald,  and,  so  far  as  I 
know,  quite  unprecedented  statement  on 
the  part  of  the  Patronage  Secretary  in 
regurd  to  business  when  the  House 
meets  again  ]  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  precedent  for  the  House  find- 
ing itself  in  the  position  in  which  we 
find  ourselves.  The  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case  are  exceptional.  A  pro- 
gramme of  business  had  been  arranged 
leading  up  to  the  adjournment,  and  it 
bad  been  intimated  in  the  usual  way  that 
following  the  adjournment  the  business 
would  be,  as  it  generally  is,  of  a  non-con- 
troversial character  for  the  first  few  days 
pending  the  reassembling  of  Ministers. 
We  are  now  met  with  the  very  simple 
statement  of  the  Patronage  Secretary — it 
is  more  of  a  fighting  announcement  than 
a  statement  of  business— that  the  first 
business  of  the  House  will  be  the  Licensing 


Bill.  Does  that  mean  that  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Licensing  Bill  will  be 
taken  de  die  in  diem  for  the  first  week 
after  we  meet  1  Does  it  therefore  mean 
that  Thursday,  which  is  usually  given  to 
Supply,  will  be  devoted  to  the  Licensing 
Bill,  if  necessary,  and  are  we  to  have  no 
information  until  after  we  reassemble  in 
regard,  first  of  all,  to  the  introduction  of 
the  Budget — which  is  obviouslv  a  matter 
on  which  the  House  ought  to  have  some 
information  before  it  meets  after  Easter — 
and  also  in  regard  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  realise,  I  am  sure, 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  separate 
without  Members  knowing  more  as  to  the 
arrangements  for  the  business  of  the 
House,  so  that  they  may  make  their 
plans  to  be  here  on  the  days  on  which 
special  business  is  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dein,  I  think 
the  mo3t  convenient  plan  will  be  to 
take  the  ballot  after  Question  time  on 
Monday,  and  it  will  then  be  open  for 
two  or  three  days,  so  that  Members  who 
are  successful  can  take  their  choice  of 
days. 

Sir  GEORGE  DOUGHTY  (Great 
Grimsby) :  Can  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
also  say  when  the  Education  Bill  will  be 
taken? 

Mr.     BURDETT-COUTTS      (West- 
minster) :    As    it    has  been    announced 
that   the   Licensing   Bill    is    to   be   the 
first  measure   taken   after  we  meet  on 
the    27th,    may    I  ask    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  is  now  leading  the  House, 
and  whom  I,  in  an  unofHciaT  sense,  beg 
heartily  to   congratulate   on  his  promo- 
,  tion,  whether  it  would  not  be  advisable 
j  that  we  should  have  some  statement  as 
I  to  the  exact   measure   of  the  extensive 
modifications  which  we  understand  are  to 
be  made  in  the  Licensing  Bill  ? 

I      Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY:    I  am 

i  sorry  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  should 

:  think    my    statement    unduly    bald.     I 

I  limited  my  remarks  when  1  first  moved 

the  adjournment,  because  I  had  nothing 

else  to ^  say,  and  I  thought  what   I  had 

said  was  sufficiently   explanatory.     The 

Licensing    Bill    will    bo   taken   on    the 

Monday     that    we    reassemble.      I    am 
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Largy  Schoolmaster. 
Mr.  FETHERSTONgAUGH  (Fer- 
managh,  N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he 
Mrill  8tat«  the  result  of  the  inquiries  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Education  in  Ireland 
into  the  connection  between  the  teacher 
of  Largy  School,  County  Antrim,  and 
the  adjacent  public-house  ;  is  the  name 
of  the  publican  also  the  name  of  the 
schoolmaster,  and,  if  not  in  fact  the 
same  person,  what  relation  is  the  publi- 
can to  the  schoolmaster ;  where  does 
the  publican  reside,  and  who  manages 
the  public-house  ;  and  will  he  inquire 
as  to  these  matters  from  the  loc-al  police 
if  the  Commissioners  are  not  aware  of 
the  facts. 
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(Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that,  as  the  result  of  their  inquiries, 
they  have  ascertained  the  following  facts 
in  connection  with  this  case  :  the  school 
is  situate  within  a  few  yards  of  a  public- 
house  ;  the  licensed  pubHcan  is  John 
Rainey,  who  is  father  of  the  teacher, 
William  John  Rainey ;  the  licensed 
person  does  not  reside  on  the  premises 
but  on  his  farm  ;  the  teacher's  sister 
resides  in  the  public-house  and  manages 
it ;  the  teacher's  wife  and  children  reside 
in  the  public  house  when  living  in  the 
locality,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
teacher  himself  lives  there  ;  he  rents  a 
room  in  a  cottage  in  which  he  sleeps  and 
takes  his  breakfast ;  he  states  that  he  is 
a  teetotaller  and  has  been  so  all  his  life. 
The  Commissioners  have  taken  measures 
to  enforce  a  strict  observance  in  future 
of  the  rule  Im  this  case. 

Payment  of  Local  Government  Auditors. 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Ix)rd-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  auditors  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  of  England  are  paid  by  the 
local  bodies  for  the  work  they  do  on  a 
fixed  scale  of  moderate  charges  ;  whether 
the  auditors  in  Ireland  have  fixed  salaries ; 
whether  he  can  state  how  the  fees  paid  by 
local  bodies  arc  accounted  for  ;  whether 
in  Scotland  the  Local  Government  Board 
appoints  registered  accountants  for 
auditing  ;  whether  he  will  cause  the  prac- 
tice in  Ireland  to  be  assimilated  with  that 
of  cither  England  or  Scotland ;  and 
whether  he  will  arrange   that  the  Local 


Government  Board  auditors  in  Ireland 
shall  confine  themselves  simply  to  the 
duty  of  auditing. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  Local 
Government  Board  auditors  are  paid  by 
salary  in  England  and  Ireland  alike,  but 
the  Irish  scale  of  salaries  is  lower  than 
the  English.  The  audit  fees  paid  by 
local  bodies  in  Ireland  are  appropriated 
in  aid  of  the  Parliamentary  Vote  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  In  Scotland 
the  Local  Government  Board  appoints 
registered  accoimtants  for  auditing. 
The  practice  in  Ireland  is  similar  to  tha^ 
which  obtains  in  England,  and  is  con- 
sidered more  suitable  to  the  circumstance 
of  Ireland  than  the  Scottish  practice 
Moreover,  any  change  ii  this  regard 
would  require  legislation.  The  duties 
of  auditors  in  Ireland  are  prescribed  by 
statute,  and  include  reporting  on  the 
financial  administration  of  the  local 
authorities,  as  well  as  voncliing  the 
correctness  of  the  accounts. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  B 
(in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill) :  Mr. 
Solicitor-General,  Mr.  Whitbread,  and, 
Mr.  Mond  ;  and  had  appointed  in  sub- 
stitution (in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill) : 
Mr.  Bramsdon,  Mr.  Fiennes,  and,  1^. 
Percy  Barlow. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  George 
WiriTELEY,  Yorkshire,  \V.R.,  Pudsey),  in 
moving  that  the  House  do  now  adjoom 
to  27th  April,  said  that  the  first  business 
after  the  recess  would  be  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Licensing  Bill. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  little  previous. 
As  the  House  is  aware,  we  are  in  expecta- 
tion of  a  message  to  attend  a  Koj^ 
Commission  in  the  House  of  Peers.  On 
my  return  I  will  call  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 
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ROYAL  ASSENT. 
Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 


sioners. 


The  House  went ;  and,  being  returned ; 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal 
Assent  to— 1.  Army  (Annual)  Act,  1908 
2.  Heme  Bay  Pier  Act,  1908. 


ADJOUKNMENT. 
Mr.    GEORGE    WHITELEY     then 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
until  27th  April. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  till 
Monday,  27th  April."— (Mr.  George 
WkUeley,) 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
•hire,  Forest  of  Dean)  asked  as  to  the 
ballot.  He  presumed  that  it  was  intended 
to  have  a  ballot  for  notices  of  Motion  on 
the  day  on  which  the  House  reassembled. 
His  point  was  that  there  would  only  be 
one  day's  notice  between  that  date  and 
the  first  private  Members'  night. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— to  whom  I  desire  to  oflTer  the 
warmest  possible  congratulations  upon 
bis  accession  to  that  office,  which 
I  am  sure  he  will  till  with  the  utmost 
eredit  to  the  country  and  himself — 
if  be  can  tell  us  a  little  more  about  the 
boiiiiess  than  the  information  contained 
in  the  somewhat  bald,  and,  so  far  as  I 
know,  quite  unprecedented  statement  on 
the  part  of  the  Patronage  Secretary  in 
regurd  to  business  when  the  House 
meets  again  ]  I  do  not  think  there 
18  any  precedent  for  the  House  find- 
ing itself  in  the  position  in  which  we 
fiml  ourselves.  The  whole  circumstances 
ckf  the  case  are  exceptional.  A  pro- 
gramme of  business  had  been  arranged 
leading  up  to  the  adjournment,  and  it 
bad  been  intimated  in  the  usual  way  that 
following  the  adjournment  the  business  j 
woukl  be,  as  it  generally  is,  of  a  non-con- 
troversial  character  for  the  first  few  days 
pending  the  reassembling  of  Ministers.  ; 
We  are  now  met  with  the  very  simple  ; 
■tatement  of  the  Patronage  Secretary — it 
it  more  of  a  fighting  announcement  than  ' 
a  statement  of  business — that  the  first 
I  of  the  House  will  be  the  Licensing 


Bill.  Does  that  mean  that  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Licensing  Bill  will  be 
taken  de  die  in  diem  for  the  first  week 
after  we  meet  t  Does  it  therefore  mean 
that  Thursday,  which  is  usually  given  to 
Supply,  will  be  devoted  to  the  Licensing 
Bill,  if  necessary,  and  are  we  to  have  no 
information  until  after  we  reassemble  in 
regard,  first  of  all,  to  the  introduction  of 
the  Budget — which  is  obviouslv  a  matter 
on  which  the  House  ought  to  have  some 
information  before  it  meets  after  Easter — 
and  also  in  regard  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  realise,  I  am  sure, 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  separate 
without  Members  knowing  more  as  to  the 
arrangements  for  the  business  of  the 
House,  so  that  they  may  make  their 
plans  to  be  here  on  the  days  on  which 
special  business  is  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dein,  I  think 
the  mo3t  convenient  plan  will  be  to 
take  the  ballot  after  Question  time  on 
Monday,  and  it  will  then  be  open  for 
two  or  three  days,  so  that  Members  who 
are  successful  can  take  their  choice  of 
days. 

Sir  GEORGE  DOUGHTY  (Great 
Grimsby) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  say  when  the  Education  Bill  will  be 
taken? 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster) :  As  it  has  been  announced 
that  the  Licensing  Bill  is  to  be  the 
first  measure  taken  after  we  meet  on 
the  27th,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  who  is  now  leading  the  House, 
and  whom  I,  in  an  unofficial  sense,  beg 
heartily  to  congratulate  on  his  promo- 
tion, whether  it  would  not  be  advisable 
that  we  should  have  some  statement  as 
to  the  exact  measure  of  the  extensive 
modifications  which  we  understand  are  to 
be  made  in  the  Licensing  Bill  1 

Mr.   GEORGE  WHITELEY:    I  am 

sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
think  my  statement  unduly  bald.  I 
limited  my  remarks  when  1  first  moved 
the  adjournment,  because  I  had  nothing 
else  to, say,  and  I  thought  what  I  had 
said  was  sufficiently  explanatory.  The 
Licensing  Bill  will  be  taken  on  the 
Monday     that    we    reassemble.      I    am 
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(,i)ir    ivvai'tt    it    IS    mcher   unusual    that 

I  i.i^  liiil  «)l  thjit  character  should 
'lo  liilviJi,  I  Kit  I  ho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
111.111  IUU81  romomber  we  have  lost 
loll  viihmhlo  (Uyti,  ami  that  if  we  do 
nut  pi«:rt.i  on  with  the  iiuportaut  Bills,  we 
iliall  iinil  at  tho  end  ot  the  session  wo 
hiivt)  iioi  aohiovod  the  legislation  we 
.|n:ii«:  U)  ai'hiovo.  The  division,  we 
lii>|M\  may  tako  place  on  the  Wednesday 
ni'^hi.  Whothor  the  Leiuler  of  the 
llnii.it)  will  SCO  tit  to  give  Thursday  or 
iii.i    I    rjinnot  say,    hut,  as  a  rule,  these 

I I  n  mall  «trH  that  arc  arranged  between  the 
riiio)  Whi|»H  oi  the    Parties   during   the 

>Hii.>i-  111  t.hn  Soutiid  Koading  discussion 
..I  .4  IWil.  It  tlioro  wore  really  a  demand 
mi    .i   iint'Crirtity  tor  Thursday,  I  do  not 

•  i|i).<i,}n  lito  l^roiiiior  would  oppose  it. 
VVii.h  in;4.ird  to  ihu  Mint^rs'  Eight  Hours 
iiill  ii<i  .iM<iii>^oiiioiit  can  be  made  beyond 
I  K..  iii.>i.  witoK.  That  Ml atcnicnt  necessarily 
.|.).li«.)  .iUit  1(1  lh(^  Kducation  Hill  and  the 
hiii|/i.i  I'lui  UovrrniiiiMit  phiiiH  do  not 
.  j.i.iiit  litiviiiid  the  tirst  wtM^k ;  but  in  all 
).niii.iliilii.y.  iiti  ttooh  an  possible  after  the 

III  .1,  \\i.v\,  I  ho  Muilgct  will  be  taken. 
\\  ii.h  inlaid  to  modifications  in  the 
I  i««.ii,iu;^  lUil,  bo  tar  as  1  am  concerned, 

I  l|ii  i)  •III)  UoUO. 

\l..  \N  \i;i'l<^U  LoNiJ:  lias  the  right 
ii  .11  ( '..ailituiiiii  icniiHiHil  that  Wednesday 
..1  til.  ii  .1  piiMilo  iMtMubers'  night,  and 
.  1..  I. .I'll I.  iho  rtii^-.gcHl ion  which  comes 
ii  'I. I  liitii  .uidilcf  (loverinnent  Whip  is 
.1.  .1.  ,i«'  oltiiuld  dtfbate  the  main  Bill 
.1  »li.  M..i;»iiiu  on  the  Monday  and 
I..  In  and  di\tdo  at  eight  o'clock  on 
.  I.  \\ .  lui.  .ila\  ^  Siu'oly  that  can  hardly 
>•     •     •  txti..  piit|io.sition. 

u.  *.tMMitlinVlllTKLKY:  Theright 
I.  >.  ( «.  ndt.iii.iu  iuagood  handatmakinga 
I. « I.,.  Ill  .iu.(  II  i4  not  usual  to  give  away, 
>M   III-    lll^»l|    iiioi.inio,  all  one  is  perhaps 

!•«     |i  n    i|   III  y^\\  It  ill  llio  Olid. 

n.  Pl.tilJtUO  iMilillllTY:  Is  there 
...,  ittiili  III  llii<  iii)Miil  lliiit'  the  Kduca- 
it'M  iMll  I  'lo  lii>  diH|i|iod  ;' 

I'uii     NMMlCUTtiN    (SuHsrx,    Hor- 
ti.imi     |m  iho  llduiiM^^   hill  t(»  be  tjiken 
\\\  I  ill.  Ill  il  iHiitiiMikt  <dtor  tho  rocoss? 

Ml.  tHOdUtlinVIIITKLKY:  \Vr  hope 
l>i  |.tlii>  1 1  ikM  MMoii  as  wo  poHHtbly  ran. 

\h    ill I'nf  iriiiftlt'i/. 


Earl  WINTERTON  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  an  annoimoement 
on  the  Monday  as  to  when  these  Bills 
will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELET:  An 
announcement  will  be  made  in  the  usual 
way  on  the  Thursday. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend) 
said  he  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  !l&chequer,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  apologise  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  been  unable  to 
give  him  notice.  During  the  last  few 
weeks  there  had  been  a  disturbance  of 
industrial  conditions,  particularly  in  the 
county  of  Kent,  one  of  the  boroughs  of 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  representing 
in  that  House.  He  referred  to  the  hop 
industry.  [Laughter.]  Hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  might  consider  that  a 
laughing  matter,  but  he  represented  a 
borough  in  a  county  the  people  of  which 
looked  on  it  as  a  very  serious  matter,  and 
he  was  quite  certain  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  not  look  upon  it 
as  either  trivial  or  unimportant.  [A 
voice:  What  is  your  question?]  He 
presumed  he  had  the  privilege  of  putting 
his  (question  in  his  own  way.  [Cries  of 
"  No  speech."]  He  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  make  a  speech,  and  he  pro- 
posed to  do  so.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  been  used  to  dealing  with 
emergencies,  and  no  doubt,  during  his 
tenure  of  his  new  office,  he  would  have 
to  deal  with  a  great  many  more.  Let 
them  consider  the  action  he  had  taken, 
for  instance,  with  regard  to  patents  and  to 
merchant  shipping.  That  action  had 
been  absolutely  independent  of  what 
might  be  called  Party  feelings  or  Party 
considerations.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  looked  at  the  interests  of  those 
engaged  in  the  industries  of  the  country 
from  the  standpoint  of  patriotism.  He 
submitted  that  the  question  he  was  about 
to  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
one  of  grave  importance.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  many  of  those  who 
sat  upon  the  Treasury  Bench  had  again 
and  again  said  that,  in  any  case  of  undoe 
competition — in  any  case  of  dumping 
which  was  clearly  proved — the  interven- 
tion of  the  Gk)vernment  could  be  made 
independently  of  legislation.  That  was 
said  by  the  late  Prime  Minister  and  by 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
'^  whom  stated  that  it  was  in  die 
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power  of  the  Government,  in  case  of  any 
undue  disturbance  of  industrial  condi- 
tions, to  take  action  without  legislation. 
Ho  submitted  to  the  House  that  in  this 
case  there  was  imminent  danger  of  injury 
to  the  industry  concerned.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  below  the  gangway,  when 
workmen  were  discharged  from  Woolwich 
recently,  raised  the  question  in  the 
House  as  one  of  imminent  danger; 
they  moved  the  adjournment  and 
asked  the  Government  to  intervene. 
Within  the  last  three  weeks  there  had 
been  dumped  down  on  the  shores  of 
the  Thames  something  like  8,000  tons  of 
hops  to  be  sold  at  25s.  a  cwt.,  which  was 
something  like  17s.  per  cwt.  less 
than  the  cost  at  which  the. hops  could 
be  produced  in  the  county  of  Kent. 
Had  that  price  of  25s.  been  the  normal 
price  produced  by  the  ordinary  competi- 
tion of  business,  he  would  not  have  been 
disposed  to  raise  the  question.  [A  voice  : 
Are  they  new  hops?]  The  8,000 
tons,  which  had  been  dumped  down  on 
British  soil  to  compete  with  British  hops, 
were  the  excess  production  of  the  United 
States,  where  they  would  bring  a  larger 
sum  than  in  England.  Did  not  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  consider  this 
a  serious  question  1  He  believed  there 
would  be  during  the  next  fortnight  some- 
thing like  15,000  tons  of  hops  dumped 
down  upon  our  soil  to  compete  with  hops 
grown  in  the  county  of  Kent.  In  the 
past  the  hop  industry  had  been  one  of 
great  importance.  During  late  years  it 
nad  declined,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  know  that  something  like 
8,000  families  had  been  thrown  out  of 
employment  by  the  grubbing  of  23,000 
acres  under  hop  cultivation  in  Kent. 
Last  year  1,700  acres  of  land  which  had 
been  under  hop  cultivation  were  grubbed, 
and  the  consequent  loss  to  British 
workingmen  alone  represented  about 
X600,000.  The  dumping  down  of 
these  8,000  tons  at  the  present 
time  was  making  it  impossible  for 
those  who  grew  hops  in  the  county  of 
Kent  to  make  a  living  thereby.  It 
was  within  the  power  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  deal  with  this  serious 
situation  and  to  put  an  end  to  the  dump- 
ing down  of  these  hops.  It  was  in  his 
power  to  prevent  it.  No  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  followed  very 
closely  the  inquiry  going  on  upstairs 
into  the  condition  of  the  hop  industry, 
and  if  he  had  not  read  all  the  evidence 


he  probably  knew  the  general  trend  of  it. 
He  would  know,  too,  that  the  hop 
growers  in  the  county  of  Kent  could  not 
compete  with  the  American  growers 
if  the  latter  were  thus  allowed  to 
dump  down  here  their  surplus  produc- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
consider  the  whole  subject.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  putting  a  permanent  tax 
upon  hops,  though  he  believed  there 
were  among  hon.  Members  sitting 
behind  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  some 
who  advocated  such  a  course  when  their 
own  particular  industry  was  touched. 
He  understood  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  represented  the  Faversham  division 
of  Kent,  in  which  hops  were  grown, 
strongly  advocated  a  tax  upon  hops. 
He  believed,  too,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Macclesfield,  where  silks  were  manu- 
factured, also  asked  for  a  tax  to  be  put 
upon  silks.  But  he  was  not  asking  that 
in  regard  to  hops.  What  he  n^as  asking 
was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  deal  with  an  abnormal  situation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  ask  how 
he  was  to  do  it.  He  would  refer  him  to 
the  speeches  of  his  Leader  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  of  his  ex-Leader  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  both  of  whom  had  said 
in  that  House  that  if  a  case  of  dumping 
occurred  it  was  not  necessary  to  ask 
Parliament  for  any  legislation,  but  that  it 
could  be  dealt  with  through  the  Treasury 
itself  without  legislation.  Possibly  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  found  it 
possible  as  yet  to  avail  himself  of  the 
information  possessed  by  his  pftedecessors 
in  office,  but  he  submitted  to  him  that 
what  he  was  asking  was  founded  upon 
principles  which  they  who  held  views  as 
strongly  as  he  and  his  friends  did  on  tariff 
reform  had  every  right  to  urge  upon  him. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
take  action  in  such  a  case  of  excessive 
dumping,  what  did  his  leaders  mean  when 
they  said  that  in  such  cases  of  special 
injury  to  British  industry  the  Treasury 
could  intervene  without  having  to  ask 
the  assent  of  Parliament]  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seriously  consider  the 
situation  1  If  workmen  were  thrown  out 
of  work — whether  they  were  hop  growers 
or  Woolwich  artisans,  it  was  all  the  same 
thing — if  they  were  thrown  out  of  work 
by  unfair  and  undue  competition,  had 
the  Government  no  answer,  and  had  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his  hands 
no  remedy  whatever  to  enable  him  to 
deal  with  such  a  situation  1    The  present 
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- .  r. .  i ', . '. :.   *  a '  4  ^^r,  r  t..  a  . .  '.  •  *  •  . :  :  ii . .?  "! ;  r..  l  -    pi  -.rr  [7  i  sutiie  n  emer  ^eaey,  and  the  hop 

jr.;(   ',•   r.'/p^,   ▼«  "<•/     »r:   >:r ■?..-*•*'':   :r.    i:    :rji.*:r7    "srhijh.     hail     been    prosperooi 

vT'^.n    v;.'0',.':    riopTr:^!,    ^-f.^i    it    -¥::;>•    hiihcno  bi*i  h.*en  daa-.aged  by  a  suddtt 

rn^'jr.  ^r."  ^r^vi  •  ^ir^i  ^W;i  i-.^i  dr^^cr^crior:    ir.rudh  of  fore^  h^.^ps.     That  is  not  in 

of  h',:,  :,.-''•]  riz-tiorj   rr:  •>.!.-.  co  intry.  ar*ii    acc»jrdiiii«^  wrrri  the  facta.     If  the  hon. 

t\,H    <;xpiitfiarion     of    nh-*    people    r.ow    Metnb^rr  hail  :iken  the  tiooble  to  look 

f,u:\t\fr:*'A  ir.  rh^  pr^/i  ^orion  0:  the  hot--,    a^  the  fact^  he  w*>ulJ  have  known  that 

or  '  I-.".  *.).fAr  al'/".ory/.iori  in  -.r^i*:  ■  i-:  anrij    compare*!  with  tbirtv  years  ago  we  hire 

of  ur '^f.jplove'i  on  whic^  nhf:  Oovrmment    imported  les©  foreign  hops.     There  has 

w«;f'j  ],fCYAT(if\  Iff  9iA\^,T\t\  UriT-;  .-.urx^  of    l»eenast*'ady  decline  in  each  decade  in  the 

rriori'-./    «v>;ry   y^;ar.     Iff;   p>it    it  to  the    quantity  o!  hops  imp>rted  from  abroad. 

(lhi\uf\f\\(»T  of  th",  K/rhr;o'iertr:;it  heoTjuld    There  are  two  things  which  have  really 

not    p'.«^i'»ly    \,t'/^\u     \\\a     (:iirf'j;T    n-i   a    affected   the   hop   trade.       The   first  is 

\]\n\-iU:i  Hi  t\i4-  h*-;id  of  a  ;,'rf;at  otficf-  con-    machinery.     We  are  producing  the  same 

tfn.fA  with  th':  indpi.Htrial  intfirests  of  ch*;    «|uantity  of  hop*  out  of  a  smaller  acreage. 

roiinhv  \>fn('.r  rh;in  \py  f[f:fi]'uiiz  with  .such    That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  trade 

ii  -:^:i,ltion  if.  thi-,  ^m^l  h*:  a-sked  hini  for    conditions,  but  has  a   good   deal  to  do 

;i  hiink  ;ti.d  dinct  ;in.HWcr,  lijrh  a^- hf:  was    with   improveioent    in   the   methods   of 

nrr\iA\hiw't\  to  <^iv<;  when  Pnisidcnt  of  the    production.     In  itself  it  is  a  good  thing, 

lJo;ipJ    or    'f/:jo'<-,    an    to    whether    he    but,  unfortunately,  yon  cannot  have  good 

iiiifw\i'f\  to  ;u't  iijK;ii  \\i(:  proff:HHed  jxjiicy    things  without  occasionally  bringing  some 

of  l\if  f'<f\t:niuu:iil  in  tho  past,  a  policy    sort  of  disadvantage  on  others  who  are 

wfii'li   lif'  |i;uJ  no  n;iHfni  to  liclieve  had    not  btMiefited  by  them.     The  result  is  a 

}n'.t'u  <hiiui^t*\.  go«Kl    saving     of      labour,     and    those 

who  are  engaged  in   the   hop  industry 

1ni;     i  \[/\S('VAAJ>\i    of    TjfK    EX-    have  suffered  to  that  extent.     Tbischange 

i  \\KQ\\']U    (Mr.    Li.ovj)  (;i,()K(iK,   Car-    is  not  attributable  to  the  importation  of 

njirviMi  I'.iMoii^liH):   I  ;ini  n(;t  .sure  ihbt  J    foreign  hops,  which  has  declined;   it  is 

uni  «wil.iilrd  tn  M|,<.iii<  ;iH  ( 'liaiicellor  of  the  -  entirely  attributable,  first,  to  macbinerv 

I'Arlir.jnrr  lit  iIhh  ninnionl :    1  am  only    *"**!   improved  methods  of    production, 

(  him.olh.r  .|^Hi^ll;ll.(^      1  th.ink  tho  ri^ht  ■  *i^^^»  secondly,  to  the  use  of  hop  substi- 

lion.  (uMMlnimn  iind   tin;   llouso  for  tho  ,  ^"*^^s.      Instead  of  asking  the  Chancellor 

vpiv    Kind    way    in    wliicli     thoy     have    <>^  ^^^  Exchequer  to  introduce  some  sort 

nroi\pd    !iM'.   '  I    jiKroc.   with   tho    hon.  ■  <'^  legislation  the  nature  of  which  the 

MpiiiImt  for  (Iravrsciid  thai  this  is  a  very  '  '"«»•    Gentleman    himself    cannot    quite 

inipoiiant  nwiitor.     1  hIiouM  he  the  la^t ,  iiylicate  tome,  why  should  he  not  go  to 

man  in  tho  world  lo  minimise  anvthing  ' '^^^  ^"®^^8  ^^^'^  brewers— they  are  great 

whirl!  allrris  HritlMh  industrv.      I  shouhl !  Rtriots  ;  in  fact  we  might  suppose  from 

haNo  lln»ti,t;lit  it  important  riiough  for  me  i  ^^^  sort  of  language  used  recently  they 

to  l.a\o  notiioul' it.     It    is  ww  ditlicult '  i^«'c  the  only   patriots— and  say,  "Here 

inr  mo.  on  a  hi.s^hlv  tivhnii-al  matlor  of ,  *»'^\Vou,  a  great  patriotic  trade  ;  why  are 

tins  son.  to  .'ixo  v^^^^  usius:  all  this  foreign  stuff,  some  of 

'  it,   I    uiiderstiuid,    consisting   of    rather 

v....  .  II  pi.Mrr  iMUk-rn     1       1      i      dolotorious    ingredients,  instead  of  the 
snMili.M'.Kl   lAKKKK:    I  wi  1  only    __i  .j.i  p„:*:?k   .^;«i2  u^^^f      u^^ 


«a\    1  was  ii;norani    ol   tho  faol    thai    tho 
v\}\\\\    lion.    tuM! Ionian    >\ouM    ho    horo 


g(H^l  old  British  article,  hopsf  Hops 
proihioo  iHJtter  beer,  clearer  beer — I  do 
not  protond  to  be  an  authorit)*,  bat  I  am 


lo^ii>       I  ilion.«;hi  ho  would  hu\o  to  no  .  i/.i    .  .u  .  •   *l               \\*\r       ^           1 

,    ,            .,      •            1     I      11           -7  told  that  that  is  the  case.    Why  not  appeal 

lo  MIS  oon^i»tnoni\.  or  1   shou  d   cortautlv  i         >     t  ^i  •  i    -.1.     u       ^^     ^1*^*^ 

,                  ,                                 vwi,nuii  ^^^  \\\^^\l\  »    I  thmk  the  hon.  Gentleman 

will  agroo  with  me  that  ic  is  a  mistake  to 

havo     logislation,     unless    it     ii     abso- 

Hj;  I  1  0^  |m:KOKi;E     V:  ^lupoMi!  luoly    uooossary,  to  interfere  with  an 

m,:v.on:  \  1-n 0  n»>t  isikon  iipu-.y  .luartors  industry.     If  you  got  a  trade  Kke  that 

a:  ;'\^  V^x,\^\\\\\^\\^\  I  h.uo  only  follow ivi  to    uso'  tho  real  British  article   instead 

th>  ua::'-^  •:!  a  i;ov.o;:\!way,  tho'.-.chttith  of  ro>onin«   10    this  adulterated,  dsle- 

j;;*.u     -.r.to^vs;        I     a^roo   :Va:    :;    :>   a  ;orous,    misohevious,   pernieioos  foreign 

«\    :»••    of   v.^:^>-.o.*':,-.Mo  in  ;.\^v:,-.;\o,   '0:1;  sf.-V.    :ho    >irjai:on    wcmM    be    saved 

I  x".    :-.o:  :":-.v.A  .-^v.ythinjr  :>  :o  :v   c.v.v.jo.  Thr.:  is  ;ho  $;i^C(>^tion  I  make  to  the  hon. 

^>    ^  \.v:;;y'..s:-.nc   .:.      IV,   v^^j-.o,   :\\c  Viou:loro.;in  :    h?    has    «;:reater 


h,  r.i;*':.:.,r,  s:.  )'..;s  :;\'V<v,A*  .:  ;h:si  worv^    \\::h   :ha:   wvr.:n:uni:y  "than  I  kare.    If 
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the  great  brewing  syndicates  were  in- 
duced to  use  hope  grown  in  Kent  instead 
of  hops  grown  in  California,  and  other 
•tuff  grown  in  all  parts  of  the  woa:ld,  I 
think  the  hop  industry  in  Kent  would 
have  much  more  reason  to  thank  the 
hon.  Gentleman  than  it  will  for  making 
vague  and  wild  suggestions,  which  he 
himself  has  really  not  outlined,  and  which 
would  not  be  effective  if  they  were  put 
into  operation.  I  do  not  wish  to  dog- 
matise. A  very  able  Committee,  pre- 
sided over  by  one  of  the  ablest  men  in 
the  House,  is  at  present  inquiring  into 
this  industry.  It  has  been  sitting  seven 
days,  and  has  taken  evidence  from  the 
leading  hop-growers.  It  is  to  have 
evidence,  too,  from  the  brewers,  and  it  is 
pursuing  its  inquiry  with  every  expedi- 
tion. It  is  not  for  me  to  indicate  the 
nature  of  that  inquiry,  but  it  is  too  early 
to  have  a  discussion  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Grentleman  is  entirely  wrong  in  sug- 
gesting that  there  is  some  abnormal 
dumping  of  foreign  hops.  When  he 
talks  about  8,000  tons  he  is  absolutely 
wrong.  He  has  mistaken  tons  for 
hundredweights. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  :  I  suppose 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  wish 
to  misrepresent  me.  I  said  8,000  tons, 
and  I  mean  8,000  tons. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  accustomed  to  tariff  reform 
statistics. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER:  I  do 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEORGE:  The  boa. 
Gentleman  has  only  himself  to  blame  for  { 
my  not  having  the  actual  figures.  If  he  j 
had  given  me  even  three  hours'  notice  I  j 
could  have  given  him  the  figures.  I  am 
informed  generally  that  8,000  tons  is  an 
exaggeration.  The  total  number  of  tons 
last  year  was  10,000^  apd  that  seems  to 
represent  on  the  whole  the  quantity  which 
has  been  steadily  coming  in  for  years. 
During  the  twenty  years  of  the  Unionist 
Government  this  was  going  on,  and  every 
member  for  the  county  df  Kent  was  a 
supporter  of  that  Government.  They 
never  thought  it  necessary  to  interfere ; 
and  surely  when  we  have  been  in  power 
only  two  years  we  might  at  any  rate  be 
given  some    time    to    inquire  into  the 


matter.  I  am  not  sure  that  we  are  the  only 
Government  who  have  really  inquired 
into  the  matter.  I  think  it  is  a  wise  course 
not  to  legislate  without  inquiring  first .  It 
is  much  better  than  legislating  first  and 
making  investigations  afterwards.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  mind  our  look- 
ing into  the  matter  and  getting  our  facts 
and  information  first,  I  think  that  will  be 
our  wiser  course. 

Mr.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoaks) 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  no  doubt  in  a  state  of  suspended 
animation  realised  the  urgency  of  the 
case  and  the  real  grounds  of  the  appre- 
hensions that  existed  in  the  hop-growing 
districts.  The  dumping  of  American  hops 
was  part  of  a  settled  policy  declared^by 
the  hop  growers  on  the  western  coast 
of  America,  to  make  it  impossible  for 
hops  to  be  grown  in  Great  Britain. 
It  was  i)art  of  a  policy  to  make  the 
British  market  a  happy  hunting  ground 
for  the  American  hop  grower.  That  was 
the  new  fact  in  the  situation  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
left  out  of  account.  He  hoped  he  would 
include  it  in  the  scope  of  his  inquiry. 
The  result,  he  was  confident,  would  be  to 
force  him  to  the  conclusion  that  some 
steps  must  be  taken  unless  hop  growing 
was  to  come  to  an  end  as  a  British  in- 
dustry. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  why  an  attempt  was  not  made  to 
persuade  brewers  to  give  up  using  hop 
substitutes.  Wl^  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tax  the  substitutes  ? 

Mb.  j.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  Our 
beer  would  cost  us  more. 


Mr.  FORSTER  said  that  that  was  a 
prospect  which  some  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  view  with 
unconcern.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  realise  the  urgency  of 
this  matter. 


Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington)  said 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. had 
tried  to  make  a  party  point  with  refer- 
ence to  tariff  reform  statistics.  Itj^was 
quite  possible  that  tariff  reform  statistics 
like  everything  else  might  sometimes  be 
incorrect.     The  other    night    the    right 


1011  Ailjournmcni. 

lion.  Gentleman  himself  gave  some  re- 
markable figures  with  regard  to  the  un- 
employed of  Germany,  his  figures  in- 
cluding some  women  and  some  partly 
employed  people.  When  he  (Mr.  Pike 
Pease)  put  a  Question  in  the  House  on  the 
subject  three  or  four  days  afterwards, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted  his 
correction.  Under  the  circumstances  he 
need  not  have  referred  to  tariff  reform 
figures.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
hops  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  thirty  years  ago  there  was  a  great 
number  of  imports  into  this  country. 
That  was  perfectly  true,  but  when  they 
were  considering  the  question  of  exports 
and  imports  he  should  take  into  account 
the  question  of  population  and  the  total 
amount  of  exports  and  imports.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
really  consider  the  question  as  one  of 
infinite  importance  to  a  very  large 
number  of  the  population  of  the  country 
and  one  in  which  the  House  took  great 
interest. 

Mr.  GRETTON  (Rutland)  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  inadvertently 
made  one  or  two  statements  which 
were  not  in  accordance  with  facts,  at  any 
rate,  as  they  had  been  put  before  the  Hops 
Committee,  of  which  he  was  a  member. 
It  had  been  given  in  evidence  that  in 
brewing-  only  a  small  proportion  of  hop 
substitutes  was  used.  The  relative  im- 
portance of  this  question  of  substitutes 
should  be  laid  clearly  before  the  House. 
The  official  returns  showed  that  something 
like  571,000  c\\'ts.  of  hops  were  used  in 
browing  last  year,  and  only  246  cwts.  of 
hop  su))stitutes.  Personally  he  would  be 
quite  willing  to  see  them  entirely 
abolished.  The  imi)ortation  complained 
of  was  an  abnormal  consignment  of 
California n  hops  two  years  old.  It 
already  amounted  to  about  5,000  tons, 
and  a  further  consignment  of  about 
3,000  tons  was  expec  :ed.  It  was  i  n  regard 
to  that  exceptional  importation  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gra vesend  had  appealed 

Mr.  Pike  Peasi. 
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to  the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  to 
come  to  the  help  of  the  hop  indmtry 
in  Kent,  which  was  undoubtedly  in  a  wy 
deplorable  condition.     The  inquiry  of  tbe 
Committee  was  not  complete.    As  bitsk 
was  concerned,  he  was  strongly  of  opiiuaa 
that  when  the  season  was  good  there  ven 
no  better  hops  than  English  hops,  bat  un- 
fortunately the  seasons  were  not  alvays 
good.    The   House   was   not   yet  in  a 
position  to  judge  how  far  foreign  hops 
were  necessary.    He  strongly  sapported 
the  appeal  that  had  been  made  in  regud 
to     the     special     importation,     wUch 
threatened  grave  injury  to  the  hop  indus- 
try during  the  coming  season. 


*SiR  W.  J.  COLLINS  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Hop 
Industry,  of  which  he  was  chairman, 
was  only  appointed  four  weeks  ago,  and  it 
had  addressed  itself  to  its  rather  wide 
reference  with  considerable  expedition 
and  industry,  having  sat  sometimes  twice 
a  week,  and  for  five  or  six  hours  at  a 
stretch.  Its  terms  of  reference  included 
the  whole  subject  of  the  past  and  present 
condition  of  the  hop  industry.  There 
had  been  no  inquiry  on  the  subject  for 
seventeen  years,  and  a  great  deal  of  valu- 
able evidence  had  accumulated.  The 
Committee  would  be  able  to  report  to  the 
House  precise  figures  as  to  the  acreage 
formerly  imder  hops  and  the  extent  to 
which  that  acreage  had  been  reduced  in 
Kent  and  Sussex.  Figures  would  also  be 
given  in  respect  of  Herefordshire  and 
Worcestershire.  The  growers  had  pre- 
sented their  case  in  a  fair  and  satisfactory 
manner,  and  after  the  recess  evidence 
would  be  given  on  behalf  of  the  brewers, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rutland  having 
suggested  certain  witnesses  who  would 
be  able  to  give  valuable  evidence.  The 
whole  question  of  foreign  imports  was 
also  engaging  the  attention  of  the  Oom- 
mittee,  and  precise  figures  would  be  given 
of  imports  not  only  from  the  Atlantic 
Coast,  but  also  from  the  Pacific  Ooast 
There  was  no  intention  to  delay  the  in- 
quiry, and  the  Committee  was  anzioiis 
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to  make  it  as  complete  and  satisfactory  Sir  GEORGE  DOUGHTY:  If  you 
as  possible  in  order  that  legislation,  if  reduce  the  price  of  hops  can  you  ensure 
necessary,  might  follow  full  investigation,    a  reduction  in  the  price  of  beer  ? 


Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston)  said 
he  had  lived  all  his  life  in  the  centre  of  a 
hop-growing  district,  and  to  his  know- 
ledge there  had  always  been  an  outcry 
in  the  hop  country  against  foreign  hops. 
He  could  go  back  for  a  period  of  thirty 
years  and  he  remembered  that  Lord 
Salisbury  told  the  hop  growers  of  Kent 
that  they  could  not  expect  a  tax  on  their 
particular  product  unless  they  were 
willing  to  concede  a  tax  upon  other 
people's  products ;  and  he  asked  them 
whether  there  was  any  likelihood  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  consent 
to  a  tax  on  bread  to  please  the  growers 
of  com.  Hitherto  the  Party  opposite 
had  declared  that  they  would  never 
tax  raw  material.  Did  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  adhere  to  that  position  ? 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  said  he  did 
not  ask  for  a  general  tax  on  hops.  He 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
deal  with  an  abnormal  situation  in 
accordance  with  his  promise  that  if  a  case 
of  excessive  dumping  was  shown  he 
could  deal  with  it  under  our  present 
fiscal  system. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  for  more 
than  thirty  years  the  Kentish  farmers  had 
been  asking  for  a  tax  on  hops  in  order 
to  raise  the  price.  Tariff  reformers  told 
them  they  did  not  desire  that  the  price 
should  be  raised ;  they  only  wanted 
the  foreigner  to  pay  the  tax.  Yet 
recently  a  meeting  of  Kentish  farmers 
passed  a  resolution  declaring  that  a 
40b.  duty  was  required  in  order  to 
raise  the  price  of  hops  by  40s.  It  was 
complained  that  the  Americans  were 
sending  their  surplus  production.  Of 
course  they  were,  and  one  of  the  secrets 
of  business  was  to  sell  what  one  did 
not  one's  self  require. 


Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
has  exhausted  his  right  of  speaking. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX,  contmumg,  said 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  proposed  \^a8 
to  put  a  tax  on  raw  material  in  order 
to  raise  the  price.  Now  they  had  a  clear 
definition  of  what  was  meant  by  tariff 
reform.  It  did  not  mean  taxing  manu- 
factured articles,  or  taxing  the  foreigner, 
but  it  meant  raising  the  price  of  raw 
materials,  and  raising  the  price  to  the 
home  consumer. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth)  suggested 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  had  power  to  prevent  the  passing 
through  the  Custom  House  of  this  ab- 
normal shipment  of  foreign  hops,  which 
were  two  years  old  and  were  to  be 
sold  at  a  knock-out  price.  In  view 
of  their  age,  it  might  be  that  they  con- 
tained the  germs  of  disease  and  were  not 
fit  to  be  sold  on  the  market.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  place  an  embargo  on  them 
imtil  it  had  been  ascertained  whether  they 
contained  any  deleterious  matter,  or 
whether  they  were  really  fit  for  consump- 
tion. He  thought  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  such  an  abnormal  case, 
might  take  some  steps  to  put  an  embargo 
on  hops  which  were  proved  to  be  unfit 
for  consumption.  Until  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  made  its  report,  and  the 
matter  had  been  jbhoroughly  looked  into, 
he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  cause  some  steps  to  be  taken  to 
prevent  hops  being  brought  here  until 
it  was  ascertained  that  they  were 
thoroughly  fit  to  be  introduced  into  the 
country. 

Mr.  ANNAN  BRYCE  (Inverness 
Burghs)  said  he  wished  to  ask  the  Leader 
of  the  House  if  in  arranging  the  business 
he  would  include  an  Education  Bill  for 
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Scotland.  He  might  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  had  already  had  six 
Education  Bills  introduced  by  two  Govern- 
ments during  the  last  seven  years,  and  it 
would  be  a  source  of  great  disappoint- 
ment in  Scotland  if  an  Education  Bill  for 
Scotland  were  not  carried  this  session. 

Mr.  JOWETT  (Bradford,  W.)  said  he 
would  like  to  put  before  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  the  consideration  of  a 
matter  in  connection  with  hops,  having 
relation  to  the  changes  which  had 
taken  place  in  regard  to  home  brewing. 
Brewing,  in  consequence  of  the  changes, 
had  been  driven  into  the  hands  of 
brewing  syndicates.  About  1880,  when 
Parliament  took  the  tax  off  barley  and 
placed  taxation  on  liquor,  the  result  was 
practically  to  cut  off  the  old  custom  of 
brewing  at  home  which  used  to  prevail 
in  a  large  part  of  the  country.  He  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  would  see  that  the  Committee  which 
had  this  su])ject  under  consideration 
inquired  into  the  advisability  of  revert- 
ing to  the  old  system  of  encouraging 
harmless  brewing  of  beer  at  home, 
instead  of  patronising  the  substitutes 
and  chemicals  used  by  the  brewers 
of  the  country.  He  also  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  pro- 
posed to  do  with  regard  to  a  far 
more  important  subject — that  of  un- 
employment. It  would  be  within  the 
recollection  of  Members  that  a  proposal 
made  from  those  benches  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
unemployment  was  rejected  by  the  House. 
That  might  be  right  or  wrong.  Person- 
ally, he  thought  the  Bill  was  sound,  for 
he  could  not  get  over  the  feeling  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  State  and  of  the 
community  to  see  to  the  interests  of  the 
unemployed  so  long  as  they  were  willing 
to  work.  Ho  therefore  contended  ^hat 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Administration 
to  say  what  they  intended  to  do  in  the 
matter.  It  was  exceedingly  difficult 
under  the  forms  of  the  House  to  get  a 
discussion  on  any  subject.  Private  Mem- 
bers were  almost  wiped  "  off  the   mat '' 

Mr,  Annan  Brycc, 


so  to  speak.    There  could  be  no  Kut 
important  subject  than  t  le  unemplojaoi 
problem.      Doubtleea    the     right    hot. 
Gentleman  would  answer  that  there  wen 
various  reforms  which  might  have  some 
influence  with  the  question.     Hon.  Meiir 
bers  above   the  gangway  believed  dul 
certain  charges  in  the   matter   of  tke 
importation  of  foreign  hops  might  htn 
some  influence ;  some  hon.  Memben  oi 
the  other  side  of  the  House  believed  thit 
the  taxation  of  land  values  might  htve 
some    effect    on     unemployment,    vA 
others  believed  that  in  the  years  to  eona, 
how  many  years  they  could  not  tell,  the 
Small  Holdings  Act,  passed   last  year, 
might  have  some  influence  alsa     But  all 
these  things  were  in  the  dim  and  disUnt 
future,  while  unemployment  was  prewsi 
with    us.      Men    were    without    work, 
and  were  wanting  it,  and  since  privato 
Members  had  no  respakisibUities  in  th» 
House    under    the    present    system   of 
national     administration,      and      sinee 
Ministers  only  were  responsible  for  their 
own   Departments,   he    asked    them  to 
exercise  that  responsibility,  and  say  that 
day  what  they  intended  to   do   about 
unemployment.     It  was  a  most  presang 
question,  and  he  thought  he  was  witUn 
his  rights  in  respectfully  demanding  > 
reply  from  the  right  hon    Gentleman  a» 
to  what  was  intended  to  be  done. 

Mr.  CLEMENT  ED WAEDS  (Denbigh, 
District)  said  he  represented  a  ooo- 
stituency  where  a  very  large  number  of 
electors  were  engaged  as  workmen  in 
breweries.  On  the  occasion  of  the  hat 
election  the  Tariff  Beform  League  earned 
on  an  agitation  among  them,  and  ona  of 
their  representatives  was  asked  whether 
the  League  were  prepared  to  run  the  riik 
of  injuring  the  brewing  trade  by  patting 
a  tax  on  the  raw  material — ^hops.  Ao 
very  emphatic  reply  was  given  by  the 
representative  of  the  Teiriff  Rifann 
League  that  they  were  prepared  to  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  He  was  won 
that  if  that  kind  of  reprewntatkm  bad 
not  been  made  his  majority  A  the 
election  would  have  been  eren  gnalv 
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iliMi  it  was.  Thoy  had  that  distinct  reply 
from  a  representative  of  the  League, 
which,  it  had  been  said,  could  not  blow 
lioth  hot  and  cold;  but  if  their  policy 
with  regard  to  raw  material  had  changed, 
lie  would  ask  as  a  personal  favour  that 
ihe  Ijeague  should  send  a  representative 
into  his  constituency  to  explain  that 
fmoL  He  protested  most  emphatically 
against  the  proposal  to  increase  the 
number  of  unemployed  by  putting  a  tax 
npoD  the  raw  material  called  hops. 
Eioabtless  they  would  hear,  in  connection 
with  another  Bill  which  was  to  be  dis- 
eoMed  immediately  after  the  holidays, 
a  great  deal  about  throwing  persons  out 
of  employment  in  connection  with  the 
brewery  trade ;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  number  thrown  out  would  be  the 
merest  fraction  compared  with  the 
number  that  would  be  unemployed  if  the 
ideas  of  the  hop  farmers  were  realised, 
and  a  tax  were  put  upon  the  raw  material 
of  the  brewing  trade. 

Captain  CLIVE  (Herefordshire,  Ross) 
aaid  that  hon.  Members  had  not  attempted 
to  define  what  they  called  raw  mateiial, 
and  he  thought  the  House  would  readily 
agree  that  there  could  be  no  hard  and  fast 
line  drawn.  He  was  prepared  to  say 
about  hops,  whether  they  were  raw 
material  or  not,  that  very  much  more 
money  went  in  labour  with  hops  before 
they  reached  the  brewer  than  after  they 
became  the  raw  material  of  manu- 
facture. It  had  been  pointed  out 
by  both  the  present  and  the  late 
Prime  Minister  that  under  present  legis- 
lation it  was  perfectly  possible  to  deal 
with  special  cases  of  dumping  as  they 
arose.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  his  reply  to  his  hon.  friend  had  made 
no  reference  to  that  point  whatever.  His 
hon.  friend  had  taken  particular  care 
not  to  dictate  what  should  be  the 
remedy  adopted ;  he  had  simply  pointed 
out  that  both  the  present  and  the  late 
Leader  of  the  House  had  declared  their 
ability  to  deal  with  special  cases  as  they 
aroee ;  and  he  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  put  the  existing  powers  in 


force.  He  was  not  sure  whether  undet 
the  rules  of  the  House  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  speak  again,  but  it 
would  be  interesting  to  know  how  the 
Grovernment  would  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  such  cases  as  the  one  in  question. 
The  frequent  statements  they  had  made 
of  their  ability  to  deal  with  them  had 
constituted  one  of  the  commonest  argu- 
ments, at  any  rate,  against  the  urgency 
of  the  introduction  of  tariff  reform. 

Mr.  VERNEY  (Buckinghamshire,  N.) 
said  he  would  remind  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  this  was  not 
the  first  ship  that  had  approached  the 
English  shores  with  hops :  many  and 
many  another  ship  had  come.  The  hon. 
Member  and  his  friends  asked  that  the 
Government  should  exercise  their  powers 
— powers  which  had  never  been  defined 
or  explained  by  them.  He  had  been 
listening  in  vain  for  some  definition. 
What  hon.  Members  really  asked  for 
was  drastic  legislation,  not  to  meet 
this  particular  caSe,  but  to  put  a  duty 
of  40s.  on  hops  to  last  from  now  until 
Doomsday.  He  had  asked  every  witness 
who  had  come  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Hop  Industry  whether 
the  40s.  duty  which  had  been  alluded  to 
time  after  time  by  witness  after  witness 
was  to  meet  this  particular  case ;  and 
all  those  who  had  had  the  greatest 
experience  had  answered  "No."  What 
they  meant  was  a  40s.  duty  on  hops,  and 
that  the  duty  was  to  last  as  long  as 
the  hop  industry  continued.  That  was 
the  evidence  put  before  the  Com- 
I  mittee.  This  question  had  arisen  before 
j  and  had  been  argued  out  time  after  time 
;  as  being  a  permanent  duty  on  hops.  He 
j  hoped  the  House  would  not  be  under  the 
I  inipression  that  anything  else  had  been 
;  asked  for  from  the  Committee,  because 
that  and  that  only  was  the  dtimand  made 
by  witness  after  witness. 

Mr.  CLYXES  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
said  he  had  put  down  a  Question  to  the 
Home  Secretary  respecting  the  imprison- 
ment   of  a    number   of  leaders  of   the 
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unemployed  in  Manchester, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  would  ask 
for  a  report  in  regard  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  imprisonment  of  these 
men,  and  whether  he  would  take  any 
action  with  a  view  to  reducing  what  was 
deemed  1>y  the  Labour  Party  to  be  a 
very  extreme  sentence.  Perhaps  the 
Under-Secretary  could  say  whether  any 
report  had  been  received,  and  if  so, 
whether  any  action  in  the  direction  the 
Labour  Party  wished  was  contemplated. 

The  UXDEK-SECRETxVKY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
HERiiERT  Samuel,  Yorkshire,  Cleve- 
land) :  The  hon.  Member  did  not  give  me 
any  notice  of  the  Question  and  I  am  afraid 
therefore  that  I  cannot  give  him  any 
definite  reply,  but  I  will  make  immediate 
inquiry  to  see  whether  any  action  is 
possible. 


Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich)  said  the 
desire  of  the  La]>our  Party  was  that  the 
House  should  ri.se  to  a  sense  of  its  own 
responsibility.  They  were  constantly 
told  that  inquiries  would  be  made,  and 
in  that  way  the  whole  thing  drifted  on 
from  year  to  year  with  occasionally  a 
little  sop  to  keep  men  quiet.  Imprison- 
ment could  have  no  terrors  to  men  or 
women  who  lived  a  life  which,  under 
present  condition.s,  was  almost  a  hell  to 
them.  Imprisonment  would  not  ter- 
rorise people  into  obeying  the  law  when 
the  State  permitted  them  to  exist  in  a 
f;ir  worse  state  outside  prison  than  inside. 
The  Under-Secretary  had  promised  them 
further  inquiry  and  sympathy.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  world  so  cheap  as 
sympathy.  They  were  constantly  being 
told  that  the  House  of  Commons  could 
do  nothing  and  that  it  was  a  delibera- 
tive Assembly.  They  bail  had  a  good 
example  of  that  that  day,  because  they  had 
been  deliberating  for  some  considerable 
time  on  nothing  in  particular.  They 
were  not  punishing  these  men  but  rather 
relieving  them  for  a  time  by  putting 
them  in  prison.  It  behoved  thi>se  repre- 
senting the  Government  to  look  round 
to  see  if  the  existing  state  ol  things  amid 
not  1)0  relieved.  They  had  some  hoin^s 
that  the  new  Chancellor  of  ihe  K\rhoqurr 
with   his  deep  symimthy   and   brilliant 

Mr,  Cli/ncs, 
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He  asked    intellect   would  be  able   to  help  them- 
In  this  matter  in  the  past  it  had  been 
found    necessaiy    to    cajole,   flatter,  or 
abuse    the    Govemmenc     in    ocder  id 
encourage  them  to  do    something.    I 
they  called  attention  to  the   tact  du: 
a  poor  woman  by  the  neglect  of  some 
official  in  an  institution   had  been  pot 
into  a  bath  and  boiled,  the  hon.  Member 
would  simply  get  up  and  sav,  "I  ctn 
assure    the    hon.   Member    that    boiled 
lunatics  are    not   in    my   Department'* 
He  appealed  to  hon.  Members  during  the 
next  ten  days  to  consider  what  could  be 
done  for  the  surplus  population.     Ther 
must    be    absorbed    in    some     kind  of 
useful  work  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to    do    something   to  find 
them    employment       This   sending   of 
the  unemployed  to  prison  was  a  very 
serious  thing,  not   only  for  those   who 
were  imprisoned  but  for  those  outside, 
because  prison  had  no  terrors  for  them. 
He  hoped  the  Home  Secretary  would  be 
able  to  send  a  message  of  peaee  to  those 
poor  men  who  had  been  imprisoned  at 
Manchester  after  being  found  guilty  of 
what  ]    Simply  of  trying  to  get  their  daily 
bread  honestlv. 


Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM 
(Glamorganshire,  Shondda)  asked  when 
the  Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  would  be 
proceeded  with.  He  had  been  appealing 
to  the  House  for  the  last  twenty  years 
upon  this  question.  Only  a  few  weeks 
a^o  a  distinct  promise  was  made  that 
the  Bill  would  be  introduced  before  the 
Easter  holidays.  He  knew  that  certain 
things  had  happened  which  were  in  no 
way  under  the  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  no  body  of  men  sympathised 
more  with  the  ex-Premier  than  the 
miners.  Ihere  was  a  tumour  that  the 
Miners  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  was  going  to 
be  droppeil.  He  knew  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  sufficient  trouble  without 
dropping  the  Miners  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
that  course  would  not  be  dreamed  of, 
because  the  consequences  would  be  verj- 
serious  indeed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  ailjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  pa:*t  Fom:  till  Mon- 
ilsy,  'JTth  April. 
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The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock, 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


i:  Draycott  Gas  Bill ;  Gosport  Gas  Bill ; 
•8  Huraber  Commercial  Railway  and  Dock 
X  Bill ;  Leeds  Corporation  Bill ;  Leicester 
^  Corporation  Bill;  Motherwell  Burgh 
4  Bxtension,  &c.,  Bill. — Read  the  third 
"^  time,  and  passed. 

1  North  Eastern  Railway  Bill  (King's 
•5  Consent  signified). — Bill  read  the  tlurd 

2  time,  and  passed. 

§  Wishaw  Burgh  Electricity,  4c.,  Bill.— 
^  Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

'«• 

"g  Dundalk  Urban  District  Council  Bill. — 
§^  As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
^  third  time. 

^  Audenshaw  Urban  District  Council 
Bill  [Lords];  Camberwell  and  other 
Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Super- 
annuation) Bill  [Lords]  ;  Fishguard  and 
Rosslare  Railways  and  Harbours  Bill 
[Lords];  Merthyr  Tydfil  Corporation 
Bill  [Lords]. — Read  a  second  time,  and 

;§  committed. 


-^  Pontypridd  Water  Bill  [Lords].— Read 
^-^  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

§  Briton  Ferry  Urban  District  Council 
^  Bill  [Lords]  (by  Order). — Read  a  second 
5j  time,  and  committed. 

Local  (Jovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)  Bill.—"  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Bath,  Little  Lever, 
Stanhope,  Stratford-on-Avon  (Rural), 
Stratton  and  Bude,  and  the  Hemel 
Hempstead  Joint  Hospital  District," 
presented  by  Dr.  Macnamara  ;  supported 
by  Mr.  Burns ;  read  the  first  time  ;  to 
be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
193.] 
.VOL.  CLXXXVII.  [Fourth  Series. j 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill.—"  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Bridlington,  Fulwood, 
Romford,  and  Weymouth  and  Melcbmbe 
Regis,"  presented  by  Dr.  Macnamara ; 
supported  by  Mr.  Bums ;  read  the  £rst 
time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  194.] 

Edinburgh  Corporation  (Tramways,&c.) 
Order  Confirmation  Bill. — **  To  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  under  The  Private 
Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act, 
1899,  relating  to  Edinburgh  Corporation 
Tramways,  &c.,"  presented  by  Mr.  Sin- 
clair ;  read  the  first  time  ;  and  ordered 
(under  Section  9  of  the  Act)  to  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Tuesday,  5th  May, 
and  to  be  printed,    [Bill  195.] 


PETITIONS. 


COAL  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Algernon 
Pit ;  Ashton  Moss ;  Ashton's  Green  ; 
Brackley  Colliery  ;  Cadrow ;  Cambois  ; 
Clyde  Colliery ;  Coal  Pit  Heath  (Glou- 
cester) ;  Collins  Green ;  Dykeford 
Colliery  ;  Femiegair  Colliery  ^  Forley 
Colliery,  ToUcross  ;  Hartshead  Branch, 
York  ;  Hepscott  Colliery  ;  Gateside  ; 
Gwendraeth  Colliery  ;  Kirkintilloch;  Lea 
Green  ;  Linby  ;  Netherton  Hall ;  Nether- 
ton  Howard  ;  New  Cwmmaur  Colliery ; 
Newton  ;  North  Elswick ;  Pentremaur 
Colliery;  Preston  Colliery;  Ross; 
gleekburn;  South  Elswick;  Sutton 
Heath  ;  Wishaw  ;  and  Wyke  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 
t^i^AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Torquay  ; 
and  Warminster  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Ash  ;  Beacons- 
field  ;  Bridlington ;  Carmarthen  ;  Crew- 
kerne  ;  Driffield  ;  East  Horsley  ;  Helper- 
bhorpe  ;  High  Wycombe  ;  Isle  of  Thanet ; 
Marlow  (two) ;  Princes  Risborough  ; 
Rotherham  (two) ;  Salisbury  ;  Thraps- 
ton;  Wallingford;  Weaverthorpe ;  Wells; 
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West  Wiltshire;   Whiston;    and  Wold 
Newton;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration :  From  Beeston ; 
and  Bradford  (Yorks) ;    to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Abbeydale  ; 
AV»erpwili ;  Alvaston  ;  Arnold  ;  Ashton- 
under-Lvne  (five) ;  Ash  Vale  ;  Auchen- 
cairn  ;  Barking  ;  Barrington  ;  Barrow- 
on-Soar  ;  Battlefield  ;  Bearsden  ;  Bed- 
ford (three) ;  Beeston  ;  Birkdale  (two) ; 
Black-pool  (four) ;  Blnh  (two) ;  Bod- 
"VNTog  ;  Bonhill ;  Bonkle  ;  Bovey  Tracey  ; 
Bradford  ;  Bradford-on-Avon  ;  Bridling- 
ton (two) ;  Brookley  ;  Broadstairs  ; 
Br\Tidu  ;  •  Brynsiencynr ;  Cambois 
(three) ;  Castle  Donington ;  Charles- 
worth  ;  Cheddar  Valley  ;  Chelsea  ; 
Chisworth  ;  Clevelys  ;  Clydebank  ; 
Coalville  ;  Co^tdyke  ;  Combe  Martin  ; 
Convil  Elvet  (two) ;  Cowgate  ;  Cross- 
hill  ;  Crouch  Hill  (two) ;  Dalbeattie  ; 
Dalmuir  ;  Dartmouth  (two) ;  Dawlish  ; 
Delting  ;  Derby  ;  Derbvshire  :  Devon- 
port  :  East  Ham  :  Edinburgh  (eight) : 
Falkirk  (four) ;  Ferry  :  Filey  ;  Firth  : 
Fishguard  :  Glasgow  (five) ;  Glencairn  ; 
Glenelg  :  Gomersal  (two) ;  Great  Yar- 
mouth (two) :  Greenwich  ;  Hackney  ; 
Hamilton  :  Harrow  Road  ;  Heckmond- 
wike  ;  Helensburgh  (two) ;  Highbridge  ; 
Holloway  Road  ;  Holm  ;  Holyhead ; 
Huddersfield  ;  Iver  ;  Kentish  Town  ; 
Kingswood :  Eirkham ;  Kirkintillook 
(four):  Lanark:  Lancaster  (ten): 
Langholm  (three » :  Leicester  (three) ; 
Lerwick  :  Linlithgow  and  Falkirk : 
Llanarthiiey  :  Llanybnher  :  Lochend  and 
New  Abbey  :  London  (two) ;  Lough- 
borough :  Maidenhead  (two) :  Manor 
Park  two^  :  Marsden :  Melbourne: 
Melksham  itwo'  :  Melton  Mowbray 
Itwoi  :  Milforvl :  Moret:ambe  :  Morpeth: 
New  Baruet :  Nowlvrvnigh  ;  Newbridge  : 
Newcastle  Enilyn  :  Newciistle-upott-T}-ne 
(two»  :  Newulum  :  North  Ronaldshay 
(fouri  :  North  SUieUls :  NottiughAm 
(<lx) :  Peurh\.v>llii:\%Y  :  IVUokshAws  : 
PontyWrem  ^iour^  :  Poult ou  le  Fvlde  : 
Rentou  (three ^ :  i^t.  Auues  ou  Se*  ;two^  : 
St.  Clears :  St.  Helens  ^thwe^  ;  St. 
James :  SaUorvl  \i\>\\x) ;  Seor  Green  : 
Shetfield  ;  Shepshe\l :  SUirt^  Mwr  i 
Skye;  Tongue:  'IWjuav  (Kmt) ;    lV>w- 


bridge ;  Uphill ;  Vale  of  Levm  \  Yalbf ; 
Velmgwin ;  Warminster ;  Watenide ; 
West  Bridgford ;  Woking  (thiee) ;  Wood- 
bridge  ;  and  Wroxall ;  to  lie  upon  tlu 
Table. 

LIQUOR    TRAFFIC    (LOCAL       OPTIOX) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Alexan- 
dria ;  Cadzow  Oak  ;  Cathcart ;  Falkirk ; 
Glasgow ;  Kingussie  ;  and  Linlithgow 
and  Falkirk  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS    OX 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Brixham ; 
Deptford  ;  and  East  London  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS 

(RECESS).^ 

The   following   Papers,    presented  by 

Command  *  of  His    Majesty  during  the 

Easter    Recess,    were   delivered   to   the 

Librarian    of    the  House   of    Gommons 

I  during    the    Recess,    pursuant    to    the 

-  Standing  Order  of  Uth  August,- 1896  :— 

I 

>  Army  (Militia  Units). — Copy  of  Betnm 
!  showing  the  Establishment  of  each 
I  L^nit  of  Militia  in  the  United  Ejng^m 
,  and  the  numbers  present,  absent,  and 
'  wanting   to   complete,    at   the  Training 

:  of  1907. 

! 

!      Cancer  Research  (Colonie8).-r-0op7  of 
■  further    Correspondence  relating   to  the 
Cancer  Research  Scheme. 

Education  (Scotland). — Copy  of  Regu- 
lations as  to  Grants  to  Secondary  Schools 
in  Scotland,  1908. 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  1908. — Copy 
of  Preliminary  Draft  of  the  Articles 
of  a  Charter  for  the  University  to  have 
its  seat  in  Belfast. 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  1908.— Copy 
of  Preliminary  Draft  of  the  Articles 
of  a  Charter  for  the  University  to  have 
its  seat  in  Dublin. 

Mines  and  Quarries. — Copy  of  Reports 

of   His   Majesty^s  Inspecton  of  Mines 

[  to  the  Secx^azy  of  State  far  tlie  Home 
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Department  under  the  OtJal  Mines  Regu- 
lation Acts,  1887  to  1896,  the  Metal- 
liferous Mines  Regulation  Acts,  1872 
and  1875,  and  the  Quarries  Act,  1894, 
for  the  year  1907. 


Cyprus. — Copy  of  Correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  affairs  of  Cyprus. 

Irish  Land  Commission  (Proceedings). 
— Copy  of  Return  of  Proceedings  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commission  during  the 
month  of  December,  1907. 

Prisons  (Scotland). — Copy  of  Thirtieth 
Annual  Report  of  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioners for  Scotland,  being  the  Sixty- 
ninth  Annual  Report  on  Prisons  in 
Scotland,   1907. 

Treaty  Series  (No.  10,  1908).— Copy 
of  Agreement  between  the  United  King- 
dom and  France  respecting  Death  Duties, 
signed  at  London,  15th  November, 
1907.  Ratifications  exchanged  at  London, 
9th  December,  1907. 

Trade  Report  (Annual  Series). — Copies 
of  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Reports, 
Annual  Series,  Nos.  3972-3974,  and 
3977. 

Miscellaneous,  No.  3  (i908).--Copy 
of  Correspondence  with  His  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Berlin  respecting  a  De- 
claration by  the  Governments  of  Great 
Britain,  Denmark,  France,  Germany, 
the  Netherlands,  and  Sweden  on  the 
subject  of  the  maintenance  of  the  status 
quo  in  the  territories  bordering  upon  the 
North  Sea. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Papers  do  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1887   (EVIC- 
TION NOTICES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  Eviction 
Notices  filed  during  the  quarter  ended 
3l8t  March,  1908  [by  Command];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (IRE- 
LAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Board  for  Ireland 


for  the  year  1907  [by  Command]  ; 
lie  upon  the  Table. 
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Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table : — 
Manual  of  .Procedure  in  the  Public 
Business  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
1908  [2nd  edition]. 


NEW  WRIT. 


New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Wolver- 
hampton (East  Division),  in  the  room 
of  the  right  hon.  Sir  Henry  Hartley 
Fowler,  G.C.S.I.  (Chiltem  Hundreds).— 
(Mr.  Whiteley.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES^ 


Imprisonment  at  St*  Petersburg  of  Mr. 
Tchayskovaky. 

Mr.  YOXAItL  (Nottingham,  W.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfEairs,  whether  he  can  take  any  action 
in  the  case  of  Nicholas  Tchayskovsky, 
a  distinguished  man  of  science  of  Russian 
birth  (but  resident  in  this  country  for 
more  than  twenty  years,  and  several 
of  whose  family  are  British  subjects), 
confined  since  24th  November,  1907, 
in  the  fortress  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul, 
at  St.  Petersburg,  without  charge  pre- 
ferred against  him  ;  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  memorial 
speaking  of  the  position  in  the  esteem 
of  all  who  knew  him,  of  whatever  shade 
of  politics  or  creed,  which  Mr.  Tchay- 
skovsky  has  won  for  himself  during 
the  thirty  years  residence  in  England 
and  the  United  States ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  petition  of  similar  weight 
has  beien  adopted  in  the  United  States, 
and  that  the  eminent  medical  men, 
Professors  Bechtereff  and  Volkhoff ,  report 
that  Mr.  Tchayskovsky's  life  is  en- 
dangered by  his  internment,  he  being  of 
an  advanced  age  and  suffering  from 
heart  disease  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  anything  can  be  done  by 
the  Foreign  Office  on  behalf  of  British 
subjects  who  are  relatives  of  this  dis- 
tinguished man  to  secure  that  he  may 
be  released  on  bail  while  awaiting  trial. 
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(Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey',)  I  understand  that  Mr.  Tchay- 
skovsky  is  charged  with  being  implicated 
in  revolutionary  proceedings.  He  is  not 
a  British  subject,  and  there  is,  therefore, 
no  ground  on  which  diplomatic  action 
can  be  taken  by  His  Majesty's  (Jovem- 
ment. 

Railway  Orossing  at  Qarrydnff. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
is  a  crossing  over  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Railway  in  the  townland 
of  Garryduff,  electoral  division  of  Ballin- 
dine,  Claremorris  Union,  and  that  the 
people  of  Garryduff,  Woodstock,  Carrow- 
connor,  Levase,  Cullane,  Burris,  Baleboy, 
Crimline,  and  Rockforth  have  to  cross 
the  line  at  this  point ;  that  there  is  no 
other  convenient  way  for  the  vehicular 
"traffic  coming  from  and  going  to  these 
places  ;  that  it  is  in  close  proximity 
.to,  a  wood  and  a.  sharp  curve,  which 
add  to  the  danger ;  that  recently  when 
crossing  the  line  a  cart  was  caught  by 
a  passenger  train  and  smashed  to  pieces, 
serious  loss  of  life  having  being  narrowly 
averted  ;  and,  seeing  that  the  Claremorris 
District  Council  and  the  Mayo  County 
Council  forwarded  representations  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  necessity  of 
having  a  gate  lodge  erected  at  the  spot, 
with  a  gatekeeper  in  charge,  with  a  view 
to  saving  life  and  property,  whether 
efforts  will  be  made  to  compel  the  railway 
company  to  take  prompt  steps  to  safe- 
guard the  lives  of  the  numbers  of  people 
who  have  to  pass  there  at  all  hours  of 
the  day  and  night. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George,)  The 
crossing  in  question  does  not  appear  to 
be  one  of  a  public  carriage  road,  and  the 
railway  company  are,  therefore,  under 
no  statutory  obligation  to  employ  a 
gatekeeper  to  supervise  the  traffic  over 
the  crossing.  The  Board  of  Trade  have 
no  jurisdiction,  but  they  have  called  the 
company's  attention  to  the  matter, 
and  have  received  a  reply  to  the  effect 
that  the  crossing  is  not  considered  a 
dangerous   one. 

Archer  Street  Post  Office,  W. 
Mb,    STANGER    (Kensington,     N.) : 
To  ask  the  Postin aster- (General  whettiw 


the  Archer  Street  post  office  in  West- 
bourne  Grove  is  in  need  of  being  rebuilt ; 
whether  plans  for  the  purpose  are  yet 
completed,  and  possession  of  the  neces- 
sary land  obtained  ;  and  when  the  build- 
ing operations  are  likely  to  be  com- 
menced. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
It  is  not  proposed  to  rebuild  this  office ; 
but  plans  for  enlarging  and  improving 
it  have  been  prepared  and  are  under 
consideration.  Legal  difficulties  have  de- 
layed the  completion  of  the  purchase  of 
the  necessary  additional  land,  but  I  hope 
that  a  settlement  will  be  reached  before 
long. 


Transmission  of  Press  Telegrams. 
Mr.  JOWETT  (Bradford,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  a 
Departmental  Committee  has  reported 
that  the  existing  arrangements  of  the 
telegraph  service  are  now  inadequate 
to  provide  for  the  increasing  hurry  and 
earlier  publication  .  of  pijovincial  news- 
papemj  whether,  as  a  consequence,  the 
Committee  baa  recommended  jointprivate 
wires  from  a^  Lbiidfi&  agency  to  the 
offices  of  provinciial  ne^ape^s,  staffed 
by  operators  unattached  S^  ^^^  .^^»* 
Office  ;  whether  the  CommittSpconsiders 
that  there  is  no  general  objectnjn  to  the 
taking  away  from  the  hands  ^ 
Postmaster-General  of  the  work  of  *^^*^®" 
mitting  news  from  London  to  ^bcV  P^" 
vinces;  and  whether,  in  view  or}^^ 
possibility  of  the  Postmaster-Gen?^ 
permitting  a  great  extension  of  iPf 
system  of  sub-contracting  in  the  telegraph 
service,  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
may  be  appointed  to  consider  the  present' 
position  of  the  telegraph  service. 


To  ask  the  Postmaster- General  whether 
he  is  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
House  if  he  has  completed  any  arrange- 
ments with  newspaper  proprietors  or 
news  agencies  for  taking  over  the 
transmission  of  news  messages  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  a  Departmental  Committee ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  insert  in  the 
conditions  that  all  telegraph  operators 
employed  in  the  transmission  of  messages 
over  wires  loaned  to  private  companies 
by  the  Post  Offipe  shall  be  paid  the 
\  «am^  t%i\Ai%  ot  wages   as   are   paid   to 
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established     postal    telegraph    operators 
working  in  the  same  town. 

(Anstoered  by'Mr.  Sydney  BtuOon,)  I 
do  not  know  that  I  can  usefully  add  to 
the  replies  which  I  gave  to  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  7th  and  20th  ultimo, 
which  contain  full  information  on  the 
present  position  of  the  question.  I 
may  add,  however,  that  I  see  no  reason 
for  appointing  a  Select  Committee  to 
consider  the  present  position  of  the 
telegraph  service. 

Ireland  and  the  Sugar  Duty. 
Mr.  O'SHEE  (Waterford,  W.) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Dungarvan 
Urban  Council  has  passed  a  resolution 
objecting  to  the  heavy  burden  imposed 
on  Ireland  by  the  extra  duty  on  sugar, 
which  presses  severely  on  the  poor ; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  the  re- 
mission of  the  same  favourably. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  Yes,  Sir. 
I  have  received  a  copy  of  the  Resolution 
in  question  through  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and,  like  all  other 
representations  on  the  subject  of  taxa- 
tion, it  will  receive  careful  consideration. 

Dog  Dealsra  and  Dog  Licences. 

Mb.  DICKINSON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) : 

To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Dog  Tax  as 

at  present  levied  falls  with  undue  severity 

upon  dealers  in  dogs,  inasmuch  as  they 

have  to  pay  upon  the  maximum  number 

of  dogs  that  may,  at  any  one  time,  be 

kspt  for  the  purposes  of  sale  ;  and  whether 

^ke  can  see  his  way  to  amend  the  law  so 

to  allow  of  such  dealers  being  taxed 

on  some  Jess,  onerous  and  more  equit- 

ble  system. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  The  law 
hid  practice  in  the  matter  is  as  stated  in 
he  Question  ;  but  I  do  not  see  that  any 
•ardship  arises,  nor  does  there  appear  to 
,  be  to  be  any  sufficient  reason  for  altering 
ke  system. 


Friendly  Societies  and  IncomeTaz. 
^  Mr.  T.  R.  BETHELL  (Essex,  Maldon) : 
0  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

the  arrangement  made  with  building 


societies  as  regards  exemption  from  pay^ 
ment  of  income-tax  upon  borrowers 
interest,  as  sanctioned  by  Form  No.  13, 
Building  Societies  (Arrangement  B.)  In- 
come-Tax, can  be  extended  to  registered 
friendly  societies  upon  similar  informa- 
tion being  supplied  by  them  as  now  given 
by  building  societies. 

{Ansfvered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  I  would 
refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  Answer  which 
I  gave  to  the  same  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harwich  Division  on 
30th  March. 

Suggested  Tax  on  Traction  Engines,  etc. 
Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  damage  is  done 
by  traction  engines  and  heavy  locomotives 
to  roads  which  have  to  be  kept  in  constant 
repair  by  the  local  authorities,  he 'will 
consider  the  advisability  of  recommending 
the  imposition  of  a  tax  upon  such  con- 
veyances and  thereby  relieve  the  rate- 
payers from  the  burden  now  imposed  on 
them. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Asquith.)  The  sug 
gestion  is  one  which  shall  not  fail  to  re- 
ceive due  consideration  in  connection  with 
the  reform  of  local  taxation  generally, 
which,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  probably 
aware,  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Government. 

The  Dnke  of  Tork's  SohooL 
Mr.  HORNIMAN  (Chelsea) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  from  what 
source  the  capital.expended  on  the  present 
site  and  buildings  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
School,  Chelsea,  was  derived;  whence 
came  the  capital  for  the  purchase  of  the 
new  site  near  Dover  and  the  buildings 
now  being  erected  there,  and  by  what 
board  or  authority  was  the  money  allotted 
and  emended;  and  what  authority  will 
control  the  disposal  of  the  present  site  and 
buildings  at  Chelsea,  and  the  disposal  of 
any  balance  should  the  same  be  sold. 

(Ansufered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
It  appears  from  the  records  which  are 
readily  available  that  the  moneys  for  the 
acquisition  of  the  site  and  the  provision 
of  the  present  buiLdi\i^^  ^^^^^^^t«^^ 
partly  iiom  puXi^ic  femAa  mA^^sJO^  \x»a^ 
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unclaimed  prize  moneys.  The  money 
for  the  new  site  and  buildings  is  being 
provisionally  met  from  the  Military  Works 
Loan.  The  money  was  allotted  by  the 
Army  Council,  acting  in  concert  with  the 
Treasury  and  the  Office  of  Works.  The 
authority  for  the  disposal  of  the  present 
site  and  buildings  and  the  moneys  derived 
from  the  sale  thereof  will  be  the  Office  of 
Works,  acting  in  concert  with  the  Army 
Council  and  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  HORNIMAN  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  under  what  Act, 
scheme,  or  bequest  is  the  capital  repre- 
sented by  the  building  and  site  of  the 
Duke  of  York's  School,  Chelsea,  ad- 
ministered ;  and  are  the  same  printed,  or 
where  can  they  be  inspected  by  persons 
interested  therein. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
The  estate  of  the  Duke  of  York's  School 
is  administered  under  the  Royal  Military 
Asylum  Chelsea  (Transfer)  Act,  1884. 


Mortality  in  the  Licensed  VietoaM 
Trade. 

Mr.  CHARLES  ROBERTS  (Lincolij: 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Gomt 
ment  Board  if  he  can  give  particnliBi/ 
the  mortality  for  the  period  190&-ilit 
five  age-groups  of  ages,  from  twrntj-h 
to  thirty-five,  thirty-five  to  brtfin, 
forty-five  to  fifty-five,  fifty-five  to  Btf- 
five,  and  sixty-five  upwards,  for  li 
occupied  males,  brewers,  pablicui,i- 
eluding  innkeepers  and  inn-8eni4 
publicans  in  London,  publicans  ii  i- 
dustrial  districts,  and  publicans  in  ip- 
cultural  districts  respectively. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Btinii.)llii 
following  are  the  particulais  oi  At 
mortaHty  in  England  and  Wales  ii  At 
period  1900-2  at  five  age-groiV ' 
males  (aged  twenty-five  and  npnriil 
engaged  in  the  supply  of  intozkttiil 
liquors,  as  compared  in  each  agefNf 
with  that  of  all  occupied  males  titaii 
100— 


Occupied  males     -        -        -        - 
Brewers       .        -        -         -        - 
Publicans,  inn-keepers,  inn-servants 
„        in  London    - 
„         in  industrial  districts    - 
„         in  agricultural  districts 
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Standard  for  Preservatives  in  Food. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  ISt.  Patrick)  :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  any  standard  for  preserva- 
tives in  food  and  the  consequent  confusion 
prevailing  in  the  public  mind,  he  will  be 
prepared  to  incorporate  in  the  regula- 
tions he  is  now  drafting  under  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  }>y  the  Public  Health 
(Regulation  of  Foods j  Act,  1907,  a  clause 
fixing  such  standard,  and  thereby  give 
practical  effect  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  of  1900. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  John  flymi.)  ^J 
view  of  the  importance  of  the  piW 
health    and    trade   interests  conosM 
r<»gulation8  dealing  with  pre»ervttiv«* 
food  generally  could  not  be  madewijW 
considerable  preliminary  inquiiy  <» ^ 
out  supplementing  the  investigatioii  * 
the  Departmental  Committee  in  VM** —. 
directions.     In    these  ciroomstaiiefli  * 
has  not  been  found  practicable  to 
regulations  on  this  subject  in  tb 
now  in  preparation,  but  I  haT«  ■•* 
sight  of  the  matter,  and  liave 
directed    inquiries    to    be    HM 
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THE  LATE  PRIME  MINISTER. 
The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
EID  OP  THB  TREASURY  (Mr.  As- 
TH,  Pifeshire,  E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  many 
18,  Sir,  have  come  here  fresh  from  the 
ice  in  Westminster  Abbey,  where, 
dst  the  monuments  and  memories 
p-eat  men,  the  nation  took  its  last 
well  of  all  that  was  mortal  in  our 

Prime  Minister.  Sir,  there  is 
a  man  whom  I  am  addressing  now 
does  not  feel  that  our  tribute  to  the 

would  be  incomplete  if  this  House, 
iiich,  by  seniority,  he  was  the  father, 
which  for  more  thin  two  years 
.18  led,  were  not  to  offer  to  his 
ory  to-day  its  own  special  mark  of 
ence  and  affection.  I  shall  therefore, 
propose  before  I  sit  down  that  we 
d  lay  aside  for  to-day  the  urgent 
ess  which  has  brought  us  together, 
ttat  the  House  do  at  once  adjourn 

to-morrow.  It  is  within  a  few 
hs  of  forty  years  since  Sir  Henry 
>belI-Bannerman  took  his  seat  in 
Chamber.  Mr.  Gladstone  had  just 
ed  upon  his  first  Premiership  in  the 
bude  of  his  powers  and  of  his 
>rity.  A  new  House,  elected  upon  an 
ded  suffrage,  had  brought  to  West- 
ier  new  men,  new  ideas — as  some 
^ht — a  new  era.  Among  the  new- 
rs  there  were  probably  few,  judged 
e  superficial  tests  which  are  common- 
^plied,  who  seemed  less  obviously 
led  than  Mr.  Campbell,  as  he  then 
for    ultimate    leadership.      There 

been  men  who,  in  the  cruel 
e  of  the  ancient  historian,  were 
rsally  judged  to  be  fit  for  the 
St  place  only  until  they  attained 
deld  it.  Our  late  Prime  Minister 
ged  to  that  rarer  class  whose  fitness 
luch  a  place,  until  they  attain 
v\d  it,  is  never  adequately  imder- 
.  It  is  true  that  he  reached  office 
earlier  in  his  Parliamentary  career 
is  the  case  with  most  politicians, 
ccessive  Grovemments,  at  the  War 
,  at  the  Admiralty,  at  the  Irish 
,  and  at  the  War  Office  again,  he 
red     devoted    and     admirable,    if 
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little  advertised,  service   to   the  St8te. 
It   is    no    secret,    and    it    is   sufficient 
proof  that  he  himself  had   no  ambition 
for  leadership,  that    when    he    was    for 
the  second  time    a  Cabinet  Minister,  he 
aspired.  Sir,  to  be  seated  in  your  chair. 
But  though  he  had  too  modest  an  estimate 
of  himself  to  desire,  and  still  less  to  seek, 
the  first  place  in  the  State,  it  fell  to  him, 
after  years  of  much  storm  and    stress 
by  a  title  which  no  one  disputed  ;  and  he 
filled  it  with  an  ever-growing  recognition 
in  all  quarters  of  his  unique  qualifications. 
What  was  the  secret  of  the  hold  which 
in   these   later  days   he   unquestionably 
had    on    the    admiration    and    affection 
of  men   of  all  parties  and   all  cre3ds  ? 
If,  as  I  think  was  the  case,  he  w^s  one  of 
those    men    who    require    to   be    fally 
known  to  be  justly  measured,  may  I  not 
say   that  the  more  we  knew  him,  both 
followers  and  opponents,   the  more  we 
became  aware  that  on  the  moral  as  on 
the  intellectual  side  he  had  endowments, 
rare   in   themselves,   still  rarer  in   their 
combination  ?     For    example,    he    was 
singularly  sensitive  to  human  suffering 
and  wrong  doing,  delicate  and  even  tender 
in  his  sympathies,   always  disposed  to 
despise    victories    won    in    any    sphere 
by  mere  brute  force,  an  almost  passionate 
lover  of  peace.     And  yet  we  have  not 
seen  in  our  time  a  man  of  greater  courage 
— courage  not  of  the  defiant  or  aggressive 
type,     but     calm,     patient,     persistent, 
indomitable.     Let  me.  Sir,  recall  another 
apparent    contrast    in    his    nature.     In 
politics  I  think  he  may  be  fairly  described 
as  an  idealist  in  aim,  and  an  optimist 
by  temperament.     Great  causes  appealed 
to    him.    He    was   not   ashamed,    even 
on  the  verge  of  old  age,  to  see  visions 
and    to    dream    dreams.     He    had    no 
misgivings  as  to  the  future  of  democracy. 
He  had  a  single-minded  and  unquench- 
able   faith    in    the    unceasing    progress 
and    the    growing    unity    of     mankind. 
None  the  less,  in  the  selection  of  means, 
in  the  daily  work  of  tilling  the  political 
field,  in  the  choice  of  this  man  or  that 
for    some    particular    task,    he    showed 
not  only  that  practical  shrewdness  which 
came  to  him  from  his  Scottish  ancestors, 
but    the   outlook,  the  detachment,   the 
insight  of  a  cultured  citizen  of  the  world. 
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Tn  tnith,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  which  gave 
him  the  authority  and  afiection,  which, 
takon  togother,  no  one  among  his  con- 
temporaries enjoyed  in  an  equal  measure, 
was  not  one  quality  more  than  another 
or  anv  imion  of  qualities :  it  was  the  man 
himself.  He  never  put  himself  forward, 
vot  no  one  had  greater  tenacity  of 
purpose.  He  was  the  least  cynical  of 
mankind,  but  no  one  had  a  keener  eye 
for  the  humours  and  ironies  of  the  political 
situation.  He  was  a  strenuous  and 
uncompromising  fighter,  a  strong  Party 
man,  but  he  harboured  no  resentments, 
•md  was  generous  to  a  fault  in  apprecia- 
tion of  the  work  of  others,  whether 
friends  or  foes.  He  met  both  good  and 
•^vil  fortune  with  the  same  miclouded 
bnnv,  tlie  same  unruffled  temper,  the 
same  unshakable  confidence  in  the  justice 
and  righteousness  of  his  cause.  Sir 
Henry  Campbell -Bannerman  had  hardlv 
attained  the  highest  place,  and  made 
liimself  fully  known,  when  a  domestic 
trial,  the  saddest  that  can  come  to  any 
of  us,  darkened  his  davs,  and  dealt  what 
proved  to  be  a  fatal  blow  to  his  heart. 
Rut  he  never  for  a  moment  shirked  his 
dutv  to  the  State.  He  laboured  on — 
we  here  have  st^en  it  at  close  quarters — 
he  laboured  on  under  the  strain  of  anxiety, 
and  later,  under  the  maiming  sense  of 
a  loss  that  was  ever  fresh,  always 
ready  to  respond  to  everv  public  demand. 
And,  Sir,  as  we  knew  him  here,  so  after  ;  that  it  needs  no  persuasion  on  my  part  to 


our  united  homage  to  a  gracious  and 

cherished  memory— 

"  How  happy  is  he  bom  and  t^aght 
That  serveth  not  another's  will ; 

.  Whose  armour  is  his'honest  thought. 
And  simple  truth  his  utmost  skill ; 
*  *  *  •  * 

"  This  man  is  freed  from  servile  bands 
Of  hope'to  rise  or  fear  to  fall ; 
Lord'of  himself,  though  not  of  lands^ 
f  And,  having  nothing,  yet  hath  all.** 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUaiiAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's) :  I  deeply  regiet  the  alwence 
')f  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I 
have  reason  to  know  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  most  sincere  regret  to  my  right  hon. 
friend  that  he  is  unable  to  be  in  his  place 
to-day,  but,  as  the  House  is  aware,  he  is 
it  this  moment  disabled  by  illness.  Had 
ny  right  hon.  friend  been  present,  he 
would  have  rejoiced  to  bear  testimony  to 
the  high  regard  he  entertained  for  the 
character  and  career  of  the  statesman 
whose  loss  we  mourn  to-day.  I  know 
that  as  an  opponent  my  right  hon.  friend 
•egarded  him  as  scrnpulonsly  fair  and 
chivalrous,  and  during  his  Leadership  he 
ilways  observed  the  high  traditions  of 
this  House.  In  the  unavoidable  and 
regretted  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
friend,  it  falls  to  me  in  far  jfeebler  phrases 
to  second  the  Motion  moved  in  such 
eloquent  terms  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  feel  myself  most  fortimate  in  knowing 


he  was  stricken  down  in  the  midst  of 
his  work,  a  martvr,  if  ever  there  was 
one,  to  conscience  and  duty,  so  he 
continued  to  the  end.  I  can  never 
forget  the  last  time  that  I  was  privileged 
to  see  him,  almost  on  the  eve  of  his 
n*  si  en  at  ion.  His  mind  was  clear,  his 
interest  in  the  aff,^irs  of  the  country 
and  of  this  House  was  undimmed  :  his 
Talk  was  still  lighted  un  by  flashes 
of  that  homely  and  mellow  wisdom 
A\hioh  was  peculiarlv  his  own.  Still 
moTV  raomorable.  and  no:  less  character- 
is:  ic.  were  the  sewne  patience,  the  un- 
trxMibled  oquar.imity.  the  quiet  trust,  with 
which  durir.c  those  lor.c  ar.d  wearv  davs. 


he  aw,v.:eii  The 
to    \vr.ie.     Re 
av.d  To-day  in 
WAS  the  ivr.ioT 

<:r.:>   oi 
Together 


oaV.  he  Iciew  was  soor. 

has    cor.e    to    his    ivst. 

:his  House,  of  which  he 

.ar.d  the  most  hor.ouwsi 
we  r.iay  call  a  mice  in  the 
Tvarties,   while     we    ^^n-.ember 


our 


comrjior.    !c»S5,    and    iviv 


induce  this  House  to  accept  the  Besolntion 
unanimously.  While  in  this  conntzy  the 
system  of  government  by  Party  has  kmg 
obtained  and  is  firmly  fixed,  yet  I  main- 
tain that  there  is  no  conntzy.  and  no 
Assembly  in  any  country,  whei*  the  re- 
lations of  political  opponents  a2>e  more 
free  from  personal  bitterness  than  they  are 
in  this  country  and  in  this  Honw  of 
Commons :  or  where,  on  occasions  such 
:is  these,  there  is  greater  lead^ess  to  dzop 
all  party  prejudice  and  to  lecocnise  to 
the  full  the  services  rendeied  to  ike  State 
by  political  opponents.  It  is  zssi  for  rae 
:o  attempt  to  follow  the  Prme  Minister 
ii:  his  survey  of  the  public  life  of  iis  pie- 
ievossor.  but  I  would  wish  t*  Se  aZiow^ 
:o  associate  myself  with  all  the  iz^.rv-tes  :he 
ri^rh:  hon.  Gentleman  has  r^i  to  the 
:r.eniory  of  Sir  Heniy  C*nipt*ll-Rasiier' 
:r..v.;.  It  would  ill  become  lae  to  criiicise 
the  late  Prime  Minister's  r^uk?"  «  ii» 
TK?l:t;c^l  action :    to  do  »d  zsnt  lay  me 
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open  to  a  charge  of  insincerity,  and, 
indeed,  to  make  any  controversial  allusion 
to  them  would  at  once  put  me  out  of 
touch  with  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion.  If  there  were  anything  in  the 
present  Motion  that  seemed  to  pledge 
the  country  or  the  House  to  appr^^val 
of  any  particular  hopes  of  the  deceased 
statesman  I  can  understand  that  ques- 
tions might  be  raised  or  difficulties  found 
in  some  quarters.  But  that  is  not  the  case. 
All  that  we  do  in  supporting  this  Motion 
is  to  honour  the  memory  of  one  who  for 
forty  years,  by  his  high  personal  charac- 
ter, good  temper,  and  urbanity,  endeared 
himself  to  all  with  whom  he  was  brought 
into  personal  contact  and  enjoyed  the  uni- 
versal esteem  of  this  House  ;  and  to  put 
on  record  our  appreciation  of  a  public 
servant  whose  service  to  the  State  has 
been  both  honourable  and  distinguished. 
While  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  re- 
garded his  attitude  and  policy  on  some 
problems  of  great  importance  with  some 
alarm,  we  have  never  viewed  him  with 
any  anger  or  dislike,  and  even  when  his 
opinions  may  have  been  distasteful  to 
some  of  us,  we  have  ever  had  a  kindly 
regard  for  him  as  a  man.  Therefore 
we  can  more  fully  imderstand  and 
realise  the  warm  affection — an  affec- 
tion which  was  earned  by  devoted  and 
distinguished  Party  services,  by  ener- 
gies spent,  perhaps,  too  freely  in  the 
service  of  the  State  and  in  the  service 
of  his  Party — we  can,  I  say,  under- 
stand the  feelings  with  which  he  was 
regarded  by  his  supporters  in  this  House  ^ 
and  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  cannot 
but  admire  the  determination  and  courage 
with  which  he  stuclc  to  his  political 
convictions,  never  flinched  from  opinions 
because  they  might  be  unpopular,  and 
never  failed  at  the  lowest  ebb  of  the 
political  tide,  or  during  the  gloomiest 
period  of  his  Party's  fortunes,  in  his 
position,  first  as  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
then  as  Leader  of  this  House.  No  one 
could  have  been  more  popular  nor  did 
any  one  exist  who  had  the  power  of 
inspiring  a  greater  or  a  more  general 
petrsonal  affection.  In  this  capacity  we 
have  on  this  side  of  the  House  often  had 
VOL.  CLXXXVir.  [FouRTu  Series.] 


occasion  to  admire  his  conduct,  tact, 
and  resource,  while  we  have  appreciated 
to  the  full,  although  we  have  sometimes 
been  disconcerted  by,  his  wit  and  shrewd- 
ness. In  common  with  his  own  followers 
we  watched  in  sympathy  and  with  solici- 
tude the  illness  through  which  he  passed. 
We  had  hoped  that  when  the  cares  and 
weight  of  office  had  been  removed 
from  his  shoulders  he  might  have  been 
restored  to  health  and  comparative 
vigour,  and  looked  forward  to  a  good 
old  age  with  peace  and  contentment. 
But  that  was  not  to  be.  By  his 
removal  a  long  and  honourable  career 
has  been  brought  to  an  end  ;  the  public 
life  of  this  country  thereby  is  far  poorer, 
while  this  House  has  suffered  a  loss  from 
which  it  will  not  readily  or  quickly 
recover,  a  loss  which  I  would  like  to 
emphasise  has  been  felt  by  his  political 
opponents  as  much  as  by  hi^  political 
friends. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  AsquitL) 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  In  the  absence  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Waterford  I  rise 
to  say  that  we,  the  representatives  of  a 
cause  which  he  so  long  advocated  in  this 
House,  feel  that  we  cannot  allow  an 
occasion  like  this  to  pass  without,  on 
behalf  of  Ireland,  saying  a  word  as  to  the 
loss  which  we  have  suffered  in  the  death 
of  Sir  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman.  Sir 
Henry  Campbell  -  Bannerman  boasted 
rightly  that  he  was  not  only  a  Scot,  but  a 
Scot  of  Scots.  We  Irishmen  feel  that 
he  had  a  love  for  our  country  and  our 
cause  as  though  he  were  one  of  us.  We 
had  an  affection  for  him  as  if  he  were  one 
of  our  own  people.  I  have  been  told  by 
those  who  knew  him  intimately  that 
among  the  many  causes  that  appealed 
to  his  generous  nature  there  was  none 
which  made  a  readier  appeal  to  it  than 
the  cause  of  Ireland.  I  know  that  it  was 
only  the  imperative  orders  of  his  doctors 
that  prevented  him  coming  down,  even 
after  the  beginning  of  his  fatal  illness,  to 
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say  a  word  upon  the  Irish  Rosolution.  1 1  say,  to  understand   our   proposaU,  in 


Wo  honoured  liim  and  loved  him,  and 
re;^ret  his  death  as  one  of  the  greatest  and 
heaviest  losses  that  our  people  and  our 
country  ever  sustained. 

Sir  ALFRED  THOMAS  (aiamoriran- 
shire,  E.)  :  I  heg  on  behalf  of  the  Welsh 
Members  to  express  the  profound  regret 
with  which  we  heard  of  the  passing  away 
of  the  late  Prime  Minister.  As  one  who 
keenly  sympathised  with  small  nation- 
al it  i«»s  we  are  under  a  lasting  debt  of 
gratitmle  to  his  memory.  His  life  was 
a  noble  example  of  a  high-minded  Chris- 
tian gentleman,  and  we  can  all  say,  as 
John  Bright  said  of  Cobden,  "I  little 
knew  how  much  I  loved  him  until  I 
found  I  had  h)st  him." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
ham,  Barnard  Castle) :      In  associating 
mv  friends  and  mvself  with  the  magnifi- 
cent tribute  that 'has  been  paid   to   the  !  ^^^%    justified, 
late  Prime  Minister.  I  am  sure  that,  though  \  ^^^  ^P^"^^°  *^**  *^®  experience 
mv  words   are    few,   the   expressions   I    Justified,  and  he  whose  loss  we  moum 


order  that  something  might  be  done  to 
alleviate  the  vast  amount  of  suSerins 
which  the  poorer  of  the  working  classes 
so  constantly  experience  ;  and  in  this 
way  his  readiness  sympathetically  to 
consider  the  views  of  my  colleagues  and 
myself  endeared  him  in  an  unmistakable 
way  to  every  member  of  the  Labour 
Party.  There  always  stands  out  in 
association  with  his  life  one  event  wUch 
especially  appeals,  not  only  to  those  of 
us  who  have  the  honour  to  represent  in 
a  very  direct  sense  organised  labour  in 
this  House,  but  also  to  organised  labour 
throughout  the  whole  country.  That 
particular  chapter  in  his  life  was  in 
those  dark  days  when  there  was  a 
minority  in  this  country  who  felt  that  the 
experience  we  were  going  through  in 
South  Africa  was  not,  as  the  majority, 
in  their  opinion  probably  rightly,  thought, 
Organised  labour  held 
not 


make  use  of  will  nevertheless  be  accepted 


to-dav  was  at    the    head    of 


small 


as  perfei'tlv  sincere.     We  are  the  voung-  I  »^i»onty  in  the  country  who  shared  with 
estPartvinthisHonse.andvetwehave'^^g^^"^^^^     **^«^^    *^*     opmion,     and, 


been  here  durinjr  the  whole  of  the  time 
that  the  late  Prime  Minister  presided  in 
his  high  ]>osition  over  our  Parliamentary 
destinies.  Though  our  experience  of 
him  has  been  slu>rt,  it  was  suflicieiitly 
luni:  to  endear  him,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
mi>re  than  any  other  politician  in  this 
country  ti)  every  member  i>f  the  Labour 
Party.  The  more  we  got  to  know  in 
our  oUicial  position  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister  the  more  we  were  U^l  to  realise 
that  he  possessed  a  very  great  heart  for 
the  poor  of  this  country.  He  recognised 
the  social  wrongs  under  which  the  jioor 
are  compelled  to  live,  aiul  he  was  aiixioiis. 
eirlier  liy  the  metiuKls  which  he  and  his 
party  desirotl  to  pat  forward  for  relr-^ss- 
ini:  those  wmugs  or  by  und  »rstanding ; 
the  pri^posals  which  we  put  forward  in 
tin*  nafue  i»f  the|M»or— pn.»posals  oft-times 
i»f  a  tliit«Ti'iit  ihararter  from  th«»se  which 
he  himself  put  forw.inl-  he  was  anxiou.s, 
Mi\  T.  r.  ti'Cuhfi'o: 


though  that  opinion  was  repudiated, 
scorned,  and  scoffed  at,  and  though 
nicknames  were  applied  to  us  and  oppro- 
brium thrown  at  us,  we  always  rejoice 
to  think  that  he  maintained  his  position 
in  this  House  and  the  country  with  a 
fidelity  to  his  convictions  that  gave  him 
a  (Kisitiou  in  the  hearts  of  organised 
workers  in  this  country-  second  to  that  of 
no  other  statesman.  The  loss  we  moam 
to-day  is  nowhere  more  keenly  felt  than 
in  the  ranks  of  the  Parliamentary  Labour 
Party,  and  again  I  say  I  hope  my  words 
will  be  accepted  as  perfectly  sincere. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Resolved,  "  That  this  House 
adjourn." — (Mr.  AsjuiihJ) 


now 


.Vljiiiimcd 
twenty 
Three  oVJoek. 


inlh^       at 
minutof  after 
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Tuesday,  28th  AvrU,  1908.  j  ^n^e  Company  Bill  [Lords]  (by  Order).- 

'^  j  Kead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before       Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Society- 
Three  of  the  Clock.  ^^^^  [Lords]  (by  Order).— Read  a  second 

i  time,  and  committed. 


NEW    WRIT. 

New  Writ  for  the  Montrose  District 
of  Burghs,  in  the  room  of  the  Right  Hon. 
.  John   Morley,    O.M.    (Manor   of   North- 
J  stead).— (3fr.    Whiteley,)  , 

I        — 

PRIVATE    BILL   BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE   BILLS  fLORDS]  (STANDING 
I  ORDER  65  COMPLIED  WITH). 

\  Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
■  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
I  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
I  case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
j  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
*  Reading  thereof.  Standing  Order  65  has 
\  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Argentine 
I,  North-Eastern  Railway  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,    That    the    Bill    be    read    a 
J,  83Cond  time. 

;  PRIVATE  BILLS  [LORDS!  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QL^RED  INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating 
in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
.  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
'  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which 
are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  com- 
plied with,  viz.  : — St.  Marylebone  Bor- 
ough Council  (Superannuation)  Bill 
[Lords]  ;  CardifE  Railway  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Argentine  North-Eastern  Railway  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Skegness  Urban  District  Council 
Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Blaydon  and  Ryton  Water  (Transfer) 
Bill  (King's  Consent  signified). — Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Knott  End  Railway  Bill ;  Louth  and 
East  Coast  Rulway  (Transfer)  Bill.— 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

VOL.  CLXXXVIL  [Fourth  Series.] 


PETITIONS, 


ALDERMEN  (BOROUGH  ELECTIONS). 
Petiton  from  Plymouth,  for  alteration 
of  law  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petition   from   Denny  and   Dunipace, 
for  alteration  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :     From  Gosport ; 
Leicester  ;  and  Royal  Sanitary  Institute  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COAL    MINES    (EIGHT    HOURS)     (No.     2, 
BILL. 

Petitions  against :  From  Worcester  ; 
Liverpool ;  and  Motherwell ;  tq  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

COAL    MINES    (EIGHT    HOURS)     (No.    2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :     From  Alfreton  ; 
Ashgate ;     Aspatria ;     Baggraw ;     Bals- 
over  ;   Bandeath  ;   Banknock  ;   Bannock- 
bum  ;     Barlborough ;     Batonriff ;     Bed- 
minster  ;      Bellshill ;     Bogfield ;      Bonds 
Main  ;    Braysdo^\Ti ;    Bredbury  ;    Brods- 
worth  ;    Burradon  ;    Cadeby  ;    Carmyle 
Caepontbrien ;       Cawdor ;       Chevington 
Church  ;     Cilwem  ;     Clay  Cross  (two) 
Craigreak ;      Creswell  ;      Cross   Hands 
Cwmteg ;    Dailly ;     Daldowie ;    Dalzill 
Denny  ;     Denny  Wanhead  ;     Dronfield 
Duffryn  ;     Dunkerton  ;     East  Holywell 
r^ast   Plean  ;      Eckington  ;      Espieside 
Foxcote  ;    Gelly  Ceedrim  ;    Glangarnant 
Glaswell ;         Gorsygamant ;         Grange 
mouth  ;   Grassmoor  (two)  ;   Greystonlea 
Halton  ;   Hartford  ;   Hasland  ;   Heddon 
Hipthorne    Lane  ;       Holytown ;       How 
muir ;    Kenmuir ;     Kenmuirhill ;    Killa 
marsh  ;  Kilsvth  ;  Kirkwood  ;  Langwith 
Leven  ;     Ludlows ;     Markham ;     Middle 
Pit ;     Momingside  ;     Motherwell  (two)  ; 
North      Motherwell ;      North      Seaton ; 
Old  Avenue  ;  Oldham  ;  Oxcroft ;  Palace ; 
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Pant  vffjTinon  ;  Parkhead  ;  Park  House  ; 
Peiitremawr  ;  Pilsley  ;  Pleasley  ;  Pol- 
maise  ;  Ponthenry  ;  Po>Titon  ;  Quarter 
Denny  ;  Radcliffe  ;  Redding  ;  Renishaw 
Park  ;  Rhos  ;  Salsburgh  ;  Seghill ; 
Seymour  ;  Shankhouse  ;  Shettleston  ; 
Shieldhill ;  Shireoaks  ;  Shotts  ;  Slaman- 
nan  ;  Southgate  ;  Spinkhill ;  Staveley  ; 
Thaiikerton  ;  Tupton  ;  Uddingston  ; 
Waleswood  ;  Warsop  Main  ;  Wells 
Way  ;  Wemos  ;  West  Kiveton  ;  Whit- 
tington  Moor  ;  Whitwell ;  William- 
thorpe  ;  Woodhall ;  and  Writhlington  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DAIRIES   (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, in  favour  ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION     (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Wood  Ditton,  against ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL.  j 

Petitions  in  favour ;  From  Camber- 
well  ;  Colwyn  Bay ;  Cramlington ; 
Easton  ;  East  Stratton  ;  Frome  ; 
Plymouth  ;  Rhayader  ;  Talybont ; 
and  Torquay ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

HOME  WORK  REGULATION  BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, against ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

HOUSING,  TOWN  PLANNING.  ETC.,  BILL. 
Petition  from  Stirling,  in  favour ;     to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

INFANT  LIFE  PROTECTION  BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, in  favoiu- ;    to  lie  upon  the  table. 

LICENSED  PREMISES  (ELECTION   DAYS) 
CLOSING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Eduiburgh  and  Leith, 
against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSED    PREMLSES    (EXCLUSION     OF 
CHILDREN). 

Petition  from  Mortimer,  for  legisla- 
tion ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :    From  Accrington  ; 
Aston  ;  Aylesbury  ;   Bath  (two)  ;   Berke- 
ley ;      Biggleswade  ;      Blackpool  (two) ; 
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Burghfield  ;  Burley ; 
Caerphilly ;  Camp 
Chasetown ;  Che 
Colne ;  Cornwall ;  Curdworth 
(two) ;  Dundry ;  Eccleshall 
Erdington ;  Garforth ;  Gl< 
Gosport ;  Halifax  (thirteen) ; 
worth  ;  Hanham  ;  Heeley  (two] 
Green  ;  Llanelly ;  Luxborough 
teg ;  Minworth  (two) ;  .  3d 
Newbury  ;  North  Shields  ;  Otle 
Pontypridd ;  Portsmouth  ; 
Green  ;  Buardean  ;  Rushpidge  : 
Walden  (two) ;  St.  Albans  ;  St. 
Saxton  cum  Scarthingwell ; 
(three) ;  Spitsby  ;  Stamford : 
Mandeville  ;  Sutton  Coldfield  ;  1 
Tewkesbury  ;  .  Tilehurst ;  Wa 
Walmley  ;  Warton  ;  Wellingtoi 
dover  ;  Westwoodside  ;  Windsc 
Woking  ;  Wraxall ;  and  Teado 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Mr.    W.    E.    HARVEY    (De 

N.E.)  presented  a  petition  aga 
Bill,  which,  he  said,  purported 
from  1,300  inhabitants  of  No 
Derbyshire,  but  on  ezaminai 
found  that  the  signatories  hail 
Birmingham,  London,  Sittinj 
West  Hartlepool,  Doncaster,  Bu 
Trent,  and  other  places. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke-on- 
Is  it  possible  for  a  Member  to  n 
rejection  of  a  petition  which  ] 
to  be  signed  by  people  in  k 
locality,  but  which  bears  the  sij 
of  people  residing  in  all  parts 
country  ? 


♦Mr.  SPEAKER  : 
two  residences. 


man  ma 


LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration  :  From 
sea ;      Benwell ;     Gosport ;      Gi 
Islington ;     Newcastle-on-l^e ; 
East  London  Auziliaiy  of  the 
School  Union ;  and  Yeadon  ;  to  I 
the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :    From  Al 
(eight) ;        Aberforth ;         Aben 
Aberystwjrth  (eight);    Airdrie; 
Aitkenhead    (two) ;        Allonhj 
Alvaston  ;   Andover  (two)  ;    " 
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Ardwick  ;    Askam-in-Furness  ;    Aspatrit 
(two) ;    AspuU ;    Aston  (three) ;    Avon- 
bridge   (two) ;      Auchtermuchty ;      Ayr 
^two) ;    Baillieston  ;    Bampton  ;    Banff  ; 
Banton  ;      Barnsbury  (two) ;      Barnton 
'(two) ;     Barrington ;     Bath ;     Battersea 
^two) ;   Beckenham  ;    Beeston  ;    Bellshill 
<two) ;        Berth  ;        Berwick-on-Tweed  ; 
Bedminster  ;      Biggleswade  ;      Bingley  ; 
Bimhead ;   Birmingham  (four) ;   Bishop- 
ijon  ;    Blackpool ;    Blochairn  ;    Bodmin  ; 
Bollington  (two) ;  Bon    Accord  ;     Bon- 
nington  ;    Bonnybridge  (two) ;    Boston  ; 
Bow ;    Bradwell ;    Brannel ;    Bridford  ; 
Bridgend ;    Bridge  of  Weir  ;    Bridgeton 
<two) ;  Brislington  (two) ;  Bristol  (four) ; 
Brixton  ;  Brockley  ;  Bromley  ;   Brough- 
■ton  ;  Bryngwenith  ;  Bugle  ;  Bugsworth  ; 
Burbage  ;  Burgh  ;  Burley-in-Wharfdftle  ; 
Bumham ;      Bury   (two) ;      Camberwell 
itwo) ;     Camblesforth ;     Cambusbarron 
Camelon ;       Campbeltown ;       Campsie 
•Cardigan ;         Carlton ;         Carmunock 
•Carmyle ;       Carntyne ;      Carrickfergus 
<]Jatrine  ;     Chalfont  St.  Giles  ;     Chapel 
knowe  and  Gretna ;      Chryston   (two) 
Oinderford ;        Clapham ;        Clavering 
<leland  ;    Clevedon  ;    Clydebank  ;    Coat 
bridge   (four) ;      Coleford ;      Colmonell 
•Colwyn     Bay     (two) ;       Cramlington 
CJrossford-by-Carlake ;     Cupar ;     Custom 
House  ;  Cwmystwyth  ;  Dal  ton  ;  Dalton- 
in-Furness  ;  Darlington  (two) ;  Dawley  ; 
Denny  (two) ;      Deskford  ;      Dihewyd  ; 
Disley  ;      Dolan  ;      Drax  ;      Dronfield ; 
Dulverton  (two) ;   Dundee  (two) ;   Duni-  i 
pace  ;  Dunoon  ;  East  Morton  ;  Easton  ;  I 
JBast  Stratton  ;  Ecclefechan  ;  Egremont ; 
Jilburton  ;    EUesmere  Port ;    Elm  Park  ; 
Eltringham  ;  Evenwood  ;  Eskdale  Muir  ; 
Hxeter  (five) ;   Fairfield  ;   Falkirk  (two) ; 
IFareham  (four) ;    Farnborough  ;    Faver- 
«ham    (three) ;       Finnart ;       Fordyce  ; 
Formby  (three) ;    Fourstones  ;    Fowey  ; 
Frome  (three) ;     Frosterley  ;     Garston  ; 
Crartmore  ;  Gee  Cross  ;  Gibeon  Mydrim  ; 
•Oirvan    (three) ;       Glasgow    (eighteen) ;  ' 
•Glenboig ;     Gloucester  (four) ;     Glynar- 
then  ;   Gore  ;    Gosport  (three) ;    Grange- 
mouth   (two)  ;       Grange    over    Sands  ; 
'Orantown  on  Spey  ;    Grassmoor  ;    Great 
Sanghall ;  Greenock  (eleven)  ;   Guiseley  ; 
Haggs  ;  Hamilton  (two) ;  Hammersmith 
ipwo) ;      Harthill ;      Ilatherden    (two)  ; 
Haydon  Bridge  ;    Hedge  End  ;    Heeley  ; 
S^shaw  ;   Hereford  ;    Hexham  ;    High- 
Imry ;     Higher  Ardwick  ;     High  Peak  ; 
Xilmacolm ;     Hirst ;     Holt ;     Hornsey 
1^ 


'  (three) ;  Houghton  le  Spring;  Howden 
le  Wear  ;  Hoylake  ;  Huntingdon  (two) ; 
Hurlford  ;  Hyde  ;  Ilkeston  ;  Ilkley  ; 
Inverkip ;  Ipswich  ;  Irlam's  o'  th* 
Heights  ;  Irvine  (two) ;  Isleworth  ; 
Kelso  (two) ;  Kennoway ;  Kiddermin- 
ster (two) ;  Kilbarchan  ;  Kilmarnock  ; 
Kingarth  ;  Kingsbridge  ;  King's  Norton  ; 
Kirkby-in-Furness  ;  Kirkoswald  ;  Lam- 
peter (three) ;  Landrake  ;  Langharne  ; 
Lanivet ;  Larbert ;  Leeds  ;  Leicester  ; 
Letchworth ;  Leven ;  Linton ;  Lis- 
keard  (eleven) ;  Livejrpool ;  Llanarmon 
(two) ;  Llanarth  (two) ;  Llanbadarn- 
fawr  ;  Llanbister  ;  Llandrindod  Wells  ; 
Llandynan ;  Llangwyryfon ;  Llanrhy- 
sted ;  Llantarnam  ;  Lledrod ;  London 
(two) ;  Long  Eaton  (two) ;  Longtown  ; 
Looe  ;  Loth  ;  Lower  Weston  ;  Lytham ; 
Maesteg  (two) ;  Mapperley  ;  Maybole  ; 
Meersbrook ;  Melksham ;  Merse  and 
Teviotdale  ;  Mevagissey  (four) ;  Middle- 
ton  in  Teesdale  (two) ;  Mid  Radnor  ; 
Millport  (two) ;  Milngavil  (two)  ;  Min- 
ster ;  Mold ;  Moniaive ;  Moorwater ; 
Moss  Side  ;  Motherwell  (four) ;  Mottram  ; 
Moulton  ;  Nantymoel  (five) ;  Nebo  ; 
Neston ;  Netherton ;  New  Brighton 
(two) ;  Newburgh ;  Newbury ;  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  (six) ;  New  Cummock  ; 
Newport  (Fife) ;  Newport  (Mon.)  (two) ; 
Newport  Pagnell  (two) ;  Newquay  ; 
New  Stevenston  ;  Newton  on  Ayr  ; 
Nitshills  ;  Northampton  (four) ;  North 
Cornwall ;  North  Kensington  (three)  ; 
North  Seaton  ;  North  Shields  (six) ; 
Old  Bolinbroke  ;  Oldham  ;  Oreston  ; 
Otley  (two) ;  Oxford  Street ;  Par 
Station  ;  Peak  Forrest ;  Peasedown  ; 
Peckham  ;  Pegmouth  ;  Pegswood  ; 
Pelynt ;  Pendleton  (four) ;  Penybont 
(two) ;  Penygraig  ;  Pitsford  ;  Plymouth 
(three) ;  Polperro  ;  Ponteland  ;  Ponty- 
berim  ;  Port  Glasgow  ;  Portscatho  ; 
Poynton  ;  Prestwick  ;  Queenzieburn  ; 
Rainford  ;  Rennington  ;  Ren  wick ; 
Retford  ;  Rhayader  ;  Roche  (two) ; 
Rothesay  (seven) ;  Rothiemay  ;  Ruabon 
(three)  ;  Rusholme  ;  St.  Albans ;  St 
Anns  ;  St.  Austell ;  St.  Blazey  ;  St. 
Columb  ;  St.  Dennis  ;  St.  Clears  ;  St. 
Margarets  on  Thames  ;  Salford  (three) ; 
Seacombe  (four) ;  Seaton  Delaval  (three) ; 
Seaton  Hirst ;  Seghill  (two) ;  Shank- 
house  ;  Shaw  ;  Sheerness  (six) ;  Sheffield 
(five) ;  Shettleston  (two) ;  Sitting- 
bourne  ;  Spilsby  (two) ;  Southbourne  ; 
Southport ;      South   Shields   and   Tyne 
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Dock  (forty-three) ;  Stapleford  ;  Staveley ; 
Steeple  Claydon  ;  Stirling  (three) ;  Stirling 
shire  ;  Stocksfield  ;  Stoke  Newington 
(three)  ;  Swanage ;  Talybont ;  Tany- 
groes  ;  Tayport ;  Thurlby  ;  Timsbury  ; 
Titchfield  {  Tiverton ;  Tonbridge ; 
Tongue  ;  Torpoint  (two) ;  Tow  Law  ; 
Tregaron  ;  Tremar  Coombe  ;  Trevel- 
niond  ;  Trisant ;  Troon  ;  Turnchapel ; 
Turvey  ;  Two  Mills  ;  Tynemouth  ; 
Uddingston  (three) ;  Upper  End  ;  Upper 
Holloway  ;  Upper  Parkstone  ;  Upper 
Weston  ;  Veryah  ;  AVarrington  ;  War- 
sash  (two)  ;  Weaster  :  Wellfield  ;  Wem  ; 
West  Cramlington  ;  Westgate  ;  West 
Kirbv  ;  West  Looe  ;  Westminster  ; 
West  WcMxTburn  ;  Whitehall ;  Whitehill ; 
Whiting  Bav  ;  Whitlev  Bav  (two)  ; 
Whixall:  Wick;  Widdington  ;  Wigan  ; 
Wilnislow  ;  Wishiw  ;  Woodborough  ; 
Woodseats :  AVorcester ;  Worksop 
(three) ;  Yardley  Hastings  (two) ;  Yeadon 
(two) ;  Yealmpton  ;  York  ;  and  Ystrad- 
meurig  ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LK'ENSIXG  BILL  AND  [UQUOR  TRAFFIC 
(LOCAL  OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from  Coatbridge,  in  favour  ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR     TRAFFIC     (LOCAL    OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Aberdeen 
(two)  ;  Airth ;  Bainsford ;  Bridgeton 
(two) ;  Buckie  :  Chryston  ;  Coatbridge 
(two)  ;  Dalmellington  ;  Falkirk  (three) : 
(Jirvan :  Glasgow  (six);  Govanhill: 
Ciroenork  (two) :  Jamestown  :  Kilsytb  : 
L:ulybnnk  :  Lauder:  Loi'.hwinnoch : 
R<nhesay  :  St.  Kiaran  :  Stirling  :  and 
IMdingston  :    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

METROPOLITAN  SEWERS  AND  DRAINS 
BILL. 

Petitioii  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, in  favour  :   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  Ai  T  ilSTo  AMENDMENT 
.WATER  RK.HTS    BILL. 
Petition  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, in  favour  ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBUi;   HEALTH  OFFICERS  BLIL. 
Petition  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, in  favour  :   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PUBLIC      HOUSES       (EXCLUSIOK    OT 
CHILDREN)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

Petition   from   Chiystcm,   in  bYonr; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1883  (PROCEEDEWSSji 
Account  presented,  showing  the  Be- 
ceipts  and  Expenditure  on  accomit  of 
Bankruptcy  Proceedings  during  the  ytar 
ended  31st  March,  1908  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printei 
[No.  124.] 

COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  ACT,  189U. 
Account  presented,  showing  Receipts 
and  Expenditure  on  account  of  Proceed- 
ings during  the  year  ended  31st  Mareh. 
1908  [bv  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  ta 
be  printed.     [No.  125.] 

ARKLOW  HARBOUR. 
Copy    presented,    of    Report    of   the 
Arklow    Harbour    Commissioners    and 
Statement  of  Accounts  for  1907  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  IWT. 
f  Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  made 
bv  the  Treasun'  under  The  Evicted 
Tenants  (Ireland)  Act,  1907,  dated  Uth 
April,  1908  [bv  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SHERIFF  COURTS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT.  1907. 
Copy  presented,  of  Act  of  Sederunt 
anent  Procedure  in  Appeals,  under 
Sections  5  and  30  of  The  Sheriff  Courts 
(Scotland)  Act,  1907  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SHERIFF  COURTS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1907. 
Copy  presented,  of  Act  of  Sedeimit 
regulating  the  Fees  of  Agents  and  others 
in  the  Sheriff  Court  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TRADE    REPORTS    (ANNUAL    SERIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Report.  Annual  Series,  Xo.  8971 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 
Copy  presented,  of  Retam  of  Advmnce» 
made  under  The  Irish  Land  Act^  1903^ 
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during  the  month  of  May,  1907  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DRUNKENNESS  (IRELAND). 
Return     presented,     relative     thereto 
fordered  26th  February  ;   Mr.  Sloan] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
INo.  126.] 

I^W  CHARGES  AND  CRimNAL  PROSE- 
CUTIONS (IRELAND). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
f ordered  1-tth  April ;  Mr.  Long]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
INo.  127.] 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904. 
Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  the  City  of  Dublin, 
and  confirmed  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  fixing  the  Hours  of  Closing 
certain  classes  of  Shops  within  the  City 
(by  Act] ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 
Accounts  presented,  of  the  Metropoli- 
tan Police  and  the  Police  Pension  Funds 
for  the  year  ended  31st  March,  1908  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  128.] 

ARMY  (VOLL^^TEER  CORPS). 
Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Return  of 
the  ^Volunteer  Corps  of  Great  Britain  for 
the  year  1907  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

f  I  n 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Thames  Conservancy,  General  Report 
and  ♦Accounts  of  the  Conservators  for 
1907  [by  Act]  ;  to  be  printed.     [No.  129.] 

FLEETS  (GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  FOREIGN 
_.     i  COUNTRIES). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  Fleets 
of  Great  Britain,  France,  Russia,  Ger- 
many,  Italy,  United  States  of  America, 
and  Japan  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1908,  distinguishing  :  Battleships,  built 
and  building  ;  Cruisers,  built  and  build- 
ing ;  Coast  Defence  Vessels,  built  and 
bmlding ;  Torpedo  Vessels,  Torpedo 
Boat  Destroyers,  Torpedo  Boats,  and 
Submarines,  built  and  building." 

I   »i    i 

'    "  Return  to   show  Date   of   Launch, 
Date  of  Completion,  Displacement,  Horse- 


Power,  and  Armaments,  reduced  to  one 
common  scale  (in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  184,  of  Session 
1907)."— (Sir  Charles  Dilke.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Adulterated  Calf  Meal. 
Mr.  HALPIN  (Qare,  W.) :  To  ask  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Ireland)  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  samples  of  calf  meal 
the  inspectors  have  analysed  for  the  six 
months  ending  1st  March,  1908,  and  the 
number  of  samples  that  were  adulterated  ; 
and  whether  the  inspectors  have  taken 
proceedings  against  those  who  sold  the 
adulterated  stuff. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell.) 
The  Department  have  analysed,  during 
the  period  mentioned,  thirteen  samples 
of  meals  sold  in  Ireland  for  calf-rearing 
purposes.  This  period  does  not,  how- 
ever, include  the  season  when  such 
materials  are  in  general  use.  The  Depart- 
ment have  most  serious  grounds  of  com- 
plaint that  proprietary  meals  are  often  in 
very  bad  condition,  and  even  when  of 
the  guaranteed  composition,  though  they 
cannot  strictly  be  regarded  as  adulterated, 
they  are  generally  most  unsuitable  for 
calf -rearing  purposes,  and  in  every  re- 
spect too  expensive  as  compared  with 
the  materials  recommended  by  the  De- 
partment. In  many  cases  the  proprietary 
calf-meals  are  not  sufficiently  nutritious, 
with  the  result  that  when  calves  are  fed 
on  them  they  become  sickly,  and  in  some 
instances  have  died.  In  two  instances 
in  County  Kerry,  where  after  most  careful 
inquiry  the  Department  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that  the  use  of  protoid  milk 
substitute,  sold  by  the  Protoid  Company, 
of  Liverpool,  had  actually  caused  the 
death  of  calves,  they  advised  the  pur- 
chasers to  sue  the  company  for  damages. 
The  purchasers  took  steps  to  do  so,  but 
the  Department  were  subsequently  in- 
formed that,  owing  to  the  death  of  the 
agent  who  sold  the  meal,  the  proceedings 
would  have  had  to  be  taken  in  Liverpool, 
a  course  the  farmers  were  not  prepared 
to  adopt. 
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Alleged  Frauds  on  Irish  Fanners.        i 
Mr.   VINCENT  KENNEDY   (Cavaii,  I 
W.)  :      To    ask    the     Vice-President    of  j 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  (Ireland) 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that  a  man  named  Thomas  James  Turner, 
trading  as  Canning  Russell  and  Company, 
of  40  to  48,  Charterhouse  Street,  London,  I 
has  for  some  time  past  been  obtaining  ! 
considerable  consignments  of  farm  pro-  j 
ducts  on  credit  from   poor  Irish  farmers 
all  over  Ireland  ;   is  he  aware  that,  in  the  ; 
course  of  certain  legal  proceedings  against 
Canning  Russell   and   Company,   it   was  ; 
ascertained  by  Mr.  H.  8.  A.  Foy,  of  Bush 
Lane    House.    Cannon    Street,    solicitor 
for  a  judgment  creditor  in  Ireland,  that 
large  numbers  of  Irish  producers  had  never  , 
been  paid  for  the  goods  they  had  supplied 
which  had  been  disposed  of  in  Jjondon  ' 
by  this  man  Turner  ;    and,  seeing  that  a 
large  number  of  Irish  farmers  are  being 
and  have  been  victimised,  will  he  take  i 
steps  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  Irish 
agriculturists  and  members  of  co-operative  ' 
societies  against  the  continuance  of  this  ■ 
firm's   misrepresentations. 

I 

[AtK^^H-ereri  bj/  Mr.  T.  W.  PiHsselJ.)     One  . 
coniphiint  respertinji  the  firm  mentioned 
was    recently   received,   from    which    it  ; 
appci'.red  that  legal  proceedings  for  non-  ; 
payment  of  debts  hid  been  more  than  ' 
once   instituted   against    the   firm.     Mr. 
Foy's  name  was  not  mentioned  in  the 
communication  sent  to  the  Department.  : 
With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, publicity  would  seem  to  be  the  best  ' 
safeguard    against    people    in    business,  i 
whether  farmers  or  traders,  being  taken  ■ 
in    by    misrepresentations    such    as    are  ; 
referred  to.     It  would  n«)t  be  practicable 
for  the  Department  to  advise  Irish  traders 
and  f,ivmors  as  to  the  fin-mcial  stability  ' 
of   films    with   which    they  miy    open 
accounts.    The  usual  channels  for  informa- 
tion of  this  kind,  such  as  Stubbs,  are  open  i 
to  them,  and,  as  a  rule,  are  consulted  by  ; 
ti-ulei:'.  and  by  farmers,  and  by  f aimers' 
co-operative  societies  before  opening  new 
accounts. 

Army  Maps. 
Mr.   BELLAIRS  (Lynn   Regis):      To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
sums   of  money   were   spent   and   what  ., 
staif  allowed  for  the  provision  of  maps 
of   possible  theatres  of   war  in   1903-4 


and  each  subsequent  yeir,  including  tlie 
provision  made  in  the  current  finaacia' 
year :  and  what  was  the  average  sun 
voted  and  staff  allowed  for  the  three 
years  prior  to  the  South  African  War. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
It  is  not  considered  to  be  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  service  to  give  to  the  whole 
world  the  detailed  information  required 
by  the  Question,  but  I  shall  be  happy  to 
show  my  hon.  friend,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  the  details  confidentially. 

Education  of  Army  Officers. 
iMr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  there  has  been 
a  satisfactory  improvement  recorded 
in  the  Reports  on  the  examinations  for 
promotion  of  officers  in  the  R^ular 
Army  since  the  1904  Report,  circulated 
])y  General  Hutchison,  commented  on  » 
re^rrettable  feature  of  the  examinatioa 
being  that  a  large  number  of  candidates 
spelt  badly  and  were  unable  to  express 
themselves  clearly,  so  being  unable  to 
impart  instruction  of  any  value  to  non- 
commissioned officers  and  men  in  one  of 
the  most  important  duties  of  rendering 
reports,  and  in  regard  to  military  engineer- 
ing, tactics,  and  topography ;  and  whether 
he  can  state  if  there  has  been  a 
marked  improvement  since  1904,  when 
the  Report  stated  that  the  Jesuits  could 
only  be  described  as  indifferent. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
There  has  been  a  steady  and  marked 
improvement  in  the  matters  referred  to 
in  the  hon.  Member^s  Question  since 
1901. 

Expenditnre  per  Man  on  the  Twiitorial 
Force. 

C  OLOXEL  R.  WILLIAMS  (DoiBetduze, 

W.) :   To  ask  the  Sern^t^ry  of  StatTfoT 
War  what  is  the  estimated  animal  exr^ 
penditure   per  man  on    the    Territari 
Garrison  Artillery  as  compared  with  ' 
Volunteer    Garrison    Artiller)% 
Territorial  Cavalry  ai^  compfti«d  with  tb 
Yeomanry,  and  on  iht  Territwruii  ^^ 
fan  try  as  compair-"  —^'h  ibe  Voltuift 
Infantr^^ 


(Answered  by 
The  nonnal  am 
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Coastguard  Stations  with  a  Grew  of  less 
than  Four  Men. 

Mr,  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  there  are  any  coatguard  stations 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  excluding  de- 
tachments, with  a  crew  of  less  than  four 


men ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  give  a  list  of 
them,  the  location,  and  the  number  of 
men  usually,  and  at  the  present  time, 
stationed  at  each  respectively. 

{Answered  by  Dr.  Macnamara,)     There 
are  fourteen  such  stations,  as  follows — 


Division. 

Station. 

Complement. 

Number  of  men  at 
preHent  time. 

/ 

Stone  Creek  - 

3 

3 

HiUl          ...        J 

Paull     - 

3 

3 

k 

Tetney  Lock 

3 

3 

Lynn         -        .        .        . 

Wrangle 

3 

3 

Ilfracombe 

Appledore     - 

3 

3 

Swansea    -        -        -        - 

Porthcawl     - 

3 

3 

Liverpool  -        -        -        - 

Walney  Island 

3 

3 

North  Queensferry    - 

Inchkoith 
Fifeness 

3 
3 

3 
3 

Banff         -        -        -        . 

Kosehearty    - 

3 

3 

Inverness  -        -        -        . 

Dunnet  Head 

3 

3 

Galway     ...        - 

Renmore 

3 

3 

Guidore    -        -        -        - 

Arranmore    - 

3 

3 

Ilathmullen 

Fanad  Head  - 

3 

3 

Mr.  NIELD  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  whether,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  any  coast- 
guard station,  other  than  detachments, 
can  be  considered  efficient  which  has  less 
than  four  men  constituting  its  crew, 
having  regard  to  emergencies  and  ser- 
vices arising  from  storm  and  wrecks 
which  the  coastguard  are  called  upon  to 
undertake. 


{Answered  by  Dr,  Macnamara,) 
Answer  is  in  the  affirmative. 


The 


Importation  of  British  Cattle  into  Canada. 

Mr.   watt  (Glasgow,  CoUege) :     To 

ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 


it  is  the  case  that  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment have  in  contemplation  the  pro- 
hibition of  the  importation  of  breeding 
stock  from  Scotland  on  account  of  the 
recent  outbreak  of  disease  in  Edinburgh  ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  introduce  legislation 
permitting  the  free  entry  of  Canadian 
cattle  into  this  country,  so  as  to  prevent 
the  above  misfortune. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey,) 
As  my  hon.  friend  is  probably  aware, 
foot-and-mouth  disease  no  longer  exists 
in  this  country,  and  all  the  restrictions 
rendered  necessary  in  consequence  of 
the  recent  outbreaks  have  been  with- 
drawn.    In  thea©  (iV!t^\x\xva»\3Ktv^^^  ^^  Vv?^ 
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no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Canadian 
Government  will  consider  it  necessary  to 
nnxlify  in  any  way  the  existing  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  the  introduction  of 
British   stock   into   the    Dominion.     No 


{COMMONS}  QuesiiaRS.  1C*> 

(Answered  by  Mr.  TomUnwn.)  Tat 
Commissioners  are  under  no  stamtorr 
obligation  of  the  nature  referred  to. 
being  in  the  same  position  as  any  other 
absolute  ovmers  of  real  property,  and  h 


lesuilation  is  in  contemplation  so  far  as  j  is  not  their  practice  to  compensate  lessee* 
we  are  concerned.  I  for  the  non-renewal  of  their  leases. 


Bnles  under  Section  15  (3)   Land  Law  [ 
(Lreland),  Act  1887. 

Mr.       FETHERSTOXHAUGH 

fFennanafrh.  N.)  :  To  ask  Mr.  Attomey- 
Gr^-iieral  for  Ireland  whether  any  rules 
wer»?  made.  and.  if  so.  when,  under  Section 
15.  Sub-s*»it:on  3,  of  the  Land  Law 
(Irelai.di  Act.  1887.  recrulatinc  the  terms 
o:.  which  i/onsent*  to  the  redemption  of 
fj  Ml*  rei.t-:  in  Ireland  should  be  given  : 
w:."?!..  ill  A  by  whom,  was  the  rule  stated 
o:.  pa:ie  422  of  ilierry's  Irish  Land  Acts 
a'.r-rrd  :  ai-«l  what  are  the  rules  on  the 
&'.:^;e';-t  ar  pre>i»i;t  in  force,  and  are  the 
f^n.^  aor  *?■>-: ble  to  the  public. 


Ar. 


irr: 


Lii:: 


\V 


.t.rr'-e'l  h't  Ml'  Hohhouse.)  It  has  not 
yyiiA  necessary  to  make  rules  under 
-f-rri'j!.  'luored  with  regard  to  tht- 
Lpti'ji-  •-•:  -juir.  t^t*:..  rents,  and  the 
:.r;.*  •>:.  tkvjl^  422  of  Cherry's  Irish 
A-.T-  ii  i.o:  a- ■•urate  if  it  is  meant 
\vrv  :::ort?  than  that  it  was  at  that 
:r.-  }>::*::•.«•  of  the  Commissioners 
'.••i-  :o  sril  such  r»^r.t-  a:  rwenty- 
vrArs  :•;::.  ha se.  There  are  no 
::■:".'  rv.'r-i  iTuvemii.i!  rhe  rate  at 
.  .-.::•  ro!.:>  are  sold.  This  rate 
■  1  '"■'.'  :he  < 'on: !":>>: o!".er  '''f  Woo».l> 
:L-.   .i'.:::..»r.rv  o:  :':>.*  Tre.*<urv. 


Ecclesiastical  Commissioners   and  Com- 
pensation for  Non-Benewal  of  Leases- 

S:r.  KANIWI.  CKEMEK  >h.w.li:vh. 
H.u. ■;:-•■•'.  :  To  j<k  the  bv..  Me:r.bor 
:•  :  :h^  •  rv  ■>:  Piv:>:o:\,  .»>  E.^.lo>ii»s:i^:^I 
C  o:v.:v.:>< . . : . •. :,  *.\  r.o:*:;o7  : ho  'Vv.v.r.is- 
SA"':".or>.  w;>^v.  tt^ :'.->:!.;:  :o  rc.ow  '.o;iv:s 
o:  :V.o:r  vr\^:vr:v.  .sr^*  .iv.dor  .%v.v  >:;'.:v.:ory 
o:  '..^.ir-.or.  to  vo:v.;v.s;4:o  pv.b'.iv  wv.s.  shop- 
k'VivTs,  !ViAv.v.::w:-.;r**rs.  v^r  .I'.v  otV.or 
[vrsov.s.  wV.o  :vay  Iv  ilo-.!'.^  ;i  :'»ror.:.^b'.o 
b '.;>:!-.  OSS,  a'  tV.o  ox-o-.n^v.ov.  o:  :ho:r 
lo;'i>os  :  ar.vi  :*  r^.oy  ;»rt*  ur.vior  v.o  <:,■»:  v.: or v 
obiiiiarior.  :o  do  so.  whorhor  .:  '.s  \u<:o- 
ir. ;^, r y  for  t  ho  l *on\ mi s<;o v. ors  \  o *. v.r  t ;4 r; *  \  :  o 
co!^.:W;sato  thoso  \\hos<*  bv.s-.v.os<  r.^sv 
s*:fFov  or  Iv  r);:msl  by  iho  v.ov.rtv:ow.i'. 
of  :hoir  Vasos. 


Criminal  Fxooednre  BilL 
Mr.  YOL'NGER  (Ayr  Bu^hs) :  To 
ask  the  Lord- Advocate  whether  he  U 
aware  of  the  wide-spread  desire  for  the 
re-introduction  of  the  Criminal  Procedure 
Bill ;  whether  the  Bill  is  prepared  :  and. 
if  so,  when  he  proposes  to  introduce  it. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Thomas  Shanr.)  From 
various  communications  which  have 
reached  me  I  gather  that  there  is  a 
general  desire  in  Scotland  to  see  this  Bill 
passed  into  law.  The  Bill  is  in  a  very 
forward  state  of  preparation,  and  I  am 
endeavourins  to  give  effect  to  valuable 
suggestions  on  points  of  detail  which  have 
reached  me  from  various  quarters.  1 
hope  to  introduce  it  on  an  early  date. 

Biw  Shannon  Tolls. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  tolls  payahle 
to  the  Treasury  on  boats  and  bax^!es 
navigating  the  River  Shannon  roughly 
amount  to  an  average  charge  of  £2  per 
cargo  per  boat,  and  that  the  boats  pa^-ing 
these  tolls  are  engaged  in  carrying  food- 
stuffs and  other  necessaries  of  life  to 
one  of  the  poorest  districts  in  Ireland: 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  charge  of  5s. 
per  steamer  which  the  Treasury  pro- 
poses to  make  for  the  use  of  the  Carlisle 
i>:er  at  Kingstown  by  the  London 
and  North-Westem  Railway  Company, 
he  will  at  least  assimilate  the  payments 
exacted  from  the  boats  navigating  the 
Shanr.oii  to  a  maximum  of  5s.  per  boat. 

A^isvxr^.i  by  Mr.  IfoMoiM^O  The 
B.vArvl  of  Works  inform  me  that  accord- 
-.:.;:  :o  :he  ngures  available  in  that  De- 
Mrtrv.er.r  the  average  toils  paid  «i  each 
trip  o:  a  boat  with  cargo  on  the  Shannon 
Niiv-.^atior.  work  ou:  at  16s.  4d.  The 
r,^:o  of  ,V  in  Kingstown  Harbour^does 
-.-.o:.  howover.  .^pply  to  ships  with  cargo, 
b*.::  or.*y  to  ships  carrying  mails  or 
:\-4ss<*r. iors  oxo/.is: vely . 


1061 


Questions, 


{28  April  1908} 


Questions. 


1062^ 


Bevenue  Derived  from  AlcohoL 
Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington) :    To 
ask   Mr.   Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer 
i/rhat  is  the  amount  of  revenue,  including 


both  Customs  and  Excise,  derived  from 
alcohol  during  the  last  twenty  years. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George). 


Statement  showing  the  Total  Net  Amount  of  Customs  and  Excise  Revenue 
derived  from  Alcohol  in  the  United  Kingdom  in  each  of  the  twenty  years 
ended  31st  March,  1907  :— 


Year  ended  3Ut 
March. 

Excise.* 

Customs  t 

Total. 

1888 

£ 
21,739,737 

£ 
5,320,969 

£ 
27,060,706 

1889 

21,649,448 

5,519,864 

27,169,312 

1890 

23,270,428 

5,997,058 

29,267,48(> 

1891 

25,255,684 

6,030,776 

31,286,460 

1892 

26,332,021 

5,948,150 

32,280,171 

1893 

25,889,640 

5,572,577 

31,462,21T 

1894 

25,884,958 

5,557,407 

31,442,36^ 

1895 

26,496,028 

5,552,106 

32,048,134 

1896 

27,510,988 

5,693,424 

33,204,412 

1897 

28,136,842 

5,841,868 

33,978,710 

1898 

29,045,035 

5,853,259 

34,898,294 

1899 

30,052,964 

5,860,833 

35,913,797 

1900 

32,648,297 

6,885,60:: 

39,533,899^ 

1901 

34,064,539 

6,502,884 

40,567,42? 

1902 

32,209.217 

6,266,3:;0 

38,475,M7 

1903 

32.739,308 

6,494,714 

39,234,02-2 

1904 

32,129,099 

6,022,076 

38,151,175 

1905 

31,237,390 

5,206,389 

36,444,27^ 

1906 

30,748,228 

5,095,370 

35,843,598 

1907 

30,816,057 

5,48C,917 

36,296,974 

*  Including  Local  Taxation  Amounts  from  1890-1  upwards. 

t  Including  Local  Taxation  Amounts,  but  excluding  appropriations  to  the  Isle  of  Man. 
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Dairies,  Cowsheds,  and  Milkshops  (Ire- 
land) Order  —  Suggested  Government 
Grant. 

Mr.  BAKKIE  (Londonderry,  X.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant   of   Ireland  whether,  having 


Commibsioners,  all  the  farms  have  been 
allotted  to  officials  of  the  United  Irish 
League  and  their  supporters ;  and 
whether  he  can  offer  any  explanation 
why  independent  applicants,  thoroughly 
suitable  and  living  nearer  to  the  estate, 


regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Dairies,  Cow- 1  j^^ve  been  excluded  from  a  share  of  these 
sheds,  and  Milkshops  (Ireland)  Order, 
1908,  is  compulsory,  and  that  its  pro- 
visions are  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
the  general  health  of  the  community  and 
assisting  to  stamp  out  the  disease  of 
tuberculosis,  he  will  urge  upon  the 
Government  the  necessity  of  contributing 


lands. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The  Es- 
tates Commissioners  are  not  aware  that 
the  facts  are  as  suggested  in  the  Ques- 
tion. The  Commissioners  have  not  in- 
formed themselves  of  the  political  views 


one-half  of  the  cost  of  gi\ang  effect  to  the  |  of  the  persons  to  whom  they  propose  to 
^^^^^r-  I  allot  parcels  of  the  Carden  estate,  nor 

have  they  taken  any  such  matters  into 
{Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)     The  An- ;  consideration. 


swer  IS  in  the  negative.  There  is  no  ■ 
reason  why  the  Government  should  con- 1 
tribute  one  half  of  the  cost  of  giving  | 
effect  to  the  Order  in  question  that  would  : 
not  equally  apply  to  the  case  of  every  '■ 
Order  which  aims  at  improving  the ' 
general   health   of   the   community. 

Distribution  of  Grazing  Land  at  Cookes- ' 
boro*  and  Killulagh.  ' 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 

Commissioners  have  arranged  terms  f or  |  (Answered  by  Mr.  Bi^reU.)  The  atten- 
the  purchase  of  grazing  lands  at  Cookes-  !  tion  of  the  Local  Government  Board  has 
boro'  and  Killulagh  ;  and  whether,  in  !  been  called  to  the  inferior  condition  of 
the  distribution  of  these  lands,  all  persons  ;  the  roads  in  County  Leitrim,  but  while 
who  have  been  found  or  are  known  to  .  the  Board  consider  that  the  county 
have  taken  part  in  cattle-driving  will  be  j  council  would  effect  great  economy  and 
excluded  from  any  share  in  the  property,  j  improvements  by  adopting  direct  labour 

!  instead  of  the  contract  system,  they  are 

{Answered  by  Mr.   BirrelL)     The  Es-  i  not  prepared  to  assume  that  the  sons  of 
tates"" Commissioners  are  negotiating  for  |  local  councillors  are  less  competent  as 

In  the 


Condition  of  Boads  in  Ck)nnt7  Leitrim. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  condition  of  the  roads  in 
County  Leitrim ;  and  whether  he  will 
inquire  how  far  this  is  due  to  a  system  of 
giving  contracts  to  sons  of  county  coun- 
cillors and  district  councillors  who  reside 
at  home  with  their  fathers  and  work  their 
fathers'  horses  in  these  contracts. 


the  pun^hase  of  untenanted  lands  on  the  ,  contractors  than  other  persons. 
Pakenham  and  Fetherstonhaugh  estates  j  Board's  opinion  it  is  the  contract  system, 

rather  than  the  personnel  of  the  con- 


f'etherstonhaugli 
at'the  places  named,  but  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  proceedings  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to  consider  to  whom  the  lands 
willibe  re-sold  if  purchased.     The  Com- 
missioners will  duly  consider  any  repre-  | 
sentations  which  may  be  made  to  them  i 
in  the  matter. 

Division  of  the  Estate  of  Captain  Carden 
at  Bamane. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the 


tractors,  which  is  at  fault. 

Alleged  Assault  by  Constables  at 
Attsrmass,  County  Mayo. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Meath,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  15th  March,  Constable  Donovan 
and  another  policeman,  in  Attymass, 
County  Mayo,  followed  two  girls,  Mrs. 
Dowd's  daughter  and  her  companion 
Kate  Judge,   into  Mrs.    Dowd's    house 


division  of  the  estate  of  Captain  Carden,  '  and  beat  the  girls  in  Mrs.  Dowd's  pre- 
jAt  Bamane,  Templemore,  by  the  Estates  \  sence,  knocking  down  Kate  Judge    with 
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violence  and  cutting  her  hand ;  and 
what  punishment,  if  any,  has  been 
inflicted  on  these  guardians  of  the  peace 
for  such  conduct. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  two 
policemen  referred  to  in  the  Question 
deny  that  there  is  any  truth  in  the  state- 
ment that  they  beat  or  in  any  way 
assaulted  these  two  girls  in  Mrs.  O'Dowd's 
house  as  alleged.  They  were  simimoned 
by  the  girls  for  assault,  and  the  complaints 
were  heard  at  Petty  Sessions  on  the  7th 
instant,  when  the  magistrates  dismissed 
both  cases  on  the  merits.  The  Inspector- 
General  considers  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  conduct  of  the  policemen  which 
calls  for  any  action  on  his  part.  ' 

i 

Evicted  Tenants— Application  of  Frank  I 

Chambers.  I 

Mr.  O'DOWD  (Sligo,  S.) :  To  ask  the  | 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  j 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  received  an  application 
for  reinstatement  from  Frank  Chambers, 
whose  father  was  evicted  some  thirty 
years  ago  on  the  McCloughry  estate, 
situate  in  the  district  of  Ballyxush,  near 
^Riverstown,  Ballymote,  County  Sligo ; 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  they  propose  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  the  applica-  | 
tion   referred   to,    but   as   the    eviction 
took  place  more  than  twenty-five  years  i 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1903  they  I 
can  take  no  action  in  the  matter. 

Evicted  Tenants— Case  of  Mary  Cryan. 

Mr.  O'DOWD:  To  ask  the  Chief  j 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of ' 
Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  inquired  into  the  case  of 
Mary  CVyan,  evicted  tenant  on  the  estate 
lately  owned  by  Major  Phibbs,  and  which 
is  situated  in  Mullinabreena,  near  Tubber- 
curry,  County  Sligo ;  and,  if  so,  whether, 
as  this  estate  is  now  vested  in  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  and  as  the  present  occu- 
pier is  endeavouring  to  dispose  of  the 
evicted  farm  by  private  treaty,  steps  will 
be  taken  to  have  Mary  Cryan  reinstated 
in  the  holding  from  which  she  was  evicted 
eleven  years  ago. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The  Estates 
Conmiissioners  have  inquired  into   this 


case  and  have  decided  that  they  cannot 
take  any  action  in  it.  The  applicant  was 
not  evicted  by  the  landlord,  but  by  her 
brother-in-law,  as  the  result  apparently 
of  a  family  dispute.  It  is  not  the  case 
that  the  Commissioners  have  purchased, 
the  estate  in  question. 

Dillon  Estate— Cardenstown  Farm. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Cardenstown  farm^ 
on  the  Dillon  estate.  County  Meath,  is 
being  bought  by  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners for  the  purpose  of  distribution. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  are  unable  to  identify  any 
proceedings  for  the  sale  of  this  farm  as 
having  been  instituted  before  them. 

Evicted  Tenants— Case  of  Mrs.  Ellen 
Barry. 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  i» 
aware  that  Mrs.  Ellen  Barry,  an  evicted 
tenant  of  Armagh,  County  Tipperary, 
has  applied  to  the  Estates  Commissioners 
for  reinstatement ;  and,  as  her  holding 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  landlord,  can  he 
state  what  prospect  there  is  of  her  being 
reinstated. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  an  applica^ 
tion  for  reinstatement  from  Mrs.  Ellen 
Barry,  but  cannot  say  whether  they  will 
be  able  to  take  any  action  upon  it  until 
the  estate  upon  which  the  evicted  holding 
is  situate  comes  before  them  for  sale. 
The  application  was  received  after  SLst 
May  last. 

Reinstatement  of  Evicted  Tenants  in 
Coonty  Kerry. 
Mr.  THOMAS  O'DONNELL  (Kerry, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  how  many  evicted  tenants  in  the 
County  of  Kerry  have  been  reinstated 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act ;  how  many  applications 
have  been  received  from  evicted  tenants 
in  the  county  ;  how  many  have  been 
reinstated  by  landlords  and  how  many 
by   the   Estates   Commissioners ;      and 
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what  steps  have  been  taken  to  test  the 
merits  of  each  particular  application. 

[Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  taken  proceedings 
for  the  compulson-  acquisition  inuler 
the  Evicteil  Tenants  Act  of  certain  lands 
in  (\iunty  Kerry,  but  no  reinstatements 
have  yet  been  made  under  the  Act  in 
that  county  ;  *J38  applications  have  been 
receiveil  from  the  county,  20*,»  evicteil 
tenants  have  been  reinstated  on  estates 
s«»ld  by  landlortls  to  tenants  direct, 
an»l  38  e\'icted  tenants  have  been  rein- 
stated by  the  Commissioners  on  estates 
purchased  by  them.  The  applications  of 
evirteil  tenants  are  fully  inquired  into 
bv  inspectors,  whose  reports  are  con- 
sidennl  by  the  Commissioners  together 
with  all  other  available  information. 

Evicted  Tenants— Case  of  Mrs.  Alice 
Nagle. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Cork 
i'ounty.  N.E.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  ho  will  state  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  given  further  considera- 
tiun  to  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Alice  Nagle  for 
reir<tatement  in  her  f farmer  holding  at 
B'.llii.ab -llisk.  on  the  Leather  estate, 
ot'Uiity  Cork:  an«l  wht*ther,  seeing  that 
th.»  present  •••  cupier  r.f  the  farm  only 
4':iTtTe«.l  into  ».«'?s«r>>i'Ti  of  it  in  llH'2,  and 
thi'.t  the  >ale  ia!.'i  purchase  <»f  the  estate, 
;i-i  ;.  whole,  i-i  K"W  beii:e  pruceeileil  with. 
tli'»  t.'»  •mmi^5'ione^^  will  consider  the 
'l.'-ir ability  r.f  taking  steps  to  ascertain 
!•:»•  ••'rm?  up-  'I:  whi*^  h  the  pr»->ent  t  ^rupier 
V,. -iM  Vie  williic  :o  give  up  p"><rssif»n  of 
tK-  fvirm  ■•■  Mr-r.  A'.i' e  Niaele. 

.ln..r,r-;  ?.y  Mr.  Brr^^'.  Tt.*-  E-tates 
i.  !:.::::-t:' ■:.-:•  :.iv^  .'  ;.-:  v.-s*  Mrs. 
A  :  -  Xg/--  i-  i  :::  T."-rv  ;.  v  '.*-  :.:  v:«'*-d 
-.V.*:.  a  ^^!■::^  ::    ■:.*-     •:.:.  r:»*r  :■  -;.■;   for 

Garrison  Chnrches   in   India— Exclusive 
use  claimed  by  Chnrch  of  England. 
Mk.     IM  NDAS     white  :     T-     a.k 

*:.  •  >-.  I'-^r.rv  f*i  >T:iT«:.  f',:  I?  iiia 
W  \.^  «ai.  "^av  what  i*  *h'-  1.-.1  mb»=-r 
*  ■■  ■•:••  i;aili>--l:  'huff  h*-^  ili  L'.'ii.-..  built 
'.v'l  '.\y  iT  ii.  part  with  jiublic  mor. *-ys, 
xA  wiiirh  thv  Church  of  Eni:la:.d  ••laims 


the  legal  right  to  the  exclusive  use,  basing 
that  claim  on  the  fact  of  consecration 
alone  ;  where  these  churches  are  situated; 
and  what,  as  regards  each  of  them,  were 
the  approximate  dates  of  the  buildings, 
the  consecration,  and  the  assertion  of  the 
( laim  to  such  exclusive  use. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.)  I 
regret  that  I  have  not  the  material  to 
enable  me  to  answer  this  Question  in 
detail,  but  I  am  making  further  inquiiy. 
Meanwhile  I  venture  to  refer  my  hon. 
friend  to  the  Memorandum  laid  before 
Parliament  before  Easter.  Generally  it 
may  be  said  that  all  military  stations 
(except  possibly  some  recently  estab- 
lished) have  a  garrison  church  ;  that  £t 
all  old-established  stations  this  chun^K 
was  consecrated  many  years  ago,  and 
that  the  act  of  consecration  at  the  request 
or  with  the  permission  of  the  Government 
of  India,  and  the  contract  implied  there- 
by, is  the  basis  of  the  claim  of  the  Bishop 
to  control  the  use  of  the  edifice  for 
religious  purposes. 

Ck)nfidential  B^porta  in  tlw  Post  (Mea 
Mr.  W.  T.  WILSON  (Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  practice  of  secret  reporting  in  the 
case  of  an  officer  of  iirepioacluble 
character  of  the  Eastern  CenUml  section 
of  the  General  Post  Office  for  an  alleged 
offence  which  be  emphatically  denies, 
in  which  no  explanation  was  asked  for 
of  the  alleged  misconduct  until  neaxlT  a 
month  after  it  is  said  to  hAve  occurred; 
and  whether  he  wiQ  cause  inquiiy  to  be 
made  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  and.  in  view  of  the  abuses  vUch 
-uch  delay  is  hkely  to  give  rise  to.  will 
he  give  instructions  for  all  officers  vho 
iiave  ^-.erioas  charges  made  against  them 
o  have  a  copy  of  such  charm  snpjJied 
:o  them  at  the  time  they  axv  aDefed 
:u  be  committed,  that  they  nuy  ai  once 
vue  an  opportunity  of  tendering  aa 
'Explanation. 

{Anstrered  by  Mr,  ^JP^MT  BsJi(m.) 
Tne  ficTs  of  the  case  to  whick  I  nndcf- 
^■■Mid  the  hon.  Member  to  refrr  have 
^een  more  than  once  biouJit  to  ay 
notice,  and  1  am  satisMd  ^at  na  iapt' 
tic*  was  done  to  the  oftoer  i 
It  is  the  usual  p^sctiee  l»  i 
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explanation  of  misconduct  without  delay  ; 
but  cases  may  from  time  to  time  arise  in 
which  an  interval  occurs  between  the 
time  of  the  commission  of  an  offence 
and  the  request  for  a  written  explanation. 

Sanitary  Arrangements  in  Tenement 
Honses. 

Mr.  HOKNIMAN  (Chelsea) :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
oalled  to  the  fact  that  many  houses 
built  for  the  occupation  of  one  family 
only  are  constantly  let  in  tenements 
without  any  provision  being  made  for 
proper  sanitary  accommodation  for  the 
same  or  an  adequate  water  supply ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  many  cases 
the  only  sanitary  accommodation  for 
four  or  more  families  is  situated  on  the 
ground  floor,  sometimes  in  the  back 
yard,  and  water  can  only  be  procured 
from  one  tap  in  the  basement  or  on  the 
ground  floor ;  and  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  any  action  by  legislation  or  other- 
wise to  deal  with  this  state  of  things. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  I  am 
aware  that  as  regards  houses  originally 
built  for  the  occupation  of  one  family, 
but  subsequently  let  in  tenements,  evils 
of  the  kind  mentioned  in  the  Question 
are  apt  to  arise.  The  existing  liw 
-confer?  on  local  authorities  considerable 
powers  for  dealing  with  such  cases,  as, 
«.gr.,  outside  London  the  power  of  making 
bye-laws  under  Section  90  of  the  Public 
Health  Act,  1875,  as  to  houses  let  in 
lodgings  or  occupied  by  members  of 
more  than  one  family,  and  in  London 
the  power  given  by  Section  37  of  The 
Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,  as 
to  sanitary  accommodation,  and  the 
provision  in  Section  78  of  the  London 
County  Council  ((General  Powers)  Act, 
1907,  as  to  the  supply  of  water  to  tene- 
ment houses.  I  will,  however,  cause 
the  suggestion  for  further  legislation 
on  the  subject  to  be  noted. 

Reinforced  Concrete  Structures  and 
Building  Loans. 

Sir  J.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  several  Govern- 
ment Departments  have  adopted  the 
method  of   building  in  reinforced  con- 


I  Crete,  with  a  resultant  large  economy 
and  no  loss  in  efficiency,  he  proposes  to 
persist  in  requiring  from  local  authorities 
a  shorter  term  for  the  repayment  of 
loans  for  buildings  in  reinforced  concrete 
than  for  buildings  in  the  old-fashioned 
method. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Burns.)    As  I 
have  stated  before,  I  am  advised  that  it 
is  doubtful  whether  ferro -concrete  is  a 
suitable   material  for  permanent  struc- 
tural  works   under  all   conditions,   and 
!  that  there  is  need  for  caution  in  dealing 
I  with  it.     Examples  have  been  brought 
•  under  my  notice  of  the  failure  of  works 
I  constructed  of  this  material.     There  has 
not  been  sufficient  experience  in  connec- 
tion with  this  matter  to   enable  me  to 
arrive    at    a    definite    conclusion    with 
regard  to  the  economy  and  efficiency  of 
buildings  constructed  with  ferro-concrete, 
and  I   am  still  not  satisfied   that   the 
periods   allowed  for   the   repayment   of 
loans  for  work  so  constructed  can  properly 
be  extended. 

Military  and  Naval  Prisons'-Prisoners 
and  Staff.  ^ 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 

I  to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that, 

I  from   Answers   to    Questions   circulated 

on  21st  August,   1907,  it  appears  that^ 

'  on  an  occasion  in  1906-7  there  was  only 

I  one  prisoner  in  the  military  prison  at 

!  Hong   Kong   with   an   establishment  of 

j  four  to  look  after  him,  and  five  prisoners 

in  the  naval  prison  with  an  establishment 

of  eight  to  look  after  them,  and  at  the 

Cape  of  Good  Hope  the  numbers  were, 

'  on    occasion,    establishments    of  eleven 

and  five  to  look  after  twenty-one  and  no 

prisoners   respectively  ;      and    whether , 

while   making  every  allowance  for  the 

larger  number  of  prisoners  that  may  be 

under  punishment  at  other  times,   the 

Treasury  will  ascertain  if  there  is  ample 

accommodation  in  the  military  prisons 

for   naval   prisoners,    having   regard   as 

well  to  past  precedent  in  these  matters. 

To  ask  the^Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  are 
separate  naval  and  military  prisons  at 
Hong  Kong,  and  again  at  Simon's  Bay 
and  Wynburg,  which  are  within  easy 
communication  of  each  other  ;  and 
whether  steps  can  be  taken  to   induce 
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tho  Admiralty  and  War  Office  to  cut 
down  fixpenses  by  maintaining  a  single 
CHtalilishment  at  each  place. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Ilobhtmse,)  With 
ro^ard  to  Hong  Kong,  the  revision  of 
tho  naval  prison  arrangements  at  that 
placo  is  already  under  consideration. 
W«5  are  not  prepared  to  abolish  the  naval 
prison  at  Simon's  Bay,  as  the  present 
HVHtom  is  necessary  to  meet  the  require- 
nicMits  of  the  service. 

Excheqaer  Contributions  to  Herefordshire 
County  Council. 

(  'aptain'  CLIVFj  (Herefordshire,  Ross) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  h(?  will  state  why  the  pjxchequer  con- 
tribution to  the  County  Council  of 
Horcfordshiro  during  the  last  financial 
voar  was  less  by  £2,150  than  in  the  year 
"ending:  the  3ist  March,  1907. 

{Answered  hj/  Mr.  John  Burnst.)  My 
ri^ht  hon.  friend  has  asked  mo  to  reply 
io  this  Question.  At  the  time  when 
arrangtMucnts  wore  being  made  by  the 
liocal  (iovornmont  Hoard  for  the  pay- 
uw\\\  t«)  tho  councils  of  counties  and 
county  i)orouglis  of  tho  instalment  which 
was  (iistril»uted  hist  month,  on  account 
of  tlie  tlnaneial  year,  11H)7-^,  out  of  the 
.  sums  ])ayablo  into  the  Local  Taxation 
Acrount.  as  the  equivalent  of  tho  pro- 
reeds  of  tho  local  taxation  licence  duties 
ami  the  estate  duty  grant,  it  was  found 
that  the  amount  available  for  distribution 
was  a|>]>reciably  less  than  the  amount 
available  at  the  corn\*«p(»n(ling  period 
of  the  previous  year.  In  the  circum- 
stanees,  the  eouneils  were  generally 
paid  the  same  sums  that  they  received 
in  Manh.  l'.M)il.  on  acrount  of  the  tinancial 
year,  li^O"*  «k  In  the  ease  of  Hereford- 
shire, howevor,  the  produee  of  tho  local 
taxatit>n  liience  «luties  during  tho  eh^ven 
month-i  ended  Februarv,  11M>8,  was  about 


probability  that  in  the  case  of  the  coonty 
of  Hereford  this  final  payment  will  be 
somewhat  larger  than  the  corresponding 
pavment  made  on  account  of  the  vctr 
1906-7. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Naval  Engine  Boom  AitifioerB. 
Mb.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty how  many  candidates  from 
outside  sources  have  been  examined  for 
the  rating  of  fourth-class  engine-room 
artificer  since  1st  April,  1907,  and  what 
percentage  passed  into  His  Majesty's 
service. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  ADailK- 
ALTY  (Mr,  McKbnna,  Monmouth,  N.)  : 
252  candidates  have  been  examined 
from  outside  sources ;  and  about  56  per 
cent,  passed  into  the  service. 

H.M.S.  "  Indus  "  MechaaicianB. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what 
rearrangement  of  the  mechanician  es- 
tablishment on  H.M.S.  "  Lidus "  has 
taken  place  since  1st  January,  1908; 
what  circumstances  entailed  the  altera- 
tion ;  and  will  it  facilitate  means  for 
obtaining  the  cost  of  training. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  No  rearrang?ment 
has  taken  place  since  tho  Ist  Januair, 
1908.  The  change  to  which  the  Hon. 
Member  probably  refers  had  to  do  with 
the  workshops  in  "  Indus  L",  which  ship, 
though  forming  part  of  the  "Indus" 
establishment,  is  in  no  wav  connected 
with  the  mechanician  part  o!  it. 

Ofacera  of  H.M.S.  "Indus.'' 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :     I  beg  to  ask 

!  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
HUM)    lt»>s    than    in    the    corre^pondinir  '•  additions  are  to  be  made  to  the  number 


poriod  ot  li'(K')-(i.  and  therefore,  in  that  ; 
i-aso,  tho  sum  ]>aid  was  rathtT  less  than 
in  Manh.  HW.  In  the  result  the  I 
pavnuMit  !v.ad»*  to  tho  county  council  in  i 
Manh.  ^.«\^.  was  V2A5^^  less  than  in 
March.  W'O'.  A  rinal  payment  nMuains 
to  iv  made  to  the  ronm  iN  on  tho  same 
at^ouv.t  in  respect  of  th»*  y*»ar  liH»7-S  : 
ai.d  :V.o  la:o>t  returns  as  to  th»»  proceeds 
o!  tI.o  d'.::ios  for  the  year  poii.t  to  the 


of  officers  on  the  books  of  H.M.S.  "  Indus  " 
on  l:st  .January.  1908:  and.  if  so.  for 
what  duties  will  they  be  borne. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Two  officers  now 
borne  on  the  books  of  the  **  Vivid "  for 
lUities  connected  with  the  repairs  of  small 
craft,  etc.,  will  probably  be  transferred 
to  the  bo<iks  of  the  "Indus"  without 
chauiie  of  duties. 
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Engine-Boom  Artiflcers  and  Mechanicians. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  how 
many  engine-room  artificers  have  been 
supplanted  by  mechanicians  since  the 
inauguration  of  the  latter  rating ;  and 
will  the  basis  laid  down  for  this  change  in 
Circular  Letter  No.  91,  of  26th  July, 
1907,  be  inserted  in  the  recruiting  bills 
issued  for  public  guidance. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  No  engine-room 
artificers  have  been  supplanted  in  the 
service  by  mechanicians,  but  the  numbers 
of  engine-room  artificers  hereafter  required 
will  be  less  by  40,  approximately;  on 
account  of  the  mechanicians  now  serving 
afloat.  No  reason  is  seen  for  inserting 
the  provisions  of  Circular  Letter  No.  91 
of  the  26th  July,  1907,  in  re.ruiting 
handbills. 

Mechanician  Bating  Qoaliflcations. 
Mr.  BOWERMAN  (Deptford) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty what  reduction  in  the  qualifications 
for  the  rating  of  mechanician  have  been 
necessitated  by  the  dearth  of  candidates  ; 
and  how  it  is  proposed  to  make  up  a 
sufficient  number  of  men  for  the  next 
mechanician  course. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  No  reduction  has 
has  been  made  in  the  qualifications  re- 
quired for  the  rating  of  mechanician.  It 
is  anticipated  that  there  will  be  a  full 
supply  of  volunteers  when  the  new  rules 
are  in  full  working  order;  but  in  the 
meantime,  the  standard  oLthe  preliminary 
examination  to  be  passed  afloat,  prior  to 
selection  of  candidates  for  the  mechanician 
course,  has  been  slightly  relaxed. 

Submarine  Serrice. 
Mr.  BOWERMAN  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  is 
the  maximum  period  of  service  allotted 
for  engine-room  artificers  and  chief  petty 
officers,  respectively,  in  submarine  ser- 
vice ;  are  any  exceptions  made  to  the 
rule  ;   and  if  so,  for  what  reason. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  As  a  ruh,  coi- 
tinuous  service  in  submarines  is  not  to 
exceed  five  years.  A  few  exceptions  have 
been  allowed,  e,g.,  where  the  men  were 
required  for  special  experimental  and 
instructional  work.  The  maximum  total 
service  is  eight  years. 

VOL.  CLXXXVII.  [Fourth  Series.] 


Pensioners  on  Home  Service  Ships. 
Mr.  BOWERMAN:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
will  state  to  what  extent  it  is  proposed 
to  substitute  pensioners  for  active  service 
ratings  in  Home-service  ships  ;  do  these 
men  receive  full  pay  and  pension  whilst 
serving ;  and  is  the  engagement  for  a 
period  of  five  years  only. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Pen  doners  are  em- 
ployed in  certain  stationary  home  estab- 
lishments, such  as  barracks  and  training 
establishments.  The  extent  to  which  this 
system  will  be  authorised  cannot  be  stated, 
as  it  depends  on  the  varying  requirements 
of  the  establishments,  but  it  is  practically 
limited  by  the  duties  which  can  be  more 
economically  and  suitably  carried  out  by 
pensioners  than  by  active  service  ratings. 
They  receive  a  weekly  wage  according  to 
the  nature  of  the  work  on  which  they  are 
employed,  in  addition  to  their  pensions. 
There  is  no  period  of  engagement. 

Shipbuilding  Dispute. 
Mr.  HUDSON  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  threatened  closing  of  shipbuilding 
yards  where  there  is  no  dispute  at  present 
pending  between  employers  and  em- 
ployed; whether  any  Government 
contract  is  likely  to  be  delayed  in 
consequence ;  and,  in  the  event  of  any 
delay  on  the  part  of  any  contracting 
firm,  what  action,  if  any,  he  proposes  to 
take  with  regard  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  have  read  the 
Press  reports  on  the  subject  of  a  possible 
lock-out  in  the  near  future.  Contracts 
for  building  Government  ships  provide 
that  the  contractor  shall  immediately,  on 
the  occurrence  of  a  lock-out,  give  notice 
thereof  to  the  Admiralty.  No  such  notice 
has  yet  been  received.  Should  any  lock- 
out occur  the  execution  of  certain 
Government  contracts  will,  in  all  proba- 
bility, be  delayed.  Delay  has  already 
been  caused  in  some  Government  contracts 
by  strikes.  The  question  of  taking 
action  is  under  consideration. 

Mr.  CURRAN  (Durham,  Jarrow) : 
Can  no  definite  action  be  taken  against 
firms  holding  Gk)vernment  contracts  who 
lock  out  their  men  1 
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Mr.  McKENNA  :  That  is  one  of  the 
points  under  consideration. 

InQuiry  into  Personnel  and  Training  of 
the  Boyal  Navy. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  of  Lord  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that  over  220  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  have  presented  a 
memorial  in  favour  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
scope  and  efEects  of  the  changes  made 
in  1903.  f.nd  SLibseijuently  in  the 
organisation  and  training  of  the  personnel 
of  the  Royal  Navy,  which  has  been  the 
subject  of  adverse  representations  from 
many  distinguished  naval  officers  ;  and 
whether  he  will  make  a  statement  in 
reference  to  this  matter  on  Vote  5  of  the 
Navy  Estimates. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  understand  that 
the  memorial  was  presented  to  the  late 
Prime  Minister.  From  inquiry,  I  leani 
that  Sir  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman 
did  not  think  it  desirable  that  any  action 
should  be  taken  on  the  memorial.  The 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  have  no 
intention  of  departing  from  the  policy 
approved  bv  successive  Boards  since 
1903. 

Torpedo  Boats  in  the  Hamble  Biver. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
moor  a  number  of  torpedo  boats  in  Hamble 
River,  and  so  practically  close  this  river 
to  other  shipping  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  this  river  is  the  only  safe  and  con- 
venient harbour  for  small  vessels  in  the 
Solent  which  is  accessible  at  all  states  of 
the  tide,  and  is  used  by  a  large  number 
of  yachts  ami  other  vessels;  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  residents  in  Hamble. 
Swan  wick,  and  Bursledon  gain  their 
livelihood  owing  to  the  j>resence  of  tliese 
vessels :  and  that  a  ^Tave  loss  would  be 
inflicted  on  the  nei^'hbourhood  should 
these  ships  be  compellevi  to  go  elsewhere  ; 
and  whether  he  will  give  a  favourable 
consideration  to  the  i>etition  which  is 
being  fonvardod  to  him  from  the  places 
affected  by  this  proposal. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  It  is  nor  proposed 
so  to  moor  torpedo  craft  in  Hamble  River 
as  to  prevent  that  river  being  used  by 
other  small  craft,  and  it  is  not  believed 


that  there  is  an^  ground  for  sapposing 
that  loss  will  be  inflicted  on  the  residenu 
in  the  locality.  The  intended  arrange- 
ment is  a  temporary  one  during  the 
construction  of  the  dock  at  Portsmouth. 
Any  particular  representation  from  the 
places  affected  will  receive  careful  ooa- 
sideration. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  this  river  there 
is  practically  no  room  for  other  ships 
when  torpedo-boats  are  there  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  am  not  aware 
of  it.    I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  AKTHUR  LEE  (Hampshire,  Fare- 
ham)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  6entleman 
defer  taking  any  definite  steps  until  he 
has  seen  the  extensively-signed  petiti(Ni 
from  the  district  ? 


I  cannot  undertake 


Mr.  McKENNA  ; 
to  do  that. 

Naval  Cordite  Seserres. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  official  assurance  that  the  reserves 
of  cordite  for  each  class  of  gun  is  at  least 
as  great  as  it  was  on  1st  January,  1907, 
excludes  from  consideration  all  coidite 
which  is  suspected  of  containing  mercuric 
chloride  ;  and  w^hether  it  is  proposed  to 
reissue  any  of  the  cordite  now  at  the 
depots  which  contains  mercuric  chloride. 
I 

I     Mr.  McKENNA  :    The  Answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirma- 
'  tive.  Cordite  containing  mercuric  chloride 
'  will  probably  be  used  for  practice  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  MYER  (Lambeth,  N.) :  In  view 
of  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  unadulterated 
cordite  will  the  Admiralty  and  the  Wai 
Office  take  steps  to  manufacture  their 
own  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  That  is  a  large 
Question,  of  which  I  should  like  notice. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

;  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 

is  aware  that,  on  25th  Februari',  Lord 

,  Rayloiiih's    Committee    of    War    OflSce, 

Home  Office,  and  independent  experts  on 

explosives  unanimously  recommended  the 
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destruction  of  all  the  new  blasting  ex- 
plosives containing  the  unlawful  in- 
gredient mercuric  chloride ;  whether,  in 
view  of  this  decisive  action,  he  can  state 
what  course  the  Admiralty  Committee 
under  Lord  Rayleigh  recommended  in 
reference  to  cordite  containing  this  un- 
lawful ingredient  which  might  be  found 
afloat  in  any  warships  or  in  the  ordnance 
depots ;  and  whether  all  cordite  con- 
taining mercuric  chloride  has  now  been 
withdrawn  from  afloat  to  the  ordnance 
depots  while  awaiting  the  results  of  the 
War  Office  experiments  as  to  whether  it 
can  safely  be  used. 

Mr.  MoKENNA:  Lord  Rayleigh' s 
Committee  did  not  deal  with  cordite 
already  in  the  naval  service;  and  the 
recommendation  my  hon.  friend  refers 
tx)  applied  only  to  blasting  explosives 
seized  by  the  Home  Office.  The  Ad- 
miralty have  already  taken  all  necessary 
steps  to  deal  with  such  naval  cordite  as 
may  be  found  to  contain  mercuric  chloride. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  he 
has  taken  steps  to  destroy  this  cordite  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  Admiralty  have 
taken  the  necessary  steps  to  secure  them 
against  danger. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  Is  there  still  some 
of  this  cordite  containing  mercuric 
chloride  on  board  any  vessels  1 

Mr.  MoKENNA  asked  for  notice. 


Mr.  BELLAIRS 

tion  I  asked. 


That  is  the  Ques- 


Mr.  McKENNA  repeated  his  original 
Answer,  adding  that  the  Admiralty  were 
quite  satisfied  there  was  no  danger. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS :  Has  this  cordite 
been  withdrawn  from  ships  afloat  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Cordite  Silver  Test. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  new  silver  test  for  cor- 
dite is  one  requiring  special  laboratory 
conditions,  and  taking  about  2,000  hours 


with  a  liquid  bath  kept  at  a  imiform 
temperature  of  80^  C.  in  the  case  of  each 
sample ;  and  whether,  under  these  cii 
cumstances,  the  test  can  be  usefully 
applied  on  board  ship  or  to  more  than 
very  small  quantities  of  cordite. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  It  is  not  proposed 
to  carry  out  silver  tests  on  board  ships, 
all  cordite  tests  being  carried  out  at  the 
depots ;  but  my  hon.  friend  is  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  it  would  not  be  practic* 
able  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  dispute  my  figures  as  to  the 
duration  of  the  test  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  Will  the  right  hou. 
Oentleman  lay  on  the  Table  a  Return 
explaining  the  test  and  the  number  of 
hours  it  takes  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:    No,  sir. 

Bisley  Olass  Firing  Accident 
Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  (Qravesend) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  will  now  state  whether  it  is 
intended  to  give  increased  compensation 
to  George  Bishop,  quartermaster-sergeant 
of  the  2nd  Volunteer  Battalion  Royal 
Fusiliers,  who  was  offered  £4  188.  for 
an  injury  received  at  class  firing  at 
Bisley  from  a  diefective  cartridge  which 
exploded  in  the  chamber,  carrying  away 
the  locking-piece  and  part  of  the  shoulder 
of  the  rifle,  lacerating  three  of  Quarter- 
master-Sergeant Bishop's  fingers  and 
destroying  the  drum  of  the  right  ear, 
permanently  injuring  the  hearing  and 
necessitating  medical  attendance  at  a 
payment  of  2s.  a  week  as  an  out-patient 
of  the  Ear  Hospital,  Golden  Square ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  Quarter- 
master-Sergeant Bishop  lost  his  situation 
on  31st  August  last,  owing  to  the  effects 
of  the  injury  received,  and  that  he  and 
his  wife  and  six  children  have  been  more 
or  less  dependent  on  charity  during  the 
last  six  months. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  A 
gratuity  has  been  awarded  to  Quarter- 
master-Sergeant Bishop  in     accordance 
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with  the  regulations  for  the  period 
during  which  he  was  certified  to  be 
unable  to  follow  his  employment.  The 
General  Officer  Commanding  was  in- 
structed in  November  to  submit  the  case 
with  a  view  to  the  consideration  of  a 
further  grant  for  the  cost  of  medical 
treatment  when  the  man's  attendance 
at  Golden  Square  Hospital  has  been 
completed.  No  mention  was  made  by 
the  man  or  his  commanding  officer  in 
the  course  of  the  correspondence  in 
October  that  the  man  had  lost  his  situa- 
tion on  31st  August  owing  to  the  effects 
of  that  injury.  I  have  directed  that 
further  inquiry  be  made  into  this  case. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER:  If  it  is 
found  that  the  facts  are  as  stated,  will 
the  Department  give  a  further  grant  ? 


Mr.   HALDANE: 

the  facts  first. 


I   will   ascertain 


Messrs.  Ksrnoch  and  Cordite. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  will 
state  how  many  tons  of  new  cordite 
Kynoch,  Limited,  refuse  to  take  back ; 
whether  all  this  cordite  has  been  found 
to  contain  mercuric  chloride ;  and 
whether  any  inconvenience  is  caused 
through  the  quantity  of  rejected  cordite 
now  occupying  magazine  space. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  This  firm  refuse  to 
take  back  seventy-three  tons  of  cordite, 
all  of  which  is  found  to  contain  mercuric 
chloride.  As  far  as  Army  magazines 
are  concerned,  no  inconvenience  as 
regards  storage  has  been  experienced 
up  to  the  present.  Jjitigation  is  pending 
on  the  subject. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  Is  the  cordite  con- 
taining men-uric  chloride  stored  in  the 
ordinary  magazines,  where,  if  it  exploded, 
it  would  do  harm  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  asked  for  notice  of 
the  Question. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  Are  the  magazines 
for  naval  amnninition  still  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  charge  J 

Mr.  HALDANE  asked  for  notice  of 
the  Question. 


Be-issnes  of  Cordite. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  my 
of  the  cordite  containing  nwrcuik 
chloride  has  been  re-issued  from  the  o:d- 
nxnce  depots  to  forts  or  ships  of  war  m» 
the  active  investigations  undertaken  k 
the  early  part  of  last  year ;  and  whether 
cordite  containing  mercuric  chloride  ii 
regarded  as  part  of  the  reserve  or  genenl 
stock. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  As  far  as  the  land 
service  is  concerned  if  any  such  cordite 
has  for  any  reason  been  returned  to  i 
depot  it  is  being  re-issued  subject  to 
satisfying  a  searching  test.  The  rejrfy  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question  is  in  tbe 
affirmative.  As  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  already  been  informed,  all 
cordite  is  subjected  to  periodic  tests  of 
stability. 

Bioting  in  Sonth  India- 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs^; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  can  give  any  informa- 
tion regarding  the  recent  rioting  in  South 
India ;  and  whether  it  was  connected 
with  celebrations  of  the  release  of  Babu 
Bepin  Chandra  Pal,  the  Congress  orator, 
and  was  part  of  a  Swaraj  agitation. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  regarding  the  recent 
riots  at  Tuticorin  and  Tinnevelly, 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Mr.  Buchanan, 
Perthshire,  E.) :  I  will  answer  the  hon. 
Member's  two  Questions  on  this  subject 
together.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
received  Reports  of  the  occurrences  re- 
ferred to.  At  Tuticorin  a  meeting  of 
about  2,000  persons  was  held  on  Idth 
March  in  defiance  of  an  order  issued  by 
the  magistrate,  who  had  reason  to  fear 
a  breach  of  the  peace.  In  endeavouring 
to  disperse  the  meeting,  the  magistrate 
and  deputy-superintendent  of  police 
were  stoned  by  the  mob,  who  finally  had 
to  be  fired  on.  Little  damage  was  done. 
Some  rioters  were  wounded,  but  none 
were  killed.  One  police-officer  was 
seriously  injured,  and  has  since  been 
reported  dead.  At  Tinnevelly  on  the 
same  day  a  mob  threw  stones,  broke 
lamps,  and  set  fire  to  public  buildings* 


1081 


Questions, 


{28  April  1908} 


Questions, 


1082 


The  magistrate  was  unable  to  disperse  the 
crowd,  and  was  eventually  obliged  to 
order  the  police  to  fire.  One  rioter  was 
killed,  and  seven  wounded,  of  whom  two 
axe  reported  to  have  died.  The  rioting 
was  connected  with  the  celebration  of 
the  release  of  Bepin  Chandra  Pal  and 
with  a  Swaraj  agitation.  The  action  of 
the  authorities  seems  to  show  no  excess  of 
force  under  the  circumstances,  which  I 
do  not  doubt  have  been  correctly  re- 
X)orted. 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex, 
Brentford) :  Is  it  not  the  case  that  meet- 
ings of  congratulation  upon  the  return 
from  prison  of  Bipin  Chandra  Pal  passed 
off  peacefully  throughout  India  with  the 
exception  of  Tinnevelly  and  Tuticorin, 
where  the  authorities  prohibited  the 
holding  of  public  meetings ;  and  that  it 
was  this  prohibition  that  led  to  rioting 
and  loss  of  innocent  life  1 


in  speaking  of  the  **  current  year,"  is 
estimated  at  21J  lakhs,  not  23J,  and  that 
in  1908-9  at  23J  lakhs,  not  451-  The 
reduction  of  the  provincial  balance  in 
the  two  years  is  chiefly  due  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  special  grant  made  to 
the  Provincial  Government  in  1906-7 
to  provide  for  the  g)vernment  buildings 
required  at  the  capital  of  the  new  pro- 
vince. The  expenditure  is,  of  coursa,  of 
a  temporary  and  non-recurring  char- 
acter, and  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  reason 
for  so  serious  and  far-reaching  a  measure 
as  modifying  the  whole  administrative 
arrangements  of  the  province. 

Sir  H.  cotton  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
the  expenditure  on  the  new  province 
exceeds  by  many  lakhs  of  rupees  that 
which  was  estimated  when  the  partition 
was  decided  upon  ? 


Mr,   BUCHANAN: 
totice  of  that  Question. 


Bengal  OoTenunent  Finance. 
Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
the  Budget  statement  of  the  Grovernment 
of  Eastern  Bengal  and  Assam,  the  deficit 
of  the  current  year  is  stated  to  amount 
t-o  23J  lakhs  of  rupees,  and  the  deficit 
in  the  year  1908-9  is  estimated  to  amount 
to  45}  lakhs  of  rupees ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  unforeseen  addi- 
tional expenditure  involved  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  new  province,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  modifying  the 
partition  of  Bengal  with  special  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  a  governor  and 
oouncil  for  the  whole  of  Bengal,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lidia  Act  of  1833  and  the  sub- 
sequent Statute  of  1853,  16  and  17  Vict., 
c.  95,  and  the  delegation  of  powers  to 
certain  local  authorities  corresponding 
to  those  which,  under  the  Lidian  Act 
of  1868,  obtain  in  Sind,  as  was  suggested 
by  his  predecessor  in  office. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  figures  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member  are  not  quite 
accurate.  The  "deficit"  (that  is  to 
say  the  reduction  of  provincial  balance) 
in  1907-8,  to  which  he  presumably  refers 


I     Mr.   BUCHANAN:     I  do  not  think 
I  must  ask  for  '  ^-     There  has  been  a  special  expenditure 
which  will   cease   in   a  short  time,   but 
provision  was  made   for  it  and  it  was 
fully  anticipated. 


The  Amir  of  Afghanistan  and  the  Anglo- 
BoBsian  OonTention. 

Mr.  lynch  (Yo:kshire,W.R.,  Ripon)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  Amir 
of  Afghanistan  has  notified  his  consent 
to  the  Articles  of  the  Anglo-Russian 
Convention  concerning  Afghanistan  ; 
whether  these  Articles  will  have  any 
validity  in  case  the  consent  of  the  Amir 
should  not  be  forthcoming  ;  and  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  why  the  Amir 
of  Afghanistan  is  not  referred  to  in  the 
Convention  by  the  title  of  His  Majesty, 
this  being  the  title  given  to  the  Amir 
in  the  Treaty  between  Great  Britain 
and  Afghanistan,  signed  at  Kabul  on 
21st  March,  1905. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  I  would  refer  my 
hon.  friend  to  the  Answer  given  on  the 
14th  instant  to  a  similar  Question  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Andrews  District. 
It  would  serve  no  useful  purpose  to  discuss 
the  hypothetical  case  contemplated  by 
the  Question.  The  Convention  does  not 
profess  to  give  the  full  title  of  His  Majesty 
the  Amir  as  recited  in  the  Treaty  of 
21st  March,  1905. 
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Mr.  LYNCH:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  second  part  of  my 
Question. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  I  said  it  would 
servo  no  useful  purpose  to  discuss  a 
hyiH>thetical  case. 

Mr.  8MEAT0N  (Stirlingshire):  Has 
the  Amir  given  his  consent  to  the  Con- 
vention ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  I  have  answered 
that  bv  referring  the  hon.  Oentlenian  to 
a  previous  Answer. 


in  the  Whipping  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
introduced  into  the  Council  of  the  Gover- 
nor General  of  India  on  13th  March,  the 
punishment  of  whipping  for  larceny  has 
been  abolished ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  prohibit  flogging 
as  a  punishment  for  casual  and  ordmair 
theft. 

Mn.  BUCHANAN:  The  punishment 
of  whipping  for  casual  and  ordinary  theft 
has  not  been  abolished  by  the  BilLand 
the  Secretary  of  State  does  not  propose 
to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 


Sir   H.  cotton 
wt  I  een  given  ? 


Has  tlie  consent 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  Not  yet. 

Mr,  SMEATON  :  And  is  that  a  r.:atTeT 
of  surprise  in  view  of  the  huniiliaiing 
p^>sition  in  which  the  An::r  ha5  V-eer. 
plac<H)  ? 


*MiL  SPKAKKR 

opinion. 


Stone-Throwiiic  in  Calcutta— 1 
Action. 

Sm  H.  COTTON :  I  beg  to  ask  die 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  wlnether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  ease 
decided  by  the  Calcutta  p:*lic^  macistnte, 
Mr.  Kingsfc^rd.  on  lihh  March,  in  which 
a  K'^y.  eight  or  nine  yeAr*  of  ape.  was 
chanre-i  with  thixroriia:  a  sr<«ke  at  a 
motor-car.  whirh  did  not  snibe  the  iDOte- 
c&r.  ar.d  wis  m«i  £1.  ai.d  to  tfce  Tf-qoest 


I&diaa  WhipidBf  Act^ 
S.?i  H.  a^TWN  :  1  '^i  :o  ^<k  lie 
SoiTrftATy  oi  SiAte  :»>r  Ir.viiA  w>it  :if-r  Li> 
atte;r.v.v'»y.  >>*:<  >»eer.  iirfc^BT.  :o  :le  f&c-t 
rViAT  t>ir  R:V.  to  ar*:ieTni  the  Wr.ipT'iTu;  Act, 
w^-icy.  Vi**  Vieer.  iT.:roau:f«.i  ir.ic*  tlt 
CouV.v'f.  of  tie  iroverr.oT  l^:.«frfcl  of 
Ir.diA..  aof^  T.ot  Tvro>ii3f  truit  zic*  wlir-rcrit 
f.r**..  rtf  ■.r.t.nte^:  ry  oTiVr  *■:  &  •,  v'^rr  u:.iesf 

rf-A5».v.iA':rjf  :»t-p^r:uT..:7  u*  rArrf'.r.f  L~i>  :i?*f 
"rift.rrf  A  ;\  ..r:  .■:"  AT«tvA.  .    h-:.:.  v-!.f.:V.f-: 


Th*t  is  a  niAtter  of  of  the  magiftrfcte  oiiwtiHr  addifiswd 
TO  the  i>eporrers  that  it  might  he  ixtted 
iii  the  P2«?s  that  the  r:*Tt  tsme  aziyvcK. 
whoever  he  was.  wk*  r-r'  cirht  up  on  a 
similar  chirce  he  wo^i  r»» 
with  whippaix.  aiii  wif-tiier  L*-^ 
T* '  Tite  aLT  if  ticff:  ii.  tijif  ii.l 


\     VLaNaN 


»:.  j:  :. 


i. 


.  /-c.. 


lit    f  . 

M.    k!*f-ri.*»r  w    *:     .Ti.Tirisrn.TijfT'.    sit!:**-.. 

IT.    VM  V    ),ii>    '•••f'7     IPf-'     I^    T •?.'''»::.!>£    'lit.* 

ii.th.-'  :.!rf  ivl.t..:-' 


Stat*  ha*  seeL  a  i!ewsT»'-t.*?T  rf  t*  -r:  •  ^ 
eiiv't  5Tiit<»i.  AT»ra.tD  *•  •:  r^..*:  f  ^1::- 
irx  i*  sfcii  t<-  haV*  jn  "P":.  ttt*  li.-r  ~ 
CfcifTiTrjL.  iZii  *h*'  Se  T*r'L^  •:  v 
**«*  III'  *<iL5if ifrrt  rekf*  •"  *:    iL**r:-rT't 

Sn:  H.  '?»:<TTvN  :    !►  ^  l  •:  u.^  L  _. 

that  a  inkciscLt*  siiiiijl  ''lzvl'-^-l  r^i^d 

lifT*  WTLL  the  TfOTii^'l  Tn*^:  *     r  fi  >,rr:'  -  :    » 

iL  tiii*  Pv»iiLtrv  '' 


Mr-.  BrCSA^Ay 
m&nstraT-e  ii  cjutt*'  wrd- 


J.-*"      .1      "Sr>..*« 


1  }»ftr   T< 
In:    liidif^ 


u>i.   rtif- 
v'ii*-":^**: 


"iie  u.fiiiTif>L  ft  tilt-  JutiL  ir  ni.n.  '7~i 
tibf  nai«-  nf  ul^  FTflnri  (»'  lit-trr*  h;  :•♦ 
iL  AiXTfink  latL  wiL  lit  iw-  iur  u.fiu**:.  * 
itniir  Indik  tit*  tt- tik  i^'^v'    ■:  iiuiii^:. 
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which  has  obtained  so  many  years  in 
Algeria  ? 

Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
sham) :  Is  the  hon.  Grentleman  aware 
that  in  France  there  is  considerable 
agitation  to  have  severely  flogged  crimi- 
nals who  commit  assaults  on  women  and 
children  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  hardly  arises 
out  of  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Indian  Telegraphists'  Strike. 
Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  the 
strike  among  the  telegraph  stafl  in  India, 
which  has  greatly  dislocated  business, 
has  ended ;  and  whether  the  business 
of  the  department  is  now  proceeding 
in  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  Government 
of  India  reported  last  week  that  the 
strike  among  the  telegraph  staff  in  India 
was  at  an  end,  and  I  understand  that 
the  business  of  the  department  is  pro- 
ceeding in  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  REES  :  May  I  ask  whether  this 
was  the  outcome  of  endeavouring  to 
impose  English  methods  on  Indian  em- 
ployees ? 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  :     I  do  not  think 


so. 


Mr.  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent) : 

I    beg   to   ask  the   Under-Secretary  of 

State  for   India   whether  his  attention 

lia^    been   called   to   the   discontent   of 

be     Indian    telegraph    operators    and 

•jailers  with  the  new  scheme  of  duties 

troduced  by  Mr.  Newlands,  the  English 

oert,who  has  been  lent  by  the  British 

%t  Office  to  the  Indian  Administration  ; 

I   what  action,  if  any,  it  is  proposed 

take  in  the  matter. 

Ir.  BUCHANAN:  The  discontent 
the  Indian  telegraph  operators  and 
allers  with  the  new  scheme  of  duties 
been  met  by  an  arrangement  under 
jh  the  new  system  will  have  a  fair 
i  for  a  limited  period — four  or  five 
ks  I  think — and  a  Committee,  on 
ich  the  subordinate  staff  will  be 
•resented,  will  be  appointed  to  examine 


the  system  during  trial.  "  We  have  every 
reason  to  hope  that  an  accommodation 
will  be  reached. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  Is  this  the  same 
Mr.  Newlands  who  was  the  cause  of  so 
much  difficulty  in  the  Home  Post  Office  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Indian  Military  Charges. 
Mr.  LYNCH :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  speech  recently 
delivered  by  Lord  Kitchener  in  the  Legis- 
lative Council  of  India  to  the  effect  that 
weighty  reasons,  affecting  the  external 
and  internal  security  of  India,  militated 
against  any  reduction  of  the  military 
charges ;  whether  he  can  state  the  nature 
of  those  external  reasons  ;  and  whether 
the  Government  of  India  contemplate 
taking  any  steps  towards  curtailing 
the  expenditure  in  connection  with  the 
defences  of  the  North-West  Frontier 
as  a  result  of  the  Anglo-Russian  Con- 
vention 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  seen  a  report,  but  is  engaged 
in  correspondence  with  the  Government 
of  India  on  the  important  subject  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  refers,  and  is  not 
able  to  make  any  statement  at  the 
present  stage.  Perhaps  when  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Budget  comes  on  in  this 
House  I  may  be  able  to  deal  with  the 
points  raised  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Znluland— Sir  Duncan  Mackenzie's 
Administration. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  will  state  the  nimiber  of 
persons  arrested,  detained,  or  placed  in 
prison  during  the  period  Sir  Duncan 
Mackenzie  administered  martial  law  in 
Zululand  and  the  northern  districts  of 
Natal,  and  the  number  left  in  prison  by 
Sir  Duncan  Mackenzie,  and  subsequently 
discharged  by  a  magistrate,  as  reported 
in  the  official  statement  of  the  Under- 
Secretary. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  OF 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel 
Seely,   Liverpool,   Abercromby)  :      The 
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Secretary  of  State  is  not  in  possession 
of  this  information  but  has  asked  the 
(Jovemor  of  Natal  by  telegraph  for  the 
particulars  desired  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Intercolonial    Reciprocity— Trade    Rela- 
tions of  Canada  and  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  LAMONT  (Buteshire) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the 
Inter-Colonial  Conference  upon  Trade 
Relations  between  the  West  Indies  and 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  held  at  Bar- 
bados in  January  last,  resolutions  were 
passed  in  favour  of  a  mutual  reduction 
of  tarifts  as  between  the  Dominion  on  one 
hand  and  certain  of  the  West  Indian 
Colonies  on  the  other ;  whether  the 
Grovemment  regards  with  favour  this 
movement  in  the  direction  of  imperial 
free  trade ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Colonial  Office  has  ofEered,  or  will  ofEer, 
to  assist  the  Crown  Colonies  concerned 
in  carrying  their  negotiations  to  a  suc- 
cessful  issue. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  We  have  not  yet 
learned  the  wishes  of  the  Grovemments 
concerned  and  therefore  cannot  at  present 
make  any  definite  statement. 

Mr.  LEVERTON  HARRIS  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  Will  the  Secretary 
of  State  get  the  information  as  soon  as 
possible  ? 

Colonel  SEELY:  Yes,  Sir ;  my 
noble  friend  is  engaged  in  obtaining 
it  now.  My  hon.  friend  will  understand 
that  the  views  of  many  Grovemments 
have  to  be  ascertained  and  we  cannot 
get  an  answer  immediately. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER:  Did  not 
the  Resolution  refer  merely  to  a 
reduction  of  tariffs  on  certain  specified 
articles  in  both  countries  to  which  pre- 
ference should  be  given  ? 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  must  ask  for 
notice.  I  am  only  aware  of  the  general 
trend  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Grovan) :  Are  the  Crown  Colonies  in  a 
different  position  from  self-governing  Colo- 
nies in  making  these  arrangements  ? 


Colonel  SEELY  :     I  can  hi 
with  that  matter  in  reply  to 
mentary  Question. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSO! 
arkshire,  N.W.) :  WiU  the  hon.( 
consider  the  desirability  of  h 
correspondence  ? 

Colonel  SEELY  :  I  will  cc 
Secretary  of  State  on  that  poi 

Case  of  Mr.  Luxenbuzg- 
Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  8. 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  foi 
Affairs  whether  the  Russian 
ment  have  at  any  time  formal 
definite  charge  against  the  Brii 
ject,  Mr.  Luxenburg»  recently 
into  prison  without  trial ;  and 
as  has  been-  alleged,  any  close 
of  his  has,  or  is  accused  by  the 
Government  of  having,  plotted 
the  existing  (government  of  that 

Mr.  MITCHELL  -  THOMSO! 
the  same  time,  may  I  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
whether  the  circumstances 
ing  the  arrest  and  imprisonn 
Mr.  Luxenburg  justify  a  di 
compensation  for  that  gentlonai 
whether  such  a  claim  has  been 
be  put  forward  by  the  Britidit 
ment. 

The  SECRETAKY  of  8TAI 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  I 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Benrid 
understand  that  Mr.  Luxtnlm 
notified  to  the  authorities  ai 
engaged  in  revolutionary  pufi 
and  was  arrested  in  conseqvii 
district  which  was  treated  u  *< 
of  siege.  It  turned  out  apputft 
there  was  no  foundation  te 
charge,  and  he  was  released. 
information  I  have  at  preseat 
what  vagu^,  and  I  have  i 
Majesty's  Ambassador  to  gi( 
nite  information  as  to  tiM ) 
the  arrest.  I  expect  to  xeoeivi* 
report  from  him.  I  am  n' 
whether  any  relation  of  Mr. 
has  plotted  against  the 
ment. 
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tie  Aland  Islands. 

LEY:    I    beg    to   ask  the 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
31  of  the  two  foreign  Powers, 
the  Convention  respecting 
lands  annexed  to  the  Treaty 
1856,  has  proposed  to  His 
overnment  that  the  Con- 
Id  be  modified ;  and  whether 
)f  any  negotiations  between 

to  that  end. 

.RD  GREY  :  I  beg  to  refer 
iber  to  the  Answer  which  I 
3n.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
•uary  last.  I  do  not  know 
tiations  being  in  progress, 
ation  of  the  Aland  Islands 
w  under  discussion  as  far 
e. 

RLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
of  Dexn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
ble  to  state  when  the  Congo 
s,  promised  for  the  earliest 
,   will  be   laid   before  the 


LRD  GREY  :  I  hope  to 
)  further  Papers  next  week. 
•een  somewhat  delayed  to 
nclusion  of  some  additional 

)e. 

:RT  PARKER  asked  as  to 
ent  communications  which 
with  the   Belgian   Govem- 


RD  GREY  :  I  understand 
hon.  friend  has  a  Question 
on  that  point,  and  I  should 
\y  answer  till  then. 

lika  Memorandum. 

i :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
:or  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
i  for  the  communication  to 
the  Memorandum  by  the 
le  Powers  at  Salonika  re- 
page   5  of  Turkey,  No.  1, 


ID   GREY:    The   Memor- 
tion  will  be  communicated 


to  the  House  in  a  few  days,  together 
with  other  Papers  dealing  with  Macedonia 

Brussels  Sugar  Convention. 
Mr.  VILLIERS  (Brighton) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  agreed  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Sugar  Convention  ;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
term  of  years. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  The  Con- 
vention  will  be  renewed  from  September 
next  for  five  years.  As  has  been  ex- 
plained in  the  Papers  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, the  conditions  have  been  altered 
so  that  His  Majesty's  Gk)vemment  will  no 
longer  be  required  to  penalise  bounty-fed 
sugar. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  asked  if  the  supply 
of  sugar  from  Russia,  though  no  longer 
prohibited^  was  limited. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  said  that  the 
position  was  roughly  this  :  Russia  had 
agreed  with  the  other  sugar  exporting 
countries  to  limit  her  exports  of  sugar, 
though  this  country  was  not  responsible 
for  seeing  that  this  obligation  was  carried 
out. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  :    In  view  of  the  fact 
that   at    the    last   general    election  the 
Sugar  Convention  was  denounced  from^ 
thousands  of  Liberal  platforms  as  limit- 
ing the  supply  of  sugar  to  this  country 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  That 
seems  to  be  a  matter  for  argument. 

Forth  to  Clyde  Canal. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
is  aware  that  there  is  practically  no 
gain  in  time  over  the  open-sea  route  in 
passing  a  large  fleet  through  the  proposed 
Forth  to  Clyde  ship  canal  owing  to  the 
delays  of  about  half  an  hour  at  each  lock, 
the  slow  speed  of  six  knots  at  which 
ships  can  proceed  in  the  dredged  section 
of  the  canal,  and  the  time  required  to 
reassemble  at  the  other  end  and  proceed 
to  destination  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
this  fact,  he  will  allow  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Canals  and  Waterways  to 
report  with  as  little  delay  as  possible  on 
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measures  beneficial  to  the  country  with- 
out encumbering  it  with  the  suggested 
inquiry  into  strategical  questions  con- 
nected with  the  projected  Forth  to 
Clyde  ship  canal,  the  most  favourable 
estimate  as  to  the  cost  of  which  is 
£17,000,000. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnar- 
von Boroughs) :  I  cannot  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  suggestions  of  fact  con- 
tained in  the  Question.  The  Royal 
Commission  will  no  doubt  consider  the 
commercial  aspects  of  this,  as  of  other 
waterways,  but  strategical  questions  do 
not  appear  to  fall  within  the  scope  of 
their  reference. 

Wandsworth  Prison  Warder— Compensa- 
tion for  Injury. 

Mr.  wiles  (Islington,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Ernest 
Taylor,  who,  while  employed  as  an 
assistant  warder  at  His  Majesty's  Prison, 
Wandsworth,  on  10th  May,  1904,  was 
during  the  performance  of  his  duties 
struck  on  the  head  by  a  prisoner  with  a 
sledge-hammer,  causii.»g  depressed  frac- 
ture of  the  skull  and  completely  in- 
capacitating him  for  twelve  months ; 
and,  seeing  that  Taylor  is  still  out  of 
employment  owing  to  this  assault,  and 
that  no  payment  whatever  has  since  been 
made  to  him,  will  he  recommend  that 
some  compensation  shall  be  paid  him,  as 
the  injury  was  inflicted  during  the 
execution  of  his  duty. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Lf'cds,  W.)'  This  cf.se  has  been 
ropoatcdly  (r»nsidcro(l  by  the  late  Home 
Secretary  ar.d  myself,  and  we  have  found 
oui selves  unable  to  accept  the  view 
of  the  fa(  ts  set  out  in  the  Question.  The 
evidence  does  not  suj>port  the  contention 
that  Taylor's  present  condition  is  due 
to  any  injury  inflicted  on  him  while 
on  duty  in  Wandsworth  Prison,  and  I 
much  regret  that  no  compensation  can 
be  offered  him  from  public  funds. 

Accrington  and  Nelson  Licensing 
Statistics. 

Captain  FABER  (Hampshire, 
Andover) :    I  beg  xo  ask  the  Secretary 


of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  can  state  the  respective 
populations  of  the  towns  of  Accrington 
and  Nelson,  the  number  of  licenees  per 
head  of  the  population  in  each  town, 
and  the  number  of  convictionB  for 
drunkenness  per  head  in  each  town. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  facts  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  in  mind  are  to  be 
found  set  out  on  pages  226-7  of  the 
Volume  of  Licensing  Statistics  for  1907, 
as  follows  : — Accrington  :  Population, 
according  to  Census  of  1901,  43.122; 
on-licences  per  10,000  persons  on  1st 
January,  1907,  20-87;  convictions  for 
drunkenness  per  10,000  persons  during 
the  year  1907,  50  09.  Nelson  :  Popula- 
tion, 32,816;  on-licences,  4-37;  con- 
victions, 49-98. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  RLTPHEEFOIO)  (Lan- 
cashire, Darwen) :  How  many  clubs 
are  there  in  the  town  of  Nelson  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  will  ascertain. 
I  have  not  the  figures  here. 

French   Workers  and  tlie  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act. 

Mr.  STANGER  (Kensington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  can 
give  any  estimate  of  the  number  of 
female  workpeople,  including  domestic 
servants,  >fho,  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
come  under  the  provisions  of  the  Work- 
men's C  ompensation  Act,  1906  ;  and 
whether  he  has  placed  or  is  intending  to 
place  any  duly  qualified  female  medical 
practitioners  on  the  list  of  persons  to  act 
as  medical  referees  or  medical  assessors 
under  that  j^ct,  so  that  female  work- 
people, making  claims  under  the  Act, 
may,  where  the  County  Court  Judge 
allows  it,  have  the  services  of  a  female 
medical  practitioner. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  estimated 
that  the  number  of  female  employees 
who  come  within  the  Act  is  approximately 
3,000,0<10.  The  question  of  appointing 
women  doctors  to  act  as  medical  referees 
in  cases  where  w(>men  are  concerned  is 
one  of  niuih  administrative  difficulty. 
It  has  been  carefully  considered,  but 
I  have  ni»t  seen  my  way  to  make  any 
such    appointments    at    present.     There 
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"Were  only  two  references  to  medical 
referees  in  women's  cases  during  the 
year  1907.  I  should  always  be  ready 
to  consider  an  application  by  a  County 
Court  Judge  for  the  ad  hoc  appointment 
of  a  woman  doctor  to  act  as  referee  in  a 
particular  case  where  the  circumstances 
were  exceptional. 

Soldiers  and  Oivil  Disorder. 
Mr.  WARDLE  (Stockport):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  can  state  when 
the  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the 
powers  of  magistrates  to  call  out  the 
military  in  cases  of  civil  disorder  will 
be  appointed  ;  what  will  be  the  composi- 
tion of  such  Committee ;  and  what 
the  terms  of  reference  will  be. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  This  Committee 
will  be  a  Select  Committee,  appointed 
in  the  usual  way  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  names  of  the  Members 
and  the  terms  of  reference  will,  I  hope, 
appear  on  the  Notice  Paper  in  the  course 
of  a  week. 

Sunday  Entertainments  in  London  Liberal 
and  Radical  Clubs. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  ROBERTS  (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  existence  of  three  clubs, 
viz.,  the  North  Brixton  Gladstone  Club, 
the  North  Camberwell  Radical  Club  and 
Institute,  and  the  West  Southwark 
Liberal  and  Radical  Club,  advertised  as 
places  of  Sunday  recreation  and  enter- 
tainment, and  to  the  statement  with 
reference  to  them  that  there  are  special 
reasons  why  too  much  publicity  should 
not  be  given  to  casual  visitors  who  have 
walked  a  long  way,  which  will  not  prevent 
the  club  being  communicated  with ; 
and  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take,  in 
the  Licensing  Bill  or  otherwise,  for  the 
suppression  of  abuses  of  this  character. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  beg  to  answer 
this  Question  on  behalf  of  my  right  hon. 
friend.  I  am  aware  that  the  three  clubs 
named,  in  common  with  many  others, 
arrange  for  entertainments  on  their 
premises  on  Sundays  as  well  as  on  other 
days,  and  advertise  accordingly.  It 
seems  to  me  that  Sunday  as  well  as  week- 
day recreation  is  a  proper  object  for  a 


club,  provided  always  that  it  is  not  carried 
to  an  extent  or  conducted  under  condi- 
tions amounting  to  an  abuse.  I  have  not 
been  able  to  identify-  the  particular 
statement  referred  to  in  the  question, 
but  if  it  indicates  connivance  at  breaches^ 
of  the  law  in  regard  to  the  admission 
and  supply  of  intoxicating  liquor  to* 
persons  who  are  not  members  of  the 
clubs,  I  may  observe  that  the  main 
object  of  the  provisions  as  to  clubs  con- 
tained in  the  Licensing  Bill  is  to  provide 
better  means  than  exist  at  present  for 
detecting  and  punishing  improper  prac* 
tices  on  club  premises. 

Spanish  Law  of  Preference. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  will  procure  and 
place  in  the  Library  a  translated  copy 
of  the  Spanish  Law  of  14th  February, 
1907,  which  enacts  that  in  Spanish 
Government  contracts  a  preference  shall 
be  given  where  possible  to  articles  of 
Spanish  production. 


The  secretary  to  the  BOARD  op 
I  TRADE    (Mr.    Kearley,    Devonport) : 

A  translation  of  the  law  was  published 
^  on  pages  31  und  32  of  the  Consular  Report 
I  on  the  trade  of  Spain  for  1906  (No.  3957 

of  the  Annual  Series),  issued  in  February 

last. 


Cost  of  Granite  for  British  Dockyards. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :    I  be, 
to  ask  the   President   of   the  Board   o1 
!  Trade  whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to 
I  give    information   with    regard    to    tho 
I  relative    cost    of     British    and    foreign 
granite,  delivered  at  Portsmouth,  Haul- 
bowline,  and  Rosyth,  respectively. 


Mr.  KEARLEY :  The  Board  of  Trade 
have  no  information  available  upon 
which  they  can  state  the  relative  cost  of 
British  and  Foreign  granite  delivered  at 
the  places  referred  to. 

Imports  of  Foreign  Hops. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Ry^) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  s.s.  "  Adriatic "'  haa 
arrived  in  a  British  port  with  a  cargo  of 
hops ;  and,  if  so,  where  such  hops  were 
produced,  how  many  hundredweights  of 
nops  the  vessel  contained,  what  is  their 
declared  value,  and  at  what  orice  they 


1095 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


1096 


have  been  advertised  for  sale  on    the 
British  market. 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  The  "Adriatic" 
arrived  at  Southampton  on  2nd  April. 
She  had  on  board  10,570  bales  of  hopw 
-declared  to  be  consigned  from  the  United 
States  of  America,  to  weigh  18,500  cwts., 
and  to  be  of  the  value  of  £41,625.  I 
have  no  information  as  to  the  price  at 
which  this  particular  consignment  was 
sold  or  advertised  for  sale  on  the  British 
market. 

Bailway  Superannuation  Funds. 
Mb.  HUDSON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
can  now  state  the  composition  of  the 
■Committee  which  he  has  decided  to 
appoint  to  inquire  into  railway  super- 
annuation funds. 

Mp.  KEARLEY  :  The  Committee  will 
be  composed  as  follows  : — My  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Southward  (Chair- 
man) ;  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Stockport ;  Mr.  T.  Hall  Hall,  Assistant- 
Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies  ;  Mr. 
Duncan  C.  Frazer,  Actuary  to  the  Royal 
Insurance  Company  ;  Mr.  G.  S.  Fry,  oi 
the  Finance  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  and  a  member  (not  yet  selected) 
representing  the  interests  of  the  rail- 
-way  companies. 

MiBleading  Merchandise  MarkE. 
Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL  (Aston  Manor) : 
[  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  advertisement  inserted  by 
the  British  office  of  the  Contiuenlal  Tyre 
and  Rubber  Company  of  Germany  in  the 
Motor  Tnult^r  of  the  Ist  April  last,  depict- 
ing two  large  Union  Jacks  surrounding 
•one  of  the  company's  tyres  ;  and  whether 
with  a  view  to  preventing  this  use  of  the 
national  Hag,  the  real  object  of  which  can 
only  be  to  mislead  customers  into  believing 
that  these  foreign-made  goods  are  goods 
of  Briti^h  manufacture,  thus  withdrawing 
omployment  from  British  workmen,  he 
can  see  his  way  to  take  any  steps  to 
prevent  a  reproduction  of  this  advertise- 
ment, or  else  require  that  a  design  of 
■German  flags  should  be  substituted  for 
Che  British. 

Mr.   KEARLEY:  Yes,  my  attention 
fcas  been  called  to  this  advertisemeDt,  and 


if  the  hon.  Member  will  bring  before  me 
any  further  information  in  his  possesdoQ 
relative  to  the  matter  in  question,  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  at  once  consider 
whether  they  are  in  a  position  to  take 
any  steps  under  the  Merchandise  Marb 
Act. 

Scottish  Bailway  Oompanias  Agraemeat 
Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen.  8.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Caledonian  and  North  British  Railway 
Companies  have  completed  an  agree- 
ment with  a  view  to  obviate  competi- 
tion for  traffic  between  Aberdeen  and 
Glargow  and  Edinburgh  respectively, 
whether  the  companies  referred  to  pro- 
pose under  the  agreement  to  reduce  the 
travelling  facilities  hitherto  enjoyed  by 
the  public,  and  to  pool  the  receipts  for 
passenger  and  goods  traffic  on  certain 
routes  ;  and  if  he  proposes  to  take  any 
action  in  order  to  safeguard  the  interests 
of  the  public. 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  communicated  with  the 
railway  companies  on  this  subject  and 
have  received  replies  to  the  effect  that 
a  traffic  agreement  has  been  entered  into, 
but  that  although  the  companies  hope  to 
reduce  to  some  extent  present  competi- 
tion in  regard  to  train  service,  no  reason- 
able facilities  hitherto  afforded  to  the 
public  are  intended  to  be  withdrawn. 
The  companies  add  as  regards  the  pooling 
of  receipts  that  the  agreement  only  ex- 
tends arrangements  heretofore  in  opera- 
tion. The  Board  of  Trade  will  carefully 
consider  any  complaint  which  may  be 
received  of  the  withdrawal  of  reaaou- 
able  facilities. 

Oonsular  Trade  RapoitB. 
Mr.  LYNCH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
in  view  of  the  discrepancies  both  in  form 
and  in  method  which  are  at  preseot  to  be 
found  in  the  Trade  Reports  from  foreign 
countries  supplied  by  His  Maiestyi 
Consuls,  he  will,  in  conference  with  nil 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  arrange  that  this  question  shall 
be  referred  to  the  Royal  Commission 
recently  appointed  to  examine  into  Uis 
trade  accounts  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  foreign  countries. 
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Mr.  KEARLEY  :  The  Departmental 
Committee  which  has  recently  been 
appointed  is  to  consider  a  limited  subject, 
viz.,  how  far  any  change  is  desirable  in 
the  form  in  which  the  trade  accounts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  are  published  as 
regards  the  countries  from  which  imports 
are  received  and  to  which  exports  are 
sent.  Instructions,  however,  have  re- 
cently been  sent  to  His  Majesty's  Consular 
Officers  with  regard  to  the  form  in  which 
statistics  should  be  given  in  their  reports, 
which  it  is  hoped  will  meet  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  in  view. 


Postal  Servants'  Grievances. 
Mr.  wiles  (Islington,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
can  state  approximately  the  date  on  which 
the  Departmental  Inquiry  appointed  to  re- 
port on  the  small  classes  of  postal  servants 
who  were  not  heard  before  the  Hobhouse 
Committee,  will  be  made  public. 

The  postmaster-general  (Mr, 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  I  regret  that  it  has  not  yet  been 
possible  to  issue  the  result  of  the  De- 
partmental Inquiry  into  the  smaller 
classes  of  postal  servants  who  were  not 
heard  before  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee. Their  number  is  great — nearly 
100 — but  the  result  will  be  pubUshed  as 
soon  as  possible ;  and  in  any  case  any 
advantages  which  may  accrue  from  the 
revision  will  date  back  to  1st  January. 

Postal  Servants  and  the  Territorial  Force. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster- (Jeneral  what 
additional  expense  will  be  involved  by 
the  regulations  authorised  by  the  Trea- 
sury providing  for  the  grant  of  special 
leave  for  postal  servants  who  are  members 
of  the  Territorial  Forces ;  and  whether 
this  additional  expense  will  be  charged  to 
Post  Office  or  to  Army  Votes. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  am  in 
communication  with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject  of  the  Regulations  they  have  laid 
down  in  regard  to  granting  leave  to  civil 
servants  who  are  members  of  the  Terri- 
torial Army  to  enable  them  to  attend 
training  in  camp.  The  matter  is  not 
settled  yet. 


I  Olassiflcation  of  Shrewsbury  Post  Office. 
Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

Postmaster-Greneral  whether  he  can  state 
I  the  basis  upon  which  the  units  of  work 
I  were  formed  in  the  case  of  the  Shrewsbury 
.  postal  district ;  and  whether  the  work  of 
'  the  travelling  sorting  stafi  was  included 

in  the  calculations  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  The  units  of 
work  in  the  case  of  Shrewsbury  were  calcu- 
,  lated  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  case  of 
all  other  offices,  and  the  work  performed 
by  the  Shrewsbury  staff  in  the  travelling 
post  offices  was  taken  into  account. 
Fresh  returns  of  work  are  being  prepared. 

Classification  of  Stoke-on-Trent  Post 
Office.; 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  if  he  can  state  the 
names  and  the  number  of  the  officers  in 
I  the  Stoke-on-Trent  postal  district  which 
j  were  excluded  Jrom  the  calculations  of 
the  department  when  deciding  the  units 
of  work  and  classification  '^f  that  districts 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :   The  ques- 
!  tion   is   not   understood.     The  units   of 
work  at  Stoke-on-Trent  have  been  cal- 
culated in  the  usual  way  and  they  give 
credit  for  all  work  done  by  the  staff  of  the 
Stoke-on-Trent    Office    including    those 
I  officers  employed  at  the  branch  offices  at 
1  Burslem,  Hanley,  and  Longton.     Fresh 
returns  of  work  are  now  being  taken. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  take  into  account  the- 
whole  of  the  work  of  the  district  when 
deciding  on  the  stattis  of  the  office  ;  or 
are  only  a  few  selected  offices  taken  ? 

!      Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :    The  whol^ 
!  of  the  work  is  taken  into  account. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  Take  the  case- 
of  Stoke-on-Trent.  Is  the  calculatioa 
confined  to  that  office  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON'S  reply  was. 
inaudible. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrew's  Burghs)  :  Does  the  new  unit 
scale  apply  to  the  whole  country  \ 
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Member  for  the  Crewe  Division,  a- 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioner,  whether  the 
Commissioners,  when  refusing  to  renew 
leases  of  their  property,  are  under  any 
statutory  obligation  to  compensate  publi- 
cans, shopkeepers,  manufacturers,  or 
any  other  persons,  who  may  be  dang 
a  profitable  business,  at  the  expiration 
of  their  leases ;  and,  if  they  are  under 
no  statutory  obligation  to  do  so,  whether 
it  is  customary  for  the  Commissioners 
voluntarily  to  compensate  those  whoae 
business  may  suffer  or  be  ruined  by 
the  non-renewal  of  their  leases. 


Classiftcation  of  Post  Offices. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  calculations  of  the  Department 
as  to  cost  of  living  in  different  towns  have 
been  made  from  a  Report  collected  by 
the  late  Government  in  1905  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  such  Report  was  laid 
before  the  Hobhouse  Committee,  and 
rejected  by  that  Committee  as  unsatisfac- 
tory and  unreliable  in  several  important 
particulars,  and  that  the  Select  Committee 
ordered  a  new  and  up-to-date  investiga- 
tion to  be  undertaken  before  the  final 
classification  of  towns  and  districts  was 
made ;  whether  it  is  proposed  to  make 
such  inquiry ;  and  whether  classification 
i^-ill  be  delayed  pending  the  results  of 
the  investigation  recommended  by  the  ' 
Committee.  i  Larceny  Bill. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  The  Select  '  ,  ^^^  COURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Committee  recommended  in  Paragraph  "  *^«  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treaanry 
260  of  their  Report  that  the  inquiry  into  |  ^^  ^^'^^^  grounds  he  objects  to  tke 
the  cost  of  living  which  began  in  1905    Second  Reading  of  the  Larceny  BilL 

should  be  continued  and  completed  as  I  parttaMFVTA-pv      qT?PM 

soon  as  possible.     This  recommendation  ,  ^  ^^^     PARLIAMB>^^  SECBS- 

is  being  acted  upon  and  the  classification  '  TA^^  totheTREASURY  (Mr.  George 
of  towns  is  beine  completed  as  rapidlv  •■  Whiteley.  \orkshire,    W.R.,   Pudscy): 


Mr.  TOMKINSON  (Cheshire,  Crewe): 
The  Commissioners  are  not  under  any 
special  obligation  to  pay  compensation. 
They  are  in  the  same  position  as  other 
owners  of  real  property,  and  it  is  not 
their  practice  to  give  compensation  for 
the  non-renewal  of  leases. 


being  completed  as  rapidl 
as  possible.  The  classification  already 
announced,  and  the  final  classification 
when  announced,  will,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  be  always  subject  to  ^e^'ision, 
as  local  circumstances  change,  or  as  any 
fresh  information  in  regard  to  the  cost 


In  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  it 
is  not  expedient  that  the  Bill  should 
proceed  without  discussion. 

Morrogh  Bernard  Estate,-  OahirdTeeii. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  Ibegtoaak 


of  liviiic  in  anv  particular  place  mav  alter    ^^"^  ^^'']  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 


the  conclusion  come  to  by  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  Am  I  to  under- 
stai.d  from  th:\t  answer  that  a  Report 
whieh  was  rejected  by  the  Hobhouse 
Committee  as  inaccurate  is  the  basis  on 
which  the  richt  hon.  Gentleman  is  fixing 
the  .<tu(us  of  olFioes  I 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  That 
Eeport  n^ftTied  to  only  a  few  towns,  a 
large  number  had  been  and  are  being 
examined,  subject  to  corrertion  by  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Estates. 
.<iR  RANDAL  CREMKR  ^Shoreiiitoh, 
HaiTiierstv^::)  :     1   wish   to  ask   the  hon. 


tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  purchase  agreements  on  the  Morrogh 
Bernard  estate,  near  (]!ahirciveen,  were 
signed  within  the  last  few  days ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  John  Grolden,  an  evicted 
tenant  on  this  estate,  miade  application 
to  the  Estates  Conunissioners  for  reia- 
statement  about  four  years  ago ;  and 
can  he  say  what  steps  have  been  or 
will  now  be  taken  to  secure  Golden's 
reinstatement. 

The  VICE-rRESIDEXT  of  the  DE- 
P.\RTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Tyrone, 
S.^ :  The  purchase  agreements  referred 
ro  in  the  Question  have  not  yet  been 
ItnlgiHt  with  the  Estates  Commissioneis. 
The  Oomiuissioiiers  have  inquired  into 
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the  case  of  John  Golden  and  have  decided 
that  he  is  a  suitable  person  to  receive 
a  holding  if  it  should  be  found  possible 
to  provide  him  with  one.  The  particular 
holding  from  which  he  was  evicted  is 
stated  to  be  in  the  occupation  of  his 
niece. 

Crosslee's  Estate,  Oookstown. 
Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
explain  the  cause  of  the  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  Estates  Commissioners  in 
•  the  completion  of  the  sale  of  Crosslee's 
estate,  in  the  Cookstown  Union,  County 
Tyrone ;  and  when  is  it  expected  that 
the  matter  will  be  wound  up  and  the 
townlands  of  Tullydonnell  and  ToKan 
vested  in  the  tenants. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  Estates 
Commissioners  made  an  offer  for  the 
purchase  of  the  estate  of  Porter  and 
Crosslee  which  the  Land  Judge  did 
not  feel  able  to  accept.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  directed  a  further  inspection 
of  the  estate  with  the  view  of  reconsider- 
ing their  offer,  and  it  is  anticipated  that 
the  matter  will  again  come  before 
the  Land  Judge  during  the  coming 
sittings  of  the  Court. 

Lough  Glynn  Honse. 
Captain  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  Commissioner 
O'Brien,  in  1900,  prevented  the  sale  of 
the  sporting  rights  in  connection  with  the 
sale  of  Lough  Glynn  House  to  a  lay 
purchaser ;  whether,  as  a  result  of  the 
Commissioner's  action,  an  agitation 
against  this  purchase  was  commenced  by 
the  tenants,  with  the  result  that  the  sale 
of  the  house  was  abandoned  and  the 
premises  were  subsequently  sold,  at  a 
much  reduced  price  to  a  foreign  religious 
community  ;  and  if  it  is  proposed  to  make 
any  compensation  to  the  vendor  for  the ! 
loss  directly  entailed  by  the  action  of  the  I 
Commissioner. 

Mr.  T.  W."  RUSSELL  :i  In  the  year 
1900,  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
proposed  to  sell  the  Dillon  estate  of  about 
92,000  acres,  reserving  the  sporting 
rights.    In   consequence    of    this    reser- 


vation, Mr.  Commissioner  O'Brien  re- 
fused to  sanction  advances  in  certain 
cases  in  which  the  Board  brought  in 
agreements  for  sale,  but  this  order  was 
subsequently  reversed  on  appeal.  The 
Congested  Districts  Board,  however, 
agreed  in  1901  to  sell  the  estate  without 
any  reservations.  The  Board  originally 
proposed  to  sell  Lough  Glynn  House  and 
demesne  in  one  lot,  and  they  received 
an  offer  of  £11,000  which  they  declined 
as  being  insufficient.  Subsequently  the 
Board  sold  for  £2,100  the  house  and 
220  acres  (of  which  120  acres  consists 
of  water)  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of 
the  Diocese  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing a  technical  school.  A  second  portion, 
consisting  of  agricultural  land  and  bogs 
which  formed  part  of  the  demesne,  was 
sold  by  the  Board  for  £11,300,  and  they 
still  retain  a  plantation  of  200  acres  which 
affords  a  revenue  for  the  benefit  of  the 
estate  generally.  The  fact,  therefore,  is 
that,  by  declining  the  original  offer  for 
the  sale  of  the  house  and  demesne  as 
one  lot,  a  considerable  advantage  has 
been  derived,  and  it  is  not  the  case  that 
there  has  been  any  loss  to  the  vendor. 

Sales  of  GoTemment  Licensed  Propertsi 
*Captain  FABER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  can  state  the 
total  number  of  licensed  houses  under 
the  direction  of  the  various  departments 
of  the  State  that  have  been  sold  during 
the  twelve  months  previous  to  31st 
March  of  the  current  year,  and  their 
names  and  the  prices  given  for  them. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and 
FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.) :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.  Raturna  could 
no  doubt  be  obtained,  if  called  for,  from 
the  various  Government  Departments 
which  own  real  property,  but  I  doubt 
whether  the  iaformation  when  obtained 
would  be  of  sufficient  public  interest 
to  repay  the  labour  involved  in  its 
preparation. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BilL 
Lord  R.  CECIL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whea  it  is  pro- 
posed to  take  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2) 
BiU. 
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Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  fix  a  date  for  the  Second 
Reading. 

Pasrments  for  New  Licences. 

Mr.  GIBB  (Middlesex,  Harrow)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  particulars  of  the 
cases  referred  to  by  him  on  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Licensing  Bill,  in  which 
considerable  lump  sums  have  been  paid 
down  as  a  condition  of  the  grant  of  new 
licences,  with  an  estimate  of  the  licence 
value  for  one  year  in  each  case. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  All  available  particu- 
lars as  to  the  payments  imposed  on 
the  grant  of  new  licences  under  the  Act 
of  1904  are  shown  in  Table  IV.  of  the 
Annual  Volumes  of  Licensing  Statistics. 
I  mav  mention  that  sums  varving  from 
£1,500  to  £9,000  have  been  charged.  I 
have  no  information  on  which  to  base 
an  estimate  of  the  licence  value  for  one 
year  in  any  of  the  cases  shown  in  the 
Tables. 

Monopoly  Value  of  On-Licences. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  ROBERTS:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Primp  Minister  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  are  in 
existence  a  number  of  on-licences, 
the  full  capital  monopoly  value  of  which 
has  been  paid  by  their  owners  in  accord- 
ance with  Section  4  of  the  Licensing  Act, 
1904  ;    and  whether  it  is  intended,  under 


♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby)  asked  whether  it  was  not  the 
case  that  the  longest  period  for  which 
these  licences  could  be  granted  was 
seven  years,  and  that  long  before  the 
fourteen  years  had  expired  they  must 
come  up  for  renewal. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  replied  that  seven 
years  was  the  longest  period  for  which 
such  licences  could  be  granted. 

Lords  and  Oommons. 
Earl  WINTERTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  is  yet  in . 
a  position  to  state  if  a  Bill  regulating 
the  relations  between  this  House  and 
another  place  will  be  introduced  this 
session. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  So  far  as  I  can  fore- 
cast at  present  there  seems  to  be  little 
probability  of  such  a  Bill  being  intro- 
duced this  session. 

Women  and  the  Licensiiig  BUL 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  tlie 
Prime  Minister  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Clause  20  of  the  Licensing  Bill 
restricts  the  'opportunities  of  employ- 
ment open  to  women  and  that  there  is 
no  constitutional  means  whereby  they 
can  express  their  opinion  on  this  pro- 
posal, he  will  move,  in  the  event  of 
the  Bill  passing  its  Second  Reading, 
that  this  clause  shall  be  given  the  freest 
possible  discussion  and  publicity  by  being 


the  provisions  of  the  Licensing  Bill  now  i  committed  to  a  CJommitte  of  the  Whole 
before    Pafiiment,    that    these    licences    House, 
shall,    after   fourteen    years,    be   subject 
to   renewal    only    on    condition    that    a 
further  monopoly  value  be  paid  for  them. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :    I  am  aware  that  in 
a  certain  number  of  cases  the  monopolv 


Mr.  ASQUITH  :     I  do  not  think  it 
would    be    convenient    at    the    present 
stage  to  anticipate  the  proposals  I  shall 
have  to  make  when  the  BiU  goes  into 
_    .     Committee,  but  I  fully  appreciate    the 
value  of  a  new  house  has  been  taken  in  !  importance  of  Clause  20,  and  I  will  not 

the   shape   of   a   capital   sum,    and   the 

question  whether  these  cases  require 
any  peculiar  treatment  is  under  con- 
sideration. 


lose  sight  of  it  when  these  proposals  are 
under  consideration. 


Licensing  OompensatioiL 

Mr.  J.  HASLAM  (Derbyshire,  Cbester- 

Mr.   SAMI'EL  ROBERTS  :      May  I ,  field) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  ChanceUor  of  the 

ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether    Exchequer  how  much  money  has  been 

he  is  prepared  to  accept  an  Amendment  ■  paid  to  tenants  as  compensation  onder 

to  his  Bill  dealing  with  this  matter  ?       j  the  Licensing  Act  of  1904  during  dw 

;  time  the  Act  has  been  in  force  np  to  lit 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :    I  should  like  to  see  .  January,   1908,  and  how  mueh  jnonejr 

the  Amendment  first.  j  would  have  been  paid  to  tenants  doling 
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tie  same  period  if  the  Bill  introduced 
by  the  present  Government  had  been  an 
Act ;  how  many  licences  would  be  likely  I 
to  lapse  under  the  Act  of  1904  during 
the  next  fourteen  years,  i,e.,  from  1st 
January,  1909,  and  what  would  be  the 
probable  compensation  to  tenants  during 
that  period;  and  what  would  b3  the 
amount  of  compensation  to  tenants  under 
the  proposed  Licensing  Bill  should  it  i 
become  an  Act. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  only  figures 
available  are  those  of  the  compensation 
paid  to  licence -holders  as  a  whole,  who 
include  many  persons  besides  tenants, 
and  even  these  are  not  available  for  any 
period  before  Ist  January,  1906.  It  is 
from  the  nature  of  the  case  quite  im- 
possible to  frame  conjectural  estimates 
of  the  kind  contemplated  by  the  latter 
part  of  the  Question,  and  I  can  only 
repeat  what  I  said  in  answer  to  the  hon.  ; 
Member  for  the  Newbury  Division  on 
28th  March,  viz.,  that  the  payments  to 
be  made  to  licence-holders  under  the 
Bill  may  be  expected  to  be  considerably 
larger  than  those  made  under  the  Act  of 
1904. 

Bevenae  from  AlcohoL 
Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington):  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer what  is  the  amount  of  revenue, 
including  both  Customs  and  Excise, 
derived  from  alcohol  during  the  last 
twenty  years. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  had  a  state- 
ment prepared  giving  the  information 
asked  for  in  the  Question  in  tabular  form, 
which  will  be  circulated  with  the  Votes. 


Saving  Bill, 
NEW  BILLS. 
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NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 
Right    hon.     Walter    Runciman,   for 
Parliamentary  Borough  of  Dewsbury. 

James  Fitzalan  Hope,  esquire,  for 
Parliamentary  Borough  of  Sheffield  (Cen- 
tral Division). 


PUBLIC    HEALTH     ACTS     AMENDMENT 
(MARKETS)  BILL. 

"  To  enable  rural  district  councils  to 
provide  Markets,"  presented  by  Mr. 
Rendall ;  supported  by  Mr.  Hicks  Beach, 
Mr.  Howard,  Mr.  Abel  Smith,  and  Mr. 
Rogers ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
196.] 

ENGINES   AND   BOILERS   (PERSONS    IN 
CHARGE)  (No.    2)  BILL. 

"  To  grant  certificates  to  Persons  in 
Charge  of  Steam  and  Motor  Engines, 
Boilers,  and  steam  and  motor  cranes," 
presented  by  Mr.  Haslam ;  supported 
by  Sir  Thomas  Roe,  Mr.  Bowerman,  and 
Mr.  William  Edwin  Ha^^'^ey ;  to  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and 
1  to  be  printed.     [Bill  198.] 

'  NEW-BORN    CHILDREN    (PROTECTION) 
BILL. 

"  To  provide  for  the  better  Protection 

of   the    Lives    of    New-born    Children," 

presented  by  Lord  Robert  Cecil ;  sup- 

'  ported  by  Mr.  Shackleton,  Mr.  Simon, 

I  and  Mr.  Chiozza  Money ;  to  be  read  a 

1  second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 

printed.     [Bill  199.] 

HOME  WORK  BILL. 
"  To  provide  for  the  better  regulation 
of  Home  industries,"  presented  by  Mr. 
Barnes ;  supported  by  Mr.  Keir  Hardie, 
Mr.  Wilkie,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr. 
Cleland,  Mr.  Rainy,  Mr.  Charles  Duncan, 
Mr.  Summerbell,  Mr.  Parker,  Mr.  Jowett, 
Mr.  Seddon,  and  Mr.  Younger ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  200.] 

I  ARMY  COUNCIL  BILL. 

"  To  transfer  to  the  Army  Council 
certain  statutory  powers  and  duties  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  other  officers  ; 
and  for  other  purposes  connected  there- 
with," presented  by  Mr.  Secretary  Hal- 
dane ;  supported  by  Mr.  Acland ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  197.] 


Henrv   William    Edmond  Petty-Fitz-  • 

maurice",  esquire,  commonly  called  Earl  DAYLIGHT  SAVING  BILL. 

of  Kerry,  for  County  of  Derby  (Western       The  Select  Committee  on  the  Daylight 
DiYiMon).  j  Saving    Bill    was    nominated    of :    Mr. 
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Harrison- Broadley,  Mr.  Holt,  Mr.  Hutton, 
Sir  Walter  Nugent,  Mr.  Robert  Pearce, 
Captain  Pine,  Colonel  Philippe,  Mr. 
Thomas  Frederick  Richards,  and  Sir 
Edward  Sassoon. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
'power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 
~{Mr.   Whiteley.) 


LICENSING  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Asquith, 
Fifeshire,  E.) :   In   moving   the  Second 
Reading    of    this     Bill     I    shall    not 
make  any  extended  demand  upon  the 
time  and   patience   of  the   House.    In 
introducing  the  Bill  two  months  ago  I 
explained  at  great  length  and  in  much 
detail  both  its  governing  principles  and 
its  operative  machinery,  and  it  would  be 
unpardonable  in  me  now  to  cover  the 
same  ground  a  second  time,  particularly 
as  I  am  still  waiting  for  some  reasoned 
answer  to  combat  the  two  or  three  main 
propositions  which  I  described  as  lying 
at   the  root  of  our  proposal.    In   the 
debate  which  is  now  opening  we  shall 
no  doubt  hear  everything  that  can  be 
said  in  the  way  of  criticism  and  of  objec- 
tion, and  I  shall  hope  before  it  comes  to  a 
close  that  with  the  added  information 
which  this  discussion  will  supply  I  may 
be  able,  perhaps,  once  more  to  survey  the 
field.     But,  as  I  observe  that  a  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    opposite,    with,    I 
understand,     the    authority    and     con- 
currence of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
has    given    notice    of    an    Amendment 
inviting  the  House  to  decline  to  proceed 
further  with  the  Bill,  I  may  fitly  occupy 
a  few  moments  at  the  outset  of  the  discus- 
sion by  re-stating  that  which  is  fundamen- 
tal, and  only  that  which  is  fundamental,  in 
our  case.     When  I  introduced  the  Bill  I 
said  the  Government  had  two  objects  in 
view.     The    first    was    to    improve  — 
primarily  by  reduction  of   the  number 
of   licenced,    but    also    by    a    number 
of  other  salutary  changes  in  the    law 
— the     conditions      under    which     the 
liquor      tra&c     is     carried     on.      The 


second   object  was  not  less  important 
than  the  first — ^to  recover  for  the  State, 
with  due  regard  to  existing  interests — 
with  due  but  not  undue  regard  to  existing 
interests — ^its  dominion  and  control  over 
this  monopoly.    Dealing  for  a  minnte 
or  two  with  the  former  of  these  two 
X>oints,  our  proposals  proceed  upon  the 
assumption  that  intemperance  and  its 
attendant  abuses  are  encouraged  and  in- 
creased by  the  excessive  multiplication  of 
facilities  for  the  sale  and  consumption  of 
drink.    I  want  to  know  in  the  first  place 
whether    that    proposition   is  disputed. 
[Opposition  cries  of  "  Yes."]   Itis.  Tliat 
clears  the  ground  to  some  extent.    No- 
one,  I  think,  denies  that  the  evils  to 
which  I  have  referred  in  a  large  measure 
arise  from  and  are  fostered  by  moral 
and  social  conditions  with  which  it  is 
difficult,    if    not    impossible,    for    any 
legislation    directly   to    deal.     That,    at 
any  rate,  is  common  ground  among  us. 
Nor  does  any  one  assert^ — I,  at  leasts 
have  never  asserted — that  there  is  any- 
thing  in  the  nature  of  a  mathematicat 
correspondence  in  any  given  area  between 
the   amount   of   drunkenness   per  head 
of  the  population  and  the  number  of 
licences  per  1,000  or  per  10,000.     But 
he  must  be  blind  to  the  facts  of  life 
and  to  the  teachings  of  experience  who 
does  not  recognise  that  there  is  a  relation, 
and    a    very    direct    relation,    between 
temptation    and    excess,    between    the 
growth    and    exercise    of    a    pernicious 
habit   and   the   invitations    and    oppor- 
tunities which  are  held  out  for  its  in- 
dulgence.    I    was    rather    surprised    a 
moment  ago  to  hear  two  or  three  hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite,    rather   faintly,   it 
is  true,  deny  my  statement  that,  at  an^ 
rate,  there  is  some  connection  between 
the  number  of  licences  and  the  amount 
of    intemperance.     I    thought    in    this 
House,  at  any  rate,  that  was  one  pro- 
position  that    was   accepted   among   all 
parties  and  on  both  sides.     If  it  is  not 
so,    what    becomes    of    the    temperanccj 
side  of  that  great  measure  of  reform 
the   Act   of    1904  ?     On    what    pretext^ 
and  by  what  argument  from  the  te; 
perance  point  of  view,  was  the  Bill 
1904  presented  to  this  House  ?     It  w; 
that    unless    you    gave    compensatioj 
unless  you   facilitated  the  task  of   t 
licensing  justices  by  gi\dngcompensati 
you  could  not  bring  about  that  reduct 
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of  licences  which  the  authors  of  that 
Bill,  at  anv  rate  at  that  time,  contended 
was  a  necessary  condition  of  reform. 
Ab  I  said  when  I  was  speaking  two 
months  ago  on  the  First  Reading,  I 
agree  there  has  been  under  the  operation 
of  the  Act  of  1904  a  considerable  and, 
indeed,  a  substantial  diminution  in  the 
number  of  licences.  How  do  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  justify  the  expenditure 
to  which  the  publicans  have  been  put 
during  the  past  four  years  to  compensate 
the  persons  whose  licences  have  been 
suppressed  unless  they  think  that  that 
measure  was  a  substantial  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  temperance  reform  ?  I  agree  that 
under  the  Act  of  1904  there  has  been  a 
considerable,  and  in  some  parts  of  the 
country  a  substantial,  diminution  in 
the  number  of  licences.  But  that 
diminution  has  taken  place,  for  reasons 
which  I  pointed  out  at  length  on  the 
First  Reading,  at  a  rate  which  you 
cannot  anticipate  as  likely  to  be  sustained. 
Moreover,  it  has  been  sporadic,  uneven, 
and  very  costly.  What  is  the  change 
in  that  respect  which  we  propose  to 
introduce  by  this  Bill  ?  We  make  the 
operation  of  the  process  of  reduction 
compulsory  and  uniform  throughout  the 
whole  length  and  breadth  of  the  country, 
having  due  regard  to  special  local  con- 
ditions and  circumstances.  In  other 
>rord8,  we  make  it  in  such  a  form  as  to 
bring  about  a  really  effective  reduction 
in  the  total  number  of  licences  within 
a  specified  and  prescribed  time. 

Mb.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs)  :    And 
cheaper.  * 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  We  do,  I  agree, 
make  it  cheaper — to  the  trade.  We 
make  it  cheaper  to  the  trade,  and  wc 
make  it  more  elective  and  more  satis- 
factory from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
public  by  bringing  back  the  basis  of 
compensation  to  what  I  have  always 
beKeved  was  intended  by  the  Act  of 
1904 — ^and  I  have  not  heard  from  any 
hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on  the  bench 
opposite  who  was  responsible  for  the 
authorship  of  that  Act  that  I  am  wrong 
*-and  incidentally  by  recognising  the 
equitable  claim  of  the  licence-holder 
to  a  larger  share  in  the  compensation 
fund  than  he  has  had  hitherto.  It  is 
n  that  way  that  we  propose  to  bring 


about  what  we  conceive  to  be  the  first 
step  in  the  direction  of  really  effective 
temperance  reform — namely,  a  reduction 
in  the  number  of  licences  and  of  the 
facilities  for  the  sale  of  drink.    If  you 
accept  the  assumption,  which  I  confess 
I    thought    was    with    general    assent 
taken  for    granted,    that    such    a    re- 
duction  is   desirable,   the   only  serious 
criticism  which  I  have  come  across  upon 
this  part  of  the  proposals  of  the  Govern* 
ment  is  this.    It  is  said,  and  I  think  it 
is  said  with  truth,  that  it  is  no  use  sup- 
pressing public-houses  if  you  do  not  at 
the  same  time  provide  against  the  re- 
vival of  the  evil  by  preventing  the  spring- 
ing up  in  their  places  of  bogus  clubs. 
My  colleagues   and  myself  are   keenly 
alive  to  that  danger  ;   and  while,  as  was 
said  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  answer  to  a  deputation  and 
other  representations  on  behalf  of  existing 
clubs,  we  are  quite  prepared  to  listen 
to  suggestions  for  removing  or  mitigating 
anything  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands  which 
can  cause  reasonable  offence  or  incon- 
venience  to   respectable   clubs,    I   add, 
with    the    utmost    emphasis    and    the 
most  complete  sincerity,  that  we  shall 
welcome    with    interest    and    sympathy 
any  really  practical  proposal  to  do  more 
than  the  Bill  at  present  does  to  prevent 
the  up-growing  in  the  future  of  parasitic 
drinking    shops    masquerading    in    the 
guise  of  clubs. 

Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  second  great 
and  governing  purpose  of  this  Bill 
— namely,  the  recovery  for  the  State 
of  complete  and  unfettered  control 
over  this  monopoly.  Here,  again,  we  pro- 
ceed upon  certain  assumptions,  which  I 
will  restate  in  order  that  this  debate  may 
clearly  show  whether  and  how  far  they 
are  desired.  What  are  they  ?  In  the 
first  place.  What  is  the  real  nature  of  the 
property  in  licences  ?  I  endeavoured 
to  point  out,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  and 
I  am  not  going  over  the  steps  of  the 
argument  again,  that  it  is  a  clear,  un- 
disputed proposition  of  law  in  this  country 
that  a  licence  for  the  sale  of  intoidcating 
liquors  in  public  houses  is  a  licence  granted 
for  a  year  and  for  a  year  only.  No 
lawyer,  certainly  not  since  the  decision 
in  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield,"  nearly  t^<b\\te^ 
years  ago,  vdW  d\^\i\x\ift  >i\v^X  \\,  S&  ^\^^ 
always  "hf»  a  teetv.  *m  t\i^  a>a^oW^^  (^\a»^T^\AcfKi 
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of  the  liconsing  authority  to  refuse  the 
renewal  of  a  licence,  just  as  much  as  to 
refuse  to  grant  a  new  one.  That  is  the 
legal  position,  which  nobody  who  knows 
the  law  upon  the  subject  can  (jontradict. 
But  I  qtiite  agree,  as  I  pointed  out  when 
I  intrfNluced  the  Bill,  that  annual  licence 
has  hud  coupled  with  it  the  practice  of 
what  I  may  call  two  defeasible  expecta- 
tions—the exj)ectation,  first,  which  was 
never  anything  mrire  than  an  expectation 
which  any  body  of  licensing  justices 
(•r>uld  at  any  time  defeat,  that  the  licence 
would  be  renewed  in  the  absence  of  mis- 
conduct, and  the  expectatir)n,  the  realisa- 
tion of  which,  again,  was  entirely  in  the 
discretion  of  the  licensing  authority, 
that  the  holder  of  the  licence  would  be 
protected  by  them  against  free  competi- 
tion by  the  granting  of  similar  licences  to 
his  neighbours.  Certainly  expectations 
of  that  pectdiarly  fragile  kind  arc  not  a 
form  of  property. 

Mr.  JKSSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordcsley) :  Thou  why  give  four- 
teen ywirs  'i 


Mil.  ASQUITII  :  T  am  going  to  tell 
the  right  hon.  (fcntlcman  that.  They 
are  not  a  form  (»f  property.  But  although 
they  are  not  a  form  of  property — and 
although  I  think  those  who  are  interested 
in  the  maintenance  of  what  are  called 
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can  deny,  that  is  an  accurate  and  ade- 
quate account  of  the  nature  of  the  in- 
terest which  a  licence  confers,  I  am 
brought  to  the  question — What  in  its 
real  nature  and  essence  is  that  whick 
passes  by  the  name  of  monopoly  value  \ 
That  is  a  subject  upon  which,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  there  is  a  melancholy  abundance 
of  confused  thinking.  I  am  going  to 
try  to  the  best  of  my  ability  to  make  it 
clear.  Is  there  such  a  thing  as  monopoly 
value  ?  Some  people  say  there  is  not. 
It  certainly  does  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of 
the  authors  of  the  Act  of  1904  to  say 
there  is  not.  The  phrase  is  taken  from 
that  very  Act.  It  is  a  phrase  to  which, 
I  presume,  they  attach  some  intelligible 
meaning.  It  appears,  at  any  rate,  upon 
the  Statute-book,  and  it  is  a  thing  which 
is  predicated  in  that  Act,  and  provided 
for  in  the  case  of  every  new  licence  which 
is  now  granted  in  this  country.  I  think 
a  good  deal  of  the  confusion  which  pre- 
vails on  this  subject  would  be  cleared 
away  if  we  could  take  the  simplest  of 
all  possible  cases — the  case,  that  is  to 
say,  of  what  is  called  a  free  public- 
house.  A  free  public-house  is  a  house 
which  is  let  to  a  publican  who  can  bay 
his  beer  and  his  other  liquors  where  he 
pleases,  and  who  can  seU  his  beer  and 
other  liquors  at  what  prices  he  pleases. 
In  the  case  of  such  a  person  what  is  the 


lh«  rights  ..[property  in  this  couMtrv  are '"}«'^°P?'y  ^?"«'   °''  *«  P"*  *^« 


most  ill-advised  in  associating  their 
cause  with  this  particular  cast — they  do 
deserve  consideration.  The  legislation 
proposed  by  the  (fovernment  proves  that 
we  think  they  deserve  consideration,  and 
thov  are  receiving  it,  as  we  believe,  in  a 
most  (Mjuitablc  form.  1  would  like  hon. 
(JontlfMuen  opposite  seriously  to  con- 
sider whether  1  am  not  saying  some 
thing  which  ought  to  c 
assent  when  I  s«y  that  nothing  can  be 
more  absurd,  nor  in  the  long  run  more 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  property, 
than  likening  the  gigantic  transactions 
which  during  the  last  twenty  years  have 
tnken  place  in  this  most  speculative 
business  to  the  sale  of  other  classes  of 
comnnHlities  like  land  and  goods,  where 
the  ^vendor  can  give  and  the  purchaser 
can  acquire  a  j)ermanent  and  indefeasible 
title.     If,  as  I  believe,  and  as  I  do  not 


sami 
thing  in  a  difierent  form,  what  is  the 
added  value  which  the  possession  of  a 
licence  gives  to  the  premises  %  Measured 
in  terms  of  rent  it  means,  of  course,  whit 
this  publican  tenant,  in  virtue  of  his 
receiving  from  the^State  a  special  privi- 
lege which  other  classes  of  traders  do  not 
enjoy,  would  pay,  as  compared  with 
that  which  would  be  given  or  offered 
:ommand   their  '  P-^  ai\other  tenant  engaged  m  a  biismea 


in  which  he  was  not  similarly  privileged. 

And,  again,  if  you  consider  how  that 

additional  rent  would  be  arrived  at,  it  is 

pretty  clear,  I  think,  that  it  represents, 

roughly  at  any  rate,  the  comparative 

extra  profit  w*hich  the  publican  can  make 

in  virtue  of  his  monopoly,  as  compared 

with  the  other  tradesman,  each  being 

assumed  to  bring  in,  approximately  at  any 

rate,  the  same  amount  of  capital,  and  to 

apply  to  his  business  the  same  skill  and 

think  anybody  who  is  acquainted  with    the  same  energy  and  the  same  enterprise 

the  law  and  the  practice  in  this  matter    If  that  is  true — and  I  think  it  is;    I  do 

Mr,  AsguWu 
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not  think  anybody  will  dispute  it —  i 
the  monopoly  value,  measured  not  as 
rent  but  as  a  lump  sum,  means  | 
the  capitalised  value  of  the  differ-  ! 
ence  between  the  licensed  and  the 
unlicensed  rental  of  the  premises.  That 
is  what  is  meant  by  monopoly  value, 
I  believe,  in  the  Act  of  1904 — 
it  is  certainly  what  is  meant  by  the 
Government  in  this  Bill,  and  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Bill — neither  more  nor 
less.  The  House  will  see,  the  moment 
they  have  realised  that,  that  it  is  a  much 
smaller  and  a  much  more  manageable 
thing  than  that  which  is  often  loosely 
described  by  the  same  term.  For  "  mono- 
poly value  "  is  used — and  not  imnaturally 
used — very  often  in  a  totally  different 
sense.  When  you  come  to  a  tied  house 
you  have  got  a  new  and  quite  a  different 
class  of  monopoly  from  anything  that 
the  State  has  ever  created,  or  has  ever 
recognised.  You  have  got  the  monopoly 
which  the  brewer  has  created  for  him- 
self by  judicious  arrangements  and 
bargainings — a  monopoly  for  the  sale 
in  those  premises  of  his  own  liquor 
and  his  own  commodities  free  from  the 
competition  of  his  rivals  in  trade.  I 
am  certain  that  everyone  who  is  con- 
versant with  the  course  of  business 
in  this  industry  during  the  last  twenty 
years  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  what — 
admittedly  now — were  inflated  prices 
paid  in  the  '90*8  and  in  the  early  part 
of  the  present  century,  for  licensed 
premises,  which  now  have  to  be  written 
off,  were  paid  not  for  the  State  monopoly, 
which  I  defined  a  few  minutes  ago,  but 
for  this  special  privilege,  which  the 
brewers  alone  were  responsible  for  bring- 
ing into  existence.  Now  the  State 
has  nothing  to  do  with  that.  Not  only 
are  we  not  going  to  pay  for  it,  but  we 
are  not  going  to  take  it  into  account, 
and  the  Bill  does  not  touch  it  at  all. 
There  is  no  reason  why  it  should,  because 
it  has  been  dwindling  and  dwindling, 
and  is  gradually  disappearing  of  itself. 
The  fact  that  this  competition — a  reck- 
less competition  it  was  often,  between 
companies  with  watered  capital  and 
with  ambitions  far  in  excess  of  any 
legitimate  openings  for  their  trade — 
this  reckless  competition,  fratricidal  in 
intention,  turned  out  to  be  suicidal  in 
effect.     Trying  to  cut  their  rivals'  throats, 


they  in  too  many  cases  succeeded  in 
cutting  only  their  own.  There  has 
been — of  course  everybody  knows  it ; 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill,  or  the  fear  of  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill — there  has  been  an 
enormous  depreciation  in  this  class  of 
property  in  the  course  of  the  last  five 
or  six  years — probably  greater  than  in 
any  other  branch  of  investment  on  the 
Stock  Exchange.  To  what  is  that  de- 
preciation due  ?  Is  it  due  to  the  fear 
of  temperance  legislation  ?  Not  a  bit. 
It  is  due  in  part — I  will  gladly  recognise 
that — to  the  diminished  consumption 
of  intoxicants  in  the  country  generally, 
which  is  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
economic  and  social  phenomena  of  the 
last  few  years.  It  is  due  in  part  also — 
so  I  am  told,  and  I  think  there  is  very 
good  evidence  for  the  proposition — to 
the  inferior  quality  and  composition  of 
much  of  the  liquor  which  is  sold.  But, 
after  full  allowance  has  been  made  for 
both  those  facts,  I  am  sure  I  am  well 
within  the  mark  when  I  say  that  this 
depreciation — great,  unexampled,  bring- 
ing disaster  to  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  innocent  or  credulous  investors — 
was  mainly  owing  to  the  money  which 
was  lost  in  the  gamble  for  restricted 
premises  in  the  attempt  of  rival  brewers 
to  secure  in  any  particular  locality  a 
special  or  an  exclusive  market  for  their 
own  wares.  Well,  I  say  we  have  got 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  that.  It 
is  a  circumstance  peculiar  to  the  conduct 
of  this  trade  for  which  Parliament  is 
in  no  sense  responsible,  and  which  this 
Bill  will  render  neither  more  nor  Ibss 
severe.  It  may  be  well — I  am  not 
expressing  any  definite  opinion  ;  I  am 
certainly  not  giving  any  precise  pledge 
— but  it  may  be  well,  in  view  of  what 
I  have  said,  before  this  Bill  emerges 
from  the  Committee  stage — and  I  am 
saying  this  almost  without  consultation 
with  my  colleagues,  and  only  throwing 
it  out  on  my  own  suggestion — to  define 
I  in  terms  in  the  Bill  what  monopoly 
I  value  really  means.  I  am  not  sure 
j  whether  it  may  not  also  be  well,  in 
'  order  to  prevent  the  growth  of  undesir- 
able expectations,  to  secure  in  the  Bill 
that  monopoly  value,  however  it  is 
defined,  shall,  when  it  comes  into  posses- 
sion, go  not  to  the  locality,  but  to  the 
State.     However,     I    only    throw    that 
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out  incidentally.  But  going  back  to  ]  a  bolf  from  the  blue — "  to  its  special 
my  argument  and  tmng  to  restate  ,  character  and  its  peculiar  risks,  to  make 
as  clearly  and  as  shortly  as  I  can  the  adequate  provision  against  the  di«- 
fundamental  positions  on  which  this '  appearance  at  the  close  of  the  time- 
legislation  rests,  I  say  that,  holding  j  limit  of  that  part " — only  that  part- 
as  we  do  the  view  that  I  have  expressed,  "  of  his  profits  which  is  to  be  attributed 
first  as  to  the  nature  of  a  licence  and  the  '  to  the  monopoly  value  of  his  licence." 
interest  created  by  it,  and  next  as  to '  That  is  the  principle  upon  which  this 
the  origin  and  as  to  the  measure  of  the  :  Bill  is  framed,  and,  if  ''  monopoly  value  " 
monopoly  value,  it  is  perfectly  clear  '  bears  the  meaning  which  I  have 
to  us  that  the  logic  and  the  equity  of  attempted  to  affix  to  it  and  to  justifr, 
the  case  are  adequately  met  by  a  time-  it  is  a  principle  which,  it  seems  to  me. 
limit.     Tl^pre  would  be  no  legal  i^Tong,    is  in   strict   accordance   with    even  an 


as  I  have  pointed  out,  in  respect  of 
which  any  person  could  complain  in  any 
Court  of  law  for  redress,  if  we  had  pro- 
posed to  enact  that  every  existing  licence 
should  come  to  an  end  at  the  end  of  the 
current  vear. 


Mr.  JESSE  rOLLlXGS: 
robberv. 


Hear,  hear ; 


indulgent  ^^ew  of  the  equities  of  the  case. 
I  have  dealt  with  this  point  as  clearly 
as  I  could,  because  now  I  am  going  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  given  notice  of  a  Motion  for  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  a  definite  question. 
Here  we  come  to  an  issue  of  principle. 
Do  you  accept  the  principle  of  the  time- 
limit  ?  It  is  a  question  which  I  meant 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  bench 
accept  that  principle  ?  Do  you  agree, 
in  other  words — I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
particulars,  I  am  speaking  of  the  principle 
of  the  time-limit — that  the  property 
created  by  a  licence  is  of  such  a  nature 
and  only  such  a  nature  as  I  have  de- 
scribed ?  Do  you  agree,  or  do  you  not 
agree  ?  [An  Hon.  Member  on  the  Oppo- 
sition benches  :  Xo.]  We  shall  see  in 
time.  We  are  only  at  the  opening  of 
the  discussion  now,  and  I  am  entitled 
to  put  these  questions,  and  to  expect  an 
answer  l>efore  the  debate  comes  to  an 
end.  Do  you  agree,  or  do  you  not  agree, 
that  the  State  is  entitled  to  resume,  after 
fair  notice,  the  monopoly  which  it  has 
itself  created  ?  Now,  if  those  questions 
are  once  answered  in  the  affirmative,  we 
will  listen — I  certainly  should  listen — 
with  attention  to  anything  which  can 
fairly  be  said,  either  one  way  or  the 
other,  as  to  the  precise  length  of  the 
time-limit.  But  are  you  going  to  say, 
as  the  organs  of  the  trade  say — as  the 
financial  magnates  of  the  City  of  London 
assembled  in  solemn  conclave  say — 
that  law  and  custom  together,  coupled 
with  the  provisions  of  your  beneficent  Act 
ot  1904.  have  siven  the  publican — no, 
not  the  ]uiblicar. — riven  the  brewer,  the 
to  observe  these  words,  they  were  can*-  j  speoulator  in  tied  houses,  a  permanent 
fully  chosen — "  for  a  prudent  trader.  '  and  perpetual  interest,  subject  only 
who  has  carried  and  is  i-arryiiii;  on  his  j  to  beiri!  defeated  by  proof  of  miscon- 
business  with  due  reganl  " — this  is  not  .  durt  or  iipou  pa\nnont  of  compensation  ? 

Mr,  Asquith, 


Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quite  follows 
my  argument.  I  am  not  talking  about 
policy  ;  I  am  talking  al>out  law.  I  say 
there  would  be  no  lejial  wrong  by  an 
enactment  to  that  effect,  and  that  is 
what  they  do  in  the  United  States  of 
America  and  in  our  own  Colon ies^ — they 
have  done  it  over  and  over  again.  But 
we  think,  and  rightly,  in  my  opinion, 
that  not  only  policy  but  equity  demand 
the  fair  recogr;ition  of  the  expectations 
upon  which  this  industry  has  so  long 
been  conducted.  They  ought  to  have — 
it  is  only  fair  that  they  should  have, 
although  many  of  them  have  not  con- 
ducted their  affairs  with  much  circum- 
spection or  forfsiu'ht — [Opposition  cries 
of  *•  Oh  I  '*] — they  ou^ht  to  have  time  to 
turn  round  and  to  provide  for  the  future. 
I  will  quote  a  pa«isat:e  from  a  speech  of 
mine  on  the  First  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
because  it  ropresents  the  principle  upon 
whirh  the  Govornment  proceeded  in  this 
matter.  1  asked  the  question.  '"  What 
is  the  principle  we  ouuht  to  adopt  ?  " 
and  I  said,  *'  It  is  this — that  your  time- 
limit,  assumint:  there  is  to  be  a  time- 
limit,  should  V»e  as  lonjt:  as,  and  not 
longer  than,  the  time  which  will  suftioe 
for  a  prudent  trader  " — 1  ask  the  House 
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There  is  the  clear  issue  of  principle 
between  us  which  the  trade  has  raised. 
That  is  the  issue  which  this  House,  upon 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  has 
now  to  decide.  Are  we  going  to  trans- 
form or*  to  assent  to  the  transformation 
of  a  speculative  coimter  into  a  coin  of 
the  realm  bearing  the  image  and  super- 
scription of  the  King  ?  I  do  not  think 
we  are.  Speaking  for  the  Government 
and  my  colleagues  on  this  bench,  I 
may  say  that  we  were  neither  surprised 
nor  intimidated  by  the  outcry  which 
■our  proposals  have  raised.  We  have 
long  since  been  warned  of  the  disaster 
and  the  ruin  that  was  in  store  for  any 
Government  or  for  any  party  which 
dared  to  lay  sacrilegious  hands  upon 
the  monopoly  of  one  of  the  wealthiest, 
one  of  the  most  widely-difEused,  and 
one  of  the  most  electorally  influential 
interests  in  this  country.  I  say,  with 
sU  respect  to  them,  that  I  believe  they 
are  living  in  this  matter  in  a  fool's 
paradise,  and  have  miscalculated  the 
character  and  potency  of  the  forces 
which  are  arrayed  behind  this  measure. 
However  that  may  be,  we  shall  persevere 
•with  our  task,  and  I  appeal  to  the  House 
of  Commons  with  confidence  for  their 
support.     I  beg  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time." 

*Mr.  cave  (Surrey,  B^ngston), 
in  moving,  **  That  this  House  declines 
to  proceed  further  with  a  measure 
which,  while  failing  to  promote 
the  cause  of  temperance,  violates 
the  principles  of  equity,"  said  :  I 
rise  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name,  and  if  I  occupy  a 
substantial  part  of  the  time  of  the  House 
it  will  only  be  because  I  shall  try  to  give 
what  may  be  only  a  part  of  the  reasoned 
answer  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lias  asked  for,  an  answer  not  to  the 
"wild  and  whirling  words  with  which  he 
concluded  his  speech,  but  to  the  argu- 
ments that  he  addressed  to  the  House 
and  the  questions  which  he  has  been 
good  enough  to  put  to  us.  May  I  begin 
by  saying  quite  shortly  what  is  the 
point  of  view  from  which  I  approach 
this  question  ?  We  have  heard  the 
arguments  of  the  total  abstainers ;    we 
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have  heard  the  arguments  of  those  who 
belong  to  what  is  called  "  the  trade.'' 
Both  classes  have  a  right  to  be  heard, 
but   neither   of   them   will    decide    the 
question  now  before  this  House.    It  will 
be  decided  entirely  or  mainly  by  men 
who,    having    no    kind  of  interest   in 
the   liquor    trade,    yet    know   that  as 
things  are,  the  sale  of  liquor  must  go  on 
for  many  years  to  come — ^by  men  who, 
while  knowing  and  acknowledging,  as  I 
do,  the  evils  caused  in  this  country  by 
intemperance,  and  being  willing  to  take 
any  reasonable   course   to   diminish  or 
put  an  end  to  those  evils,  yet  know 
that  in  the  end  no  proposals  can  succeed 
— whether  they  become  law  or  not — in 
putting  an  end  to  those  evils,  unless 
they  are  just  and  fair  to  all.    It  is  as  one 
of  that  class  that  I  approach  this  question, 
and  I  may  say  also  as  one  whose  publio 
duty   has   brought  him    into   constant 
and  close  connection  with  intemperance 
and  the  crimes  brought  about  by  in- 
temperance, and  who  is  therefore  specially 
interested  in  any  proposals  for  dealing* with 
the  questions  raised  in  the  Bill.     Having 
said  so  much,   I  come  at  once  to   the 
fundamental  principles  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
promise  the  Prime  Minister  that  I  am 
not  going  to  shirk  any  of  the  questionfl 
which  he  has  put.  The  two  fundamental 
principles,  as  I  understand,  are   these : 
the  statutory  reduction  of  licences  and 
the  time-limit.  Those  are  the  two  pillars  of 
the  Bill,  and  I  want  the  House  to  examine 
with  me   on   what  sort  of   foundation 
these  two   pillars   stand.      Take,    first, 
the  reduction  of  licences.    It  is  strange 
there    should    be    still    a    controversy 
as  to  whether  the  reduction  of  licences  has 
any    effect    on    intemperance    in    this 
country.    I  believe  the  controversy  is  due 
to  this,  that  when  people  talk  of  reducing 
licences,  they  are  not  all  speaking  of  the 
s^me  thing.     Some  men,  when  speaking 
of  reduction,  mean  cutting  oS  undesirable 
licences — licences   which,   owing   to  the 
position,    neighbourhood    or    character 
of  the  houses,  or  owing  to  the  fact  that 
they  are  in  a  nest  or  group  of  houses 
which  compete  with  one  another,  and  so 
lead   to   excessive  drinking,  or  on  some 
similar  ground,  ought  to  be  suppressed. 
Other  people  mean  by  the  reduction  of 
licences     cutting    down     the     licences, 
quite   apart  fiom  any  question  of  local 
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needs,  to  a  fixed  proportion  to  the 
population.  If  you  use  the  word  reduc- 
tion in  the  former  sense,  I  am  in 
favour  of  reduction.  I  believe  that  it 
is  a  useful  thing  that  licensing  authori- 
ties should  be  absolutely  free  to  refuse 
a  licence  to  an  undesirable  house;  but 
that  power  the  authorities  already  have 
under  the  Act  of  1904.  I  shall  not 
have  any  contest  as  to  the  law  with  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  point  that  that 
power  of  refusal  existed  before  1904, 
except  in  the  case  of  one  class  of  house 
which  the  right  hon.  (Jentleman  forgot, 
namely,  the  ante- 1869  beer-house.  But 
although  the  discretion  in  form  was 
absolute,  in  effect  it  was  exceedingly 
difficult  to  exercise,  and  no  one  who  has 
not  s:;t  as  I  have,  hour  after  hour  and 
day  after  day,  listening  to  these  cases' 
hearing  the  petty  details  of  these  small 
businesses,  and  listening  to  the  appeals 
that  those  who  are  engaged  in  them  should 
be  allowed  to  carry  on  what  admittedly 
is  a  lawful  trade — no  one  who  has  not 
gone  through  that  experience  can  im- 
agine how  great  was  the  difficulty,  if 
not  the  impossibility,  before  the  Act  of 
1904,  of  making  any  large  reduction  in  the 
nimiber  of  licences.  The  Act  came  as 
a  great  relief  to  magistrates  throughout 
the  coimtry,  and  after  three  years  ex- 
perience I  say  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction by  anybody  who  knows  the  facts 
that  it  is  a  very  valuable  instrument 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  framed, 
and  it  has  been  very  freely  used.  The 
figures  are  not  in  dispute.  For  ten  years 
before  the  Act  the  reduction  was  at 
the  rate  of  n  arly  400  houses  a  year,  and 
during  the  three  years  since  the  Act  the 
average  re:;dv  reduction  has  been  i.boiit 
1,500.  If  you  take  the  figures  for  1907 
which  were  recen\ly  given  by  the  Home 
Office,  the  amoimt  of  le\'y  throughout 
the  country  was  95  per  cent,  of  the 
maximum  sum  allowed,  and  the  amount 
expended  in  liHU  was  greater  than  that 
expended  in  any  previous  year.  It  is 
quite  true  that  as  you  come  to  the  more 
valuable  houses  the  price  jH»r  house 
increases,  and  therefore  the  number  of 
licences  n^fused  undor  the  Act  must 
to  some  extent  diminish.  But  although 
the  number  of  houses  refused  is  lower, 
they  will  be  doing  a  greater  trade 
and  therefore  there  is  the  samo 
reduction      in      the      consumption      of 

Mr,  Care. 


liquor  as  if  a  larger  number  of  hooaes 
were  done  away  with.  What  I  wiah  to 
impress  upon  the  House  is  that,  in  view 
of  the  good  work  that  has  been  done, 
the  Government  might  well  have  had 
the  patience  to  ^ve  the  1904  Act 
a  somewhat  longer  trial,  and  in  that 
case  they  would  have  found  that 
within  a  very  moderate  period  of  time 
notable  progress  would  have  been  made 
in  the  cutting  off  of  undesirable  hooses, 
and  that  before  very  many  years  hid 
passed  all  houses  which  ou^t  not  to 
exist  would  have  been  refused,  and  the 
Act  would  have  remained  as  a  valuable 
instrument  to  be  used  from  time  to  time 
as  the  habits  of  the  country  changed, 
and  the  demand  for  intoxicating 
liquor  diminished.  Therefore  reduction 
in  that  sense  is,  I  believe,  already 
provided  for;  but  if  reduction  means 
the  reduction  of  licences  according  to 
a  fixed  ratio  to  population,  then  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  have  seen  no  kind 
of  evidence  to  show  that  there  is  any  sub- 
stantial benefit  to  be  expected  from  such 
a  decrease.  1  have  heard  it  asserted 
that  such  a  benefit  would  accrue,  but  I 
have  heard  no  one  attempt  to  prove  it. 
The  matter  was  considered  by  the  last 
Royal  Commission,  which  reported  in 
1899  in  these  terms — 

**  There  is  apparently  no  relation  between 
the  number  of  licences  and  the  amomit  of 
drunkenness." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  a  majority  of 
the  Commission,  composed  of  men  of 
great  authoritv  and  not  belonging  to 
one  party,  who  gave  to  the  matte: 
a  great  amount  of  careful  and 
thoughtful  consideration.  But  it  does 
not  rest  there.  The  Commission  did 
not  confine  themselves  to  that  con- 
clusion, but  gave  in  support  of  it  some 
very  striking  figures,  into  which  I  wiD 
not  go  to-day,  but  which  are  well 
worth  studying.  These  figures  and 
thit  conclusion  have  been  supported 
year  after  year  by  the  statistics  in  regard 
to  public-houses.  I  will  only  trouble 
the  House  with  one  reference.  Take  the 
Lieenising  Statistics  of  last  year.  I  am 
quoting  from  page  13  of  the  book,  where 
you  have  two  columns.  In  one  column 
the  licensing  authorities — counties — are 
arranged  in  order  of  the  proportion  of 
lioenoos  per  lO.CKX)  of  the  popolation. 
Th^so   which    have    the    least  Uoences 
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in    proportion     to  population    are    at 
the     top,    and    those    with    the    most 
are  at  the  bottom.     In  the  other  column 
you  have  the  convictions  for  drunken- 
ness.    Those  having  the  lowest  number 
of     convictions    per    10,000    of    popu- 
lation   are    at    the    head    of    the    list, 
and    those  with  the   most   are   at    the 
end.     The   extraordinary  result  is  seen 
that  the  four  worst  coimties  in  the  matter 
of  convictions  for  drunkenness,  are  the 
West   Riding  of  Yorkshire,  Glamorgan- 
shire,   Durham,    and     Northumberland. 
But   in   the   list   8ho^ving    the   number 
of    licences    per   10,000  of    population, 
those  four  counties,  all  of    them,  stand 
extremely      high.     Northumberland      is 
second,    Durham    fifth,    Glamorganshire 
ninth,    and   Yorkshire,    tenth.     On    the 
other  hand,  take  the  best  counties  in  point 
of    convictions,    Oxfordshire    and    Cam- 
bridgeshire.    They  are  at  the  top  of  the 
list  in  the  matter  of  convictions,  but  in  the 
list  of  licences,  Oxfordshire  stands  lowest 
but    three,    and    Cambridgeshire   lowest 
but  one.     But  the  matter  does  not  end 
there  ;   there  was  an  article  published  the 
other    day    by    the    hon.    Member    for 
Blackburn  in  one  of  the  reviews,  and  he 
gave    in    that    review    the    correspond- 
ing    figures     for     two     boroughs,    viz.,  | 
Accrington      and      Nelson,     which     he  j 
8ta':ed    to    be   only  twelve  miles  apart,  | 
fairly    equal    as    to    population,     both  | 
cotton-weaving    centres,    both    strongly  ' 
Nonconformist,  rnd    their  housing  con-  ' 
ditions  very  similar.     What  did  he  find  ?  i 
He  found  in  Accrington,  with  three  times  j 
the   number   of    licences    in  proportion  I 
to  populition,  only  half  the  proportionate 
number  of  convictions  for   drunkenness 
as  compared  with  Nelson.     He  says — 

*'  It  is  no  part  of  my  business  to  assign 
reasons  for  this  paradox.  Many  reasons  might 
be  suggested  ;  the  degree  of  police  supervision 
is  one  explanation,'* 

[Ministerial  cheers] — I  am  still  reading 
the  quotation — 

"  although  it  can  scarcely  apply  to  this 
particular  case  where  the  towns  are  so  close 
together  and  the  whole  character  of  the  people 
so  similar.  It  will  be  noticed  that  Nelson  has 
more  clubs  than  licensed  houses." 

The  hon.  Member  might  have  added 
and  more  off-licensed  houses  than  either — 

**  And  this  may  have  a  bearing  on  the  fact 
that  there  is  more  drunkenness  at  Nelson  than 
Accrington.'* 


That  comparison  is  based  upon  the 
number  of  convictions  for  drunken- 
ness. The  hon.  Member  went  on  ta 
give  some  striking  figures  showing  the 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  drink  in 
some  of  our  Colonies  and  in  the  United 
States,  as  compared  with  this  country. 
This  strange  result  is  found  there,  that 
whereas  in  the  United  States,  Canada, 
and  New  Zealcmd  the  practice  of  local 
prohibition  of  the  sale  of  drink  is  con- 
stantly growing,  the  consumption  of 
drink  per  head  of  population  is  steadily 
increasing ;  while  in  this  country,  where 
nothing  of  the  kind  takes  place,  the  con- 
sumption of  drink  per  head  is,  I  am  glad 
to  say,  decreasing.  I  must  make  one 
more  quotation,  because  it  leads  up  to 
an  explanation  I  wish  to  give.  The 
hon.  Member  says  in  this  article — 

"  I  am  not  arguing  from  all  these  figures  that 
the  suppression  of  licences  increases  the  con- 
sumption of  liquor  and  that  increased  facilities 
tend  to  greater  sobriety,  but  the  figures  do 
prove  conclusively  that  there  are  factors  ia 
the  drink  question  which  the  reduction  of 
licences  does  not  touch,  and  those  other  in- 
fluences seem  to  operate  in  defiance  of  the 
law  of  supply.'* 

What  is  the  reason  for  this,  which  appears 
to  some  people  a  paradox,  but  which  is 
not  a  paradox  at  all  ?  The  fact  is  that 
the  consumption  of  drink  does  not  depend, 
as  the  writer  of  the  article  seems  to 
suggest,  upon  the  law  of  supply,  but  upon 
the  law  of  demand :  and  no  amoimt  of 
tampering  with  the  sources  of  supply, 
so  long  as  they  are  legitimate,  affects 
the  consumption  of  drink.  The  hon» 
Member  for  Spen  Valley  in  1904,  when 
he  was  seeking  to  throw  the  compensa- 
tion upon  publicans  said  that  if  you 
refuse  a  licence  two-thirds  of  the  custom 
goes  to  the  other  houses ;  and  he  might 
have  added  that  the  other  one-third,  2  it 
represents  a  legitimate  demand,  goes  to  the 
off-licensed  holders  or  the  clubs.  If  you 
suppress  these,  people  who  want  to 
drink  will  drink  at  home,  i.nd  if  you 
forbid  that  you  will  only  drive  the 
dem  nd  "  under."  If  the  demand  exists, 
sources  of  supply  will  be  found,  and 
you  will  come,  in  the  end,  to  the  con- 
dition of  some  of  the  cities  of  the 
United  States,  where  not  only  the  sale, 
but  the  importation  of  drink  is  wholly 
prohibited,  and  yet  you  find  the  amount 
of  drunkenness  far  exceeding  per  head  of 
population  anything  found  in  the  city  and 
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county  in  London.  I  do  think  that  the 
last  word  about  the  mechanical  reduction 
of  licences  was  said  by  Mr.  Gladstone 
when  he  made  the  often-quoted  state- 
ment that — 

**  The  mere  limitation  of  numbers,  the  idol 
of  Parliament  for  the  last  twenty  years,  is, 
it  pretending  to  the  honour  of  a  remedy,  little 
better  than  an  imposture." 

But  His  Majesty's  Goveiaiment  are  still 
worshipping  at  the  shrine  of  this  idol,  and 
they  propose  a  mechanical  reduction 
based  upon  the  scale  of  population. 
The  estimate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  was  a  reduction  by  30,000  to  32,000 
houses  in  the  next  fourteen  years.  I 
will  assume  that  to  be  correct,  but  I  do 
not  accept  it  as  correct,  because  I 
have  tested  it  as  regards  several  counties 
and  have  found  it  considerably  below 
the  mark.  I  think  you  will  find  when 
the  figure  comes  to  be  worked  out  it  will 
be  found  nearer  40,000  than  30,000. 
But  taking  it  as  correct,  the  question,  of 
course,  arises,  if  you  increase  the 
number  of  refusals  how  are  you  to 
compensate  the  houses  refused  ?  If 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said:  "I  am 
going  to  bring  about  a  great  public 
improvement  in  relation  of  the  sale 
of  drink ;  I  draw  from  the  sale  of 
drink  in  this  country  a  direct  profit 
to  the  State  of  something  like  38^ 
millions  sterling  a  year;  I  will  ask  the 
House  to  give  up  the  half-million  to  a 
public  purpose,  and  so  increase  the  com- 
pensation fund  and  in  that  manner 
facilitate  the  reduction  of  licences," — 
if  he  had  said  that,  I  do  not  think 
that  many  people  on  either  side  of 
the  House  would  have  very  greatly 
objected.  That  would  have  been  one  way 
of  dealing  with  the  matter,  but  the  Govern- 
ment prefer  what  I  venture  to  think  is  a  I 
less  generous  course  :  instead  of  increasing  ' 
the  compensation  fund  they  propose  to  j 
tamper  with  the  scale  of  compensation.  ' 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  defended  his  ' 
proposals  by  an  attack  upon  what  is  well- 
known  as  the  Kennedy  judgment.  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  what  he 
said,  and  although  I  say  it  with  great  I 
hesitation,  I  think  thit  he  misunder- 
stood that  judgment.  The  effect  of  I 
the  judgment  is  shortly  this.  Under  the 
present  Act  if  a  licence  is  refused  the  | 
owner  is  entitled  to  get,  by  way  of  ■ 
compensation,  the  market  value  of  the 

Mr,  Cave. 


licence.  What  the  learned  Judge  said 
was  that  to  get  the  market-value  yon 
must  consider  what  the  license  would 
fetch  by  public  auction.  Among  the 
possible  buyers  would  be  the  brewei, 
who  might  want  to  buy  the  house  as  an 
outlet  for  his  commodity  but  who  befoie 
bidding  would  want  to  know  the  amount 
and  quality  of  the  beer  supplied  to  and 
sold  in  the  house.  Therefore  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  market- 
value  the  Court  might  have  evidence 
of  the  supply  and  the  consumption  of 
liquor.  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
decision  is  good  sense,  and  in  fact  a  veiy 
distinguished  Judge  has  since  referred  to 
it  as  a  decision  which  cannot  be  attacked. 
But  what  the  Prime  Minister  said  was 
this — 

"  The  fundnmental  vice — if  I  may  use  such 
an  expression  in  speaking  of  the  judgment 
of  a  learned  Judge — what  seems  to  us  to  be  the 
fallacy  of  the  Kennedy  judgment  consisted 
in  taking  into  account,  not  the  profit  made 
by  the  trade  retailer  but  the  profit  made  by 
the  manufacturer  in  regard  to  the  drink  which 
he  supplied  to  the  house." 

Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Glentleman 
understands  the  judgment  to  be  this— 
you  may  take  into  account  the  profit 
made  by  the  manufacturer,  that  is  the 
brewer,  in  regard  to  a  licensed  house. 
But  that  is  exactly  what  the  learned 
Judge  said  you  must  not  do.  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy,  as  he  then  was,  said  this — 

*'  In  my  opinion  the  Attorney-General  was 
quit«  justified  in  arguing  that  any  evidence 
as  to  the  profit  which  may  be  made  by  the 
soiling  company  upon  this  trade  cannot  be 
material.'* 

That  clearly  negatives  the  very  point 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made,  and  I 
hope  that  he  will  reconsider  the  argument 
which  he  addressed  to  the  House  on 
this  point :  for,  if  I  am  right,  the  whole  of 
his  criticisms  on  that  judgment  were 
based  on  a  misunderstanding.  On  the 
o^her  hand,  thore  are  obvious  objections 
to  th'^  method  of  fixing  compensition 
proposed  in  the  Bill.  The  Royal  Com- 
mission said  that  they  regarded  rateable 
value  as  altogether  beside  the  mark  as 
a  basis  of  compensation,  and  they  gave 
their  reason  for  that  conclusion.  They 
reported  that — 

'•  While  the  fact  that  the  house  is  licensed 
may  be  considered  to  some  ext«nt  in  the  assess- 
ment it  is  tolerably  certain  that  the  goodwill 
cannot  be  considered  at  all.  But  the  licence 
and    the   goodwill    are   the    things   for  which 
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compensation  would  be  given,  not  the  building, 
which  the  o^ner  would  retain.  We,  therefore, 
regard  rateable  value  as  altogether  beside  the 
mark  as  a  basis  for  compensation." 

And  now  let  us  test  the  fairness  of  this 
method  by  some  figures.  A  most 
rev.  Prelate  has  said  that  he  ap- 
proves the  Bill,  but  awaits  with 
expectant  interest  the  discussion  by  ex- 
perts and  business  men  of  the  financial 
details.  I  venture  to  suggest  that  when 
you  are  considering  whether  justice  is 
done  to  the  owners  of  these  houses 
financial  details  are  of  the  essence  of 
the  Bill.  And  if  I  show  that  the  com- 
pensation given  under  this  Bill  is  [but  a 
fraction  of  that  which  ought  to  be  given, 
then  I  think  that  he  and  others  will 
reconsider  the  provisional  approval  they 
have  given  to  this  proposal.  Let  me 
give  the  figures  in  a  few  concrete  cases. 
Take  the  houses  which  were  the  subject 
of  the  Kennedy  judgment,  and  take 
first  the  "Hand  and  Spear"  at 
Woking.  In  that  case  £1,123  was  given 
to  the  owners  and  persons  interestecj. 
Of  that  amount  £150  went  to  the  tenant, 
and  the  remaining  £973,  subject  to  costs, 
to  the  owners  of  the  house.  Under 
this  Bill  the  compensation  would  only 
be  £136,  or  14  per  cent,  of  the  market 
value.  The  other  house  was  the 
**  Crown "  at  Cobham.  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy,  in  that  case,  gave  £1,497,  of 
which  £250  went  to  the  tenant,  and 
the  remaining  £1,247,  less  costs,  to 
the  owners.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
under  this  Bill  gives  £52,  which  is  on 
the  basis  of  4  per  cent,  of  the  market 
value. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT. (Mr.  Herbeht  Samuel,  Yorkshire. 
Clevelind)  :  Will  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  sav  how  he  arrives  at  the  £52  ? 


♦Mr.  CAVE  :  Yes,  Sir;  it  is  arrived  at 
by  treating  the  assessment  as  the  basis. 
I  will  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  particulars 
afterwards  if  he  desires  it.  The  figures 
were  worked  out  for  me  by  some  very 
well-known  experts.  These  figures  are 
for  the  first  year  of  the  statutory 
reduction,  and  if  the  licences  were 
refused  in  a  later  year,  the  amounts 
would  be  less.  Some  other  valuers,  who,  I 
think,    have    perhaps    had    the    largest 


'  experience  of  any  valuers  in  these  matters, 
took  for  me  forty-three  London  houses, 
not  selected  houses,  but  all  the  houses 
dealt  with  by  them  last  year,  for  the 
purposes  of  compensation.  They  give, 
as    the  actual    compensation   for  those 

I  houses,  £104,578.  The  owners  of 
those  houses,  under  the  Bill,  would 
get  in  the  first  year  £18,000  ;  '  and, 
if  you  take  the  mean  year,  that  is 
the  seventh  year,  which,  I  think  is  fair, 
they  would  get  £10,930,  or  about  11  per 
cent,  of  the  market  value.  Again,  they 
have  taken  twenty-one  London  houses 
not  the  property  of  brewers,  but  the 
property  of  the  licensees  themselves. 
The  capital  invested  in  those  twenty-one 
houses  is  £550,000  ;  of  course,  houses  are 
very    valuable    in    London.     On    these 

I  houses  the  sum  of  £317,000  was  borrowed, 

I  not    from    brewers,    but    from    private 

I  lenders.  Under  this  Bill  for  these  houses, 
which    cost   £550,000,    the    total   com- 

,  pensation  in  the  first  year  would  be 
£116,000.  In  other  words  the  owners 
would  lose  the  whole  of  their  investment, 
and  the  mortgagees  would  lose  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  their  money.  I  have  here  case 
after  case  of  this  land,  but  I  will  not 
weary  the  House  with  them,  though  I 

.  think  they  are  important.  There  will  be 
a  chance  of  giving  them  later  on.  Let 
me  deal  with  one  or  two  points  which 
may  be  put  against  me.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  houses  are  under- 
assessed. I  know  that  is  said.  I 
doubt  whether  that  is  the  case  in 
London,  or  in  any  well-known  centres. 
Valuers  have  become  more  and 
more  expert ;  they  do  not  accept  the 
rent  or  the  figures  given  to  them  by  the 
owner  or  occupier  of  the  house  ;  they 
look  into  the  trade,  and  they  are  not 
slow  to  put  up  the  assessment.  But 
apart  from  that,  I  do  not  beUeve  that,  put 
up  the  assessment  as  you  will,  you  can 
fairly  put  it  up  to  any  figure  which  would 
produce,  when  worked  out  on  the  basis 
of  this  Bill,  any  large  proportion  of  the 
market  value  of  the  house.  Then  it  is 
said :  "  Oh,  whatever  may  happen 
to  the  owner — ^and  we  care  very  little 
about  him — the  publican  is  better 
off  under  this  Bill."  The  Prime 
Minister  said  so  the  other  day, 
and  it  has  been  said  more  than  once. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barnard  Castle  went 
down  to  a  coimtr>  place  and  b  reported 
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to  have  told  the  people  there;  hat  the  pub- ;  Act  of  1904?  I  do  not  believe  it  I 
licans  would  get  twenty  or  thiity  times  have  here  a  IkCemorandum  of  the  Com- 
as  much  as  they  did  under  the  present '  missioners  published  seme  years  ago, 
system— [An  Hon.  Member:  Ten  times].  I  in  which  they  say,  dealing  with  the 
Ithinkhesaid twenty onhirty, butinfaci  '  publicans  lease  or  cgreement  for  the 
it  miakes  very  little  difierence  whether  \  urpose  of  death  duties,  that  he  ii 
it  is  ten,  twenty,  or  thirty  times,  because,  only  a  tenant  frcm  year  to  year,  and 
in  any  case,  the  compensation  fund,  if  this  is  scmetimes  deteiminable  by  a 
that  were  true,  would  be  bankiupt  in  a  three  months'  notice  so  that  otvionfily 
year.  But  what  is  the  justification  for  the    the  publican's  goodwill  is  very  trifling. 


Mr.  ASQUITH  :     What  is  the  date 


statement  that  the  publican  would  get 
anything  more  under  this  Bill  than  he  gets 
under  the  existing  system  ?     Under  the    o^  t^a*  ? 
Act  of   1904    there  is  a   provision  for 

dividing  the  compensation  money ;  and  *Mr.  CAVE  :  It  is  a  Memorandum 
in  attributing  a  share  to  the  publican,  ycu  dated  the  14th  May,  1890.  K  the 
are  to  have  regaid  to  his  conduct  of  the  Commissioners  act,  as  they  may  act, 
business  and  the  length  of  time  during  ^^  *^®  ^9j£Le  principle  now,  the  publican 
which  he  has  been  the  holder  of  the  licence,  '^^^l^  ^®  rather  worse  off.  At  all 
Under  that  provision,  in  my  experience,  events,  I  see  no  grounds  for  saying  that 
the  publican  has  had  ccmpensation  for'  ^^  ^^^  g^*  °^^^®  ^^^^  under  the  ^ct  of 
loss  of  business,  and  generally  speaking,  I  1^04.  .4ndlook  for  a  moment  at  the 
believe,  a  sum  equivalent  to  a  year's  pi  ofi't.  0*^^^  side,  because  when  hon.  Members 
Ihat  is  based,  no  doubt,  on  the  provision  g^  »^^^^  saying  that  they  are  the  pub- 
of  the  Act,  that  he  "  shall,  in  no  case,  li^an's  friends,  I  think  they  ought  to 
receive  a  less  amount  than  he  would  be  ^^^^  ^^  *^®  disadvantages  as  well  as 
entitled  to  as  tenant  frcm  year  to  vear'^  *^^  advantages  of  the  Eill.  On  the 
Theiefore the pubUcanhLshad  something.  ^*^^^  ^^^^  *^^^  ^^  this,  tlat  during  the 
l^urther,  he  has  the  right  to  appear  fourteen  yeais  the  publican  has  a  greater 
before  the  justices  for  the  puipose  of  ^^*^^®  ^^  h^vmg  his  licence  refused, 
putting  fon^ard  his  claim  ;  and  if  he  is  ^^^  *^^^  ^^  *^®  ^^^  °*  fourteen  years, 
dissatisfied  he  has  an  appeal      This  Bill   ^®    ^^^^     ^^^    ^^®    licence     altogether, 

deals  with    the    matter   in   very  much    "^^  P*y   ^^^^  ^^^^®   ^^^  \*-     ^^  ^™^« 

that  time  the  compensation  levy  will  be 

over  his    county  or  district, 


the   same   wj 

teims  that  he  snaa    receive    compensa-    ,    ,  ,,        .   i      ^  -o    -i     j         ..  x 

tion    for    ''  loss  of  business,"  and  then    ^^''^^^  *^^  ''^''^^  ""^  England,  so  that 


dissatisfied  he  has  an  appeal.     This  Bill 
the    matter   in   very  much 

way.     The  Bill   does  say  in  ^^^\  ""^^ 

he  shall    ri,ceive    compensa-  ^^^^  ^^* 

--    'Moss  of  business,"  and  then  ^''^J^^^''  \  .-  ,    , 

UBes  similar  words  to  those  which  I  have  ^^  ^*^,?^  ^T^V^  any  chance    whatever 

quoted   from  the   Act   of   icj04,  but   it  of  profiting  by  the  reduction  of  W 

omits   (rather    oddly)    the  pro^ion   in  ^^^  K^  mider  the   Act    of    1904  was 

the  Act  of  1904,  that  in  no  case  shall  he  ^^"^  .?""^  ^  P^^l'^  1  insurance; 

receive    a    less    amount  than  he  would  ^"^^  ^%  ^f   ^^    *{**    *1^«    "^^^^^^ 

TiQV*.     v.«^r.      ,*;*i^    4.  X        x  m-ght    fairlv    be     isked     to    pay    this 

nave     been    entitled    to    as    a    tenant  u  i_  *         u       x    -x    i.     i    -^    v 

frrT«  ,.^      ♦^  T'    1      4.V    rrn  i^  because    he   would   get   it   back  if    his 

k  l?nl     /\-  \      '       .'  ?     ^"  li««^«    ^^'-^    refused.    But  under  thi. 

J^^\        rZ  T      '•  '*  '"'-■•  Bill  it  could  not  be  called  that,  because 

as   tlie   inland   Keveiiue   ( c  mmissioneis  fi,^  ^.^i;^^  ^*  ;«o«,«^«^  •»-.„««  \«.-*^— 

^x^^  o«  *  1.       .f      1         r  1-     •  ^^^  policv  01  msurance  never  matures. 

choc  se  to  give  him  for  loss  of  business,  r^^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  li^^    ^^^ 

He  has  It  vol  Id  s.eni,  no  right  to  be  for  fourteen  vears,  and  to  be  slaughtered 

heard   before    thens    and    .f    they  give  ^t    the    end"  of    that    period     ^*»^-- 


him  too  little,  he  has  no  appeal. 
The  Ccmmissiorers  are  r.ot  bound  by 
the  provision  of  the  Act  of  1^04  that  he 
sh^U  be  at  hast  treated  as  a  tenant  from 


without 
receiving  th**  policy  moneys.  It  is  no 
longer  in  any  sense  a  premium,  but 
a  heav\-  and  oppressive  tax,  levied 
on  a  part  of  the  population,  lye  the 
year  to  year.  They  may  give  him  as  alleged  benefit  of  the  whole.  I  hope  it 
much,or3ust  as  httle  as  they  cheese,  and  will  not  be  said  again,  without  some 
he  must  take  it.  How,  therefore,  can  you  reason  shown,  that  the  licence-holdtf 
say  that  the  Bill  will  give  the  tenant  would  be  in  a  better  position  under  this 
more  than  he  would  ha\e  got  under  the  Bill.  Before  leaving  this  particular  partof 
Mr.  Cave, 
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the  subject,  I  want  to  mention  one  other 
argument   used  in   favour  of  this   Bill. 
It  is  said  that  it  will  restore  the  freedom 
of  the  local  justices.     Nothing  was  ever 
less  true  than  that.     Under  the  present 
Act  no  licence  can    be    refused    except 
on   the  initiative  of  the  local  justices. 
They  make  their    recommendations    to 
the  county  committee,  representing  the 
quarter    sessions,   which    are    composed 
of  justices  of  the  whole  county,  and  the 
local    benches   are  represented    on    the 
county  committee.     They  have  a  right, 
under  the  rules,  to  confer  with  the  county 
committee,    and    they   do    confer;    and 
their   recommendations,   in   my   experi- 
ence, are  always  accepted,  unless  there 
is  some  financial  reason  against  them,  or 
unless,    after    hearing    evidence    which 
is  solemnly  given  in  Court,  the  committee 
come  to  the  decision  that  the  licences 
ought     to     be      renewed.       Therefore, 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  freedom  under 
the  present  conditions,   but  under  this 
Bill  there   \s'ill  be  little  or    none.     The 
justices  will  be  bound,  under  the  statute, 
to     present     a    scheme     for     reduction 
according      to      a     fixed     scale.      The 
scheme  may  be  altered  by  three  gentle- 
men    sitting    in    London,     and    as    so 
alt 3 red  it   must  be  carried  out  by  the 
justices,  whether  they  think  it  right  or 
"WTong,    and   the   only   freedom   in   this 
respect  left  to  the  local   bench  is  this, 
that  they  are  free  to  select  the  victims 
who  are  to  be  sacrificed  to  the  Licensing 
Commission  and  to  act  as   executioners 
lo:    that  body.     The    duty  so   thrown 
upon  them  is  an  odious  duty,  for  they 
will  know  that  no  proper  compensation 
will  be  paid.     To  conclude  this  part  of 
the  subject,  I  will  make  one  quotation 
from    a    speech   made     by    the    Prime 
Minister  last  year.     He  said  to  a  deputa- 
tion of  debenture-holders — 

'*  I  can  assure  you  that,  in  any  legislation 
•which  the  Government  proposes,  they  will 
keep  in  view  the  legitimate  interests  of  all 
persons  who  have  invested  their  mtMiey  in  this 
trade.  It  is  a  lawful  trade,  not  prohibited  by 
Jaw,  and  a  trade,  therefore,  the  investors  in 
which  ought  to  be  secured,  like  investors  in 
every  other  form  of  commercial  or  financial 
undertaking,  against  imreasonable  or  confis- 
cating legislation." 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  hon.  Member 
did  not  quite  finish  the  quotation.  I 
think,  if  my  memory  serves  me  aright, 
that  I  did  say  that  some  people  take 


very  different  views  of  what  confiscation 
is. 

♦Mr.  cave  :  lam  afraid  they  do.    I 
have  dealt  at  some  leng  h  with  this  re- 
duction part  of  the  Bill,  because  I  think 
that  it  is  not   sufficiently  understood, 
and  th\t  it  deserves  careful  considera- 
tion.    In  dealing  with  the   time-limit  I 
can  be  briefer,  for  my  task  is  simpler. 
As   the  House   knows,  the   proposal  is 
that  after  the  fourteen  years  any  applica- 
tion for  the  renewal  of  a  licence  is  to 
be  treated  as  an  application  for  a  new 
licence  and  the  provisions  of  the    1904 
Act  as  to  confirm  ition   and    monopoly 
value     are     to     appl/.      One     of     the 
Ministers — the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
— told     one     of     his     audienoes     that 
this   was  simply  a   proposal   to   revert 
to  the  pre-1904  conditions,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  will  say  that  in  this  House. 
Before  1904  a  licensee  who  wanted  renewal 
was  not  bound  to  appear  at  petty  ses- 
sions unless  he  had  notice  of  objection. 
Under  this  Bill  he  must  go  there  every 
year  to  fight  his  case,  not  only  against 
temperance  objectors,   but  against  any 
others  who  may  come  and  bid  against 
him.     Before  1904,  if  an  applicant  got 
his   renewal   it   was   final.     Under   this 
Bill   it   is   nothing   of  the   kind.     If  a 
licence  is  renewed  the  renewal  has  to  be 
confirmed  and  the  applicant  must  fight 
his  battle  over  again  before  the  county 
committee  at  his  own  expense.     Again, 
before    1904   no    applicant   for   renewal 
paid    a    farthing   for    monopoly    value. 
Under  this  Bill  he  must  pay  the  full 
monopoly  value  of  the  licence.     There- 
fore no  one  can  say  this  is  a  reversion 
to  pre-1904  conditions.     Nor  is  it  true, 
as  has  been  said,  that  a  time-limit  in 
this  sense  was  proposed  in  this  House 
in    1904    and    voted    for  by    Unionist 
Members.     The    proposal     then    mad^ 
was  something  quite  different.    It  was 
simply  that  after  a  certain  number  of 
years,  seven  or  fourteen,  the  provisions 
for  compensation  should  cease  and  the 
licensee    was  to    revert    to    his    former 
position.     That  is  totally   different.     I 
do   not  want  to   dwell    upon  that,    but 
I  want  to  consider  for  a  moment  what 
is  the  meaning  of  monopoly  value  in 
this  Bill,  because  I  believe,  and  I  am 
the   more   convinced   of   it   after   what 
the  Prime  Minister  has  said,  that  there 
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without  comj^'iisation  by  or  cost  to  the  com- 
munity, a  private  mono})oly  may  be  trana- 
ierred  to  the  State  ....  Thi.^  precedent  fur- 
■nished  by  non-Socialists  is  one  which  will  not 
l)e  forgotten  when  public  opinion  regrets  the 
Knti-social  privileges  conferred  by  our  fore- 
-fathers  and  ourstlves  u})on  land  monopolies, 
railway  mc>noiKilii»s.  mine  royalty  mono])olies, 
«nd  all  other  mono|>olies  fonlishly  handed  over 
1o  private  individualists  by  the  community.  As  j 
■n  Sot^ialist  I  have  never  advocated  a  time-limit. 
I  have  been  preparetl  to  treat  the  drink  mo- 
jioi)oly  a**  I  would  other  evil  things  like  landlord- 
ism and  capitalism,  and  give  fair  consideration 
to  ])rivate  intere^.ts  which  the  folly  of  the  people 
lias  allowed  to  crow  up  and  even  to  make  some 
considerable  social  sacrifices  for  the  good  to  be 
gained  by  the  transfer  of  those  interests  to  the 
<»ommunity.  But  if  individualists  are  determined 
to  abolish  private  monojwly  by  a  time-limit 
without  monetary  com]H»nsation  I  see  no  reason 
why  as  a  StX'ialist  I  should  oppose  this  con- 
venient precedent.'' 

Tliere  are  many  hon.  Members  opposite 
who  might  very  well  take  that  statement 
to  heart.  I  have  left  myself  no  time 
to  deal  with  the  minor  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  To  me  local  veto  has  always 
f^eemed  to  be  the  least  reasonable  of 
temperance  reforms.  The  clauses  with 
regard  to  clubs,  I  think,  are  somewhat 
insulting,  and  they  are  admittedly  in- 
cfEective.  The  proposul  to  empower 
justices  to  forbid  the  employment  of 
barmaids  is  also  I  must  say  a  little  insult- 
ing to  an  hnnest  and  hard-working  cliss. 
I  should  be  sorry  if  those  who  have 
supported  the  right  of  women  to  vote 
were  to  go  into  the  Lobby  and  denv  to 
these  women  the  right  to  work.  I  do 
not  understand  why  Ireland,  which  was 
paid  by  the  Royal  Commission  to  require 
restriction?  on  drinking  more  than  any 
other  part  of  England,  is  omitted, 
or  why  Scotland  is  omitted.  Speaking 
for  myself.  I  think  that  the  clause 
relating  to  rhildrcn  will  receive  fair  con- 
^ideration  in  every  <|uarter  of  the  House, 
and  my  only  regret  is  that  it  is  not  found  in 
another  Bill  alreadv  before  the  House — 
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one  drunkard  the  less  in  England.    But 
even  if  it  were  otherwise,  if  you  conU 
prove    that   the    passsing    of    this    Bill 
would  appreciably  reduce  the  amount  ot 
intemperance  in  this  country,  still  I  say 
that  in   order  to  accomplish  that  great 
good,  I  would  not  have    the  House  do 
this  great  wrong.     And  if  you  taunt  us. 
as  you  do,  with  the  finding  of  the  Royal 
Commission   that  hardly    any    sacrifice 
would  be  too  great  in  order  to  dimininb 
the  evils  of  intemperance,   I  accept  the 
statement  in  that  form,  but  I  say  that 
there   is   one   sacrifice   which,   even  for 
that  purpose,  we  ought  not  to  be  asked 
to   make,  and   that   is  the  sacrifice  of 
the  old  rule  and  tradition  of  this  House 
that  even-handed  justice  shall  be  meted 
out  to  all  the  inhabitants  of  this  realm. 
I  beg  to  move. 


♦Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL  (Aston  Manor) : 
I  beg  to  second  the  Motion.  My  hon.  and 
learned  friend  has  criticised  this  measuie 
with  great  and  conspicuous  ability,  but  I 
will  venture  to  add  a  certain  number  of 
additional  reasons  why  the  Bill  should  be 
rejected,  to  which  I  hope  the  Prime 
Minister  will  do  me  the  honour 
of  paying  attention.  Seldom  has 
a  Bill  been  brought  before  this 
House  containing  a  professed  object 
so  entirely  at  variance  with  its  real 
effect.  Its  professed  object  is  tem- 
perance, but  its  real  effect  is  to  attack 
the  trade.  It  is  a  perfectly  legitimate 
trade,  which  has  as  much  right  to  be 
carried  on  and  which  has  been  carried  on 
as  legally  and  properly  as  any  other 
trade.  Those  sitting  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  this  House  do  not  profess  to  be 
in  special  alliance  with  the  trade,  but  we 
do  say  it  ought  to  be  treated  as  justly 
and  fairly  as  any  other  trade.  We  urge 
that  this  particular  trade  ought  not  to  be 
penalised,  that  sober  people  ought  not 


the  ChildreTi  Bill— where  it  might  have  to  be  penalised  simply  because  some  of 
been  discussotl  at  leisure.  But  1  rest  my  i  their  fellow  citizens  are  disgusting 
oppoMtion  on  the  two  points  which  Ihave  j  enough  to  get  drunk.  For  the  sake  of 
mentioned,  and  1  believe  that  it  is  by  these  i  these  drunkards  we  are  not  prepared  to 
two  main   proposals  that  the  Bill  must  ;  support  the  Government  in  confiscating 


either  stantl  or  fall.  We  on  thi>  side 
of  the  House  would  view  with  favour  any 
proposal  which  would  really  diminish  the 
intemperance  of  the  country,  while  doing 
justice  to  individuals,  but  this  Bill  is 
unjust.     If    it    were    ]ussed.  I    do    not 


believe  thit  b;>caus-.»  of  it  there  would  be  i  reform 
Mr.  C<U'€. 


an  industry  largely  without  compensation 
which  has  been  built  up  relying  upon 
the  good  faith  of  the  State.  I  should  like 
by  way  of  preface  to  say  that  temperance 
reform  is  not  a  Radical  monopoly,  because 
1  we  on  these  benches  are  just  as  keen  to 
drunkards   as   hon.    Gentlemen 
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opposite,  and  we  wish  to  leave  no  stone 
iinturned  to  accomplish  this  object ;  but 
we  do  not  believe  that  the  method  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  is  the  right  way  to  do  it. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  maintain  that 
this  Bill  will  attain  that  object.     If  so, 
why  do  they  not  extend  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land and  Scotland,  where  the  statistics 
show  there  is  more  drunkenness  than  in 
England  ?   Why  do  they  not  also  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  BUI  so  as  to  include 
grocers'  licences  ?     If  this  Bill  is  passed 
it  appears  to  me  that  English  brewers 
will  have  to  put  up  the  price  of  beer  in 
order  to  provide  for  compensation  and 
for  the    confiscation   of   their  property, 
whilst  their  Scottish  and  Irish  rivals  will 
be  able  to  undersell  them.     The  Motion 
calls    attention    to  this  Bill  as    failing 
to  promote  the  cause  of  temperance  and 
violating  the    principles  of  equity.      It 
is  an    iniquitous    Bill,    and    I    entirely 
associate  myself  with  what  my  hon.  and 
learned  friend  has  said  with  regard  to  the 
time-limit.     I    have    no    hesitation   in 
answering  the  Prime  Minister's  question 
by   saying   that   I    do    not   accept   the 
principle    of    the    time- limit.     I    think 
fair  compensation  ought  to  be  paid,  and 
it  is  essential  that  it  should  be  paid. 
The   country  gave  its   opinion   on   this 
subject  in  1895  when  it  pronounced  with 
no  uncertain  voice  on  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  of  1893.  Under  this  time-limit  of  four- 
teen years  only  one-third  of  the  trade  will 
be   compensated   whilst   the    two-thirds 
which  will  have  to  subscribe  to  the  com- 
pensation   fund    will    be    extinguished 
without     any     compensation      at     all. 
Almost    from    time    immemorial,    from 
1495,     it      has      been      the      practice 
to   extinguish   licences   for   misconduct. 
For  the  last  150  years  it  has  been  the 
practice  of  licensing  benches  not  to  refuse 
to    renew    licences    unless    misconduct 
has  been  proved,  and  I  do  not  know  why 
this    custom    is    to    be    departed   from 
to-day.      Where     licences     have     been 
renewed  from   year  to  year  something 
very  like   a   vested    interest    has    been 
created.     The  wording  of  the  Memoran- 
dum of    the  Inland    Revenue    in    1890 
expressly     assumes     that     the     licence 
will  be  renewed.     All  the  explanations 
of   the  Inland   Revenue   Commissioners 
are  based  on  the  assumption  that  the 
annual  licence  will  be  renewed,  and  that 
is  a  material  factor  in  considering  the 
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compei^ation  and  treatment  which  the 
licensing  trade   should   receive.     If  the 
pra:tice  has  been  wrong,  are  hon.  Grentle- 
men  opposite  prepared  to  refund  all  the 
unfair  rating  and  death    duties    which 
have  been  paid  up  to  the  present  time  ? 
Magistrates   have   frequently   compelled 
structural  alterations  to  be  made  and 
have  granted  licences  on  the  condition 
that  such  alterations  were  made.     Would 
they     have     compelled     those     altera- 
tions,    and     would      those      conditions 
have     been      accepted,     if     they    h\d 
assumed    that     those     licences     would 
not  be    renewed  annually  ?     Again,  we 
hear  that  investors   in   brewery  stocks 
are  mere  speculators.     It  is  a  favourite 
argument    of    hon.    Grentlemen    on    the 
opposite  benches.     I  entirely  deny  that 
many  of  them  are  speculators.     It  is  a 
matter  of  common  knowledge  that  many 
of    the    investors    in   these    stocks    are 
insurance  companies  and  banks,  and  I 
cannot  conceive  that  anyone  in  his  sober 
senses  would  say  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
either    insurance    companies    or    banks 
are  speculative  concerns.     On  the  con- 
trary, they  are  managed  with  extreme 
caution,    and    these    investments    were 
certainly  made  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  safe  and  secure.     But  even  g  ant- 
ing for  tha  sike  of  argim2nt   th.t  in- 
vestors did  not  sufficiently  consider  all 
the  future,  I  think  you  are  bound  to 
suppose  they  considered  that,  while  one 
or  two   licences  might  not  be  renewed 
in    consequence     of     misconduct,    they 
had    no    reason    whatever    to    assume 
that  all  licences  would  be  swept  away 
at  one  fell  swoop.     No  person,  however 
little  a  speculator,  could  have  assumed 
or  had  any  intuitive  knowledge  to  believe 
that  all  the  licences  connected  with  the 
breweries  in  which  he  has  invested  were 
bodily  to  be  swept  away,  and  that  no 
compensation    would    be    given.    It    is 
one  thing  to  invest  in  a  concern  of  that 
kind  knowing  that  here  and  there  a  licence 
might  be  refused,  but  quite  a  difEerent 
thing    to    say   that    the    investor  could 
reasonably  assume  that  all  the  licences 
were  to  be  taken  away  as  this  Bill  pro- 
po3e3  to  do.     Then  we  are  taunted  with 
bringing    forward   the    argument   about 
the  widow  and  the  orphan,  as  if  they 
did  not  exist.     There  are  plenty  of  such 
widows    who    do    exist,    and    there    are 
plenty   who   will   be   extremely   hardly 
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hit  if  this  Bill  passes  into  law  «in  its 
present  form.  There  are  many  who 
have  invested  in  breweries,  and  there  are 
many  who  are  in  a  more  hard-up  condition 
than  the  ordinary  investor.  Only  the 
other  day  a  case  came  to  my  notice  in 
which  a  widow  had  been  left  by  her 
husband  a  public-house,  not  very  far 
from  London,  which  had  been  perfectly 
well  conducted,  and  against  which  no 
cause  of  complaint  had  ever  been  found. 
It  was  valued  roughly  at  something  like 
£15,000,  but  it  was  necessary  to  repair 
it  to  a  great  extent,  and  her  trustees 
applied  to  the  Court  to  sanction  the 
borrowing  of  £10,000  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  repairs.  The  Court  looked  into 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
sanctioned  her  borrowing  the  money. 
She  accordingly  went  to  a  well-known  bank 
and  borrowed  the  £10,000  she  required 
to  put  the  house  in  order.  Immediately 
after  that  this  Bill  is  introduced.  What 
happened  ?  The  value  of  these  premises, 
even  at  a  liberal  estimate,  is  not  more 
than  about  £6,000,  or  £7,000.  The 
bank  immediately  called  in  the  mortgage, 
because  they  will  necessarily  lose  on 
the  new  valuation,  and  the  woman  who 
has  invested  all  her  little  savings  in  the 
house,  being  unable  to  obtain  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  mortgage,  is  utterly 
ruined,  while  the  bank  itself  loses  con- 
siderably on  the  money  it  had  lent. 
That  is  a  case  of  a  very  serious  character, 
and  not,  I  believe,  an  isolated  case, 
but  it  ver>'  clearly  shows  the  evil  and 
unjust  effects  of  such  a  Bill  as  this. 
Under  the  principle  of  the  time- 
limit  we  know  that  almost  any- 
thing can  be  done.  My  hon.  and 
learned  friend  has  read  some  of  the 
socialistic  proposals  and  has  referred  to 
the  way  in  which  this  proposal  is  likely 
to  be  used  as  a  precedent.  No  doubt  it 
is  a  very  convenient  course  to  fix  a  time- 
limit  within  which  all  institutions — 
all  property — are  to  be  compensated  to 
some  degree,  and  then  to  be  taken  over 
— "  resumed  " — without  compensation. 
If  that  is  to  be  done  with  land,  railways, 
and  mines,  why  should  it  not  be  extended 
to  personal  property  ?  Why  should 
banks  themselves  not  be  nationalised 
on  a  similar  system  ?  I  cannot  for  the 
life  of  me  understand  why  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  prepared  to  introduce  such 
a^precedent  as  this  when  it  is  one  of  the 

Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil. 


greatest  danger,  and  might  be  applied 
to  any  useful  industrial  concern.  Sup- 
posing that  they  secured  State  manage- 
ment for  all  public-houses,  are  they  quite 
sure  that  it  will  be  efficient  ?  Let  the 
House  remember  that  State  manage- 
ment means  insecurity  of  tenure,  because 
it  means  that  since  a  licence  is  merely 
annually  to  be  renewed  the  licensee  may 
very  likely  be  turned  out  at  very  short 
notice,  and  the  effect  of  that  will  be  that 
the  best  licensees  will  not  go  into  that 
kind  of  trade  at  all.  Tou  will  abolish 
the  most  respectable  publicans  now  carry- 
ing on  the  trade,  and  you  will  find  only  the 
less  respectable  and  those  more  inclined 
to  be  subject  to  precarious  notice 
willing  to  take  service  under  State 
management.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
said  something  about  extending  the 
fourteen  years  limit,  or  being  willing  to 
be  squeezed  to  some  extent  on  that 
particular  aspect  of  the  question.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  would  not  be  reasonable,  and  be 
prepared  to  put  down  an  Amendment 
enabling  brewers  to  borrow  in  the  same 
way  as  municipalities  do  from  the 
Government,  allowing  for  a  low  rate  of 
interest,  and  a  sinking  fund  to  exterminate 
the  capital  in  sixty  years  or  some  such 
similar  term.  The  State  has  done  it  as 
regards  municipal  bodies.  If  they  wish 
to  exterminate  licences,  why  not  apply 
that  principle  to  the  brewery  trade  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

I  *Mr.* EVELYN  CECIL:  If  it  is  a 
question  of  money  surely  justice  comes 
before  money,  and  either  this  proposal 
ought  not  to  be  brought  in  at  i^  or 
sufficient  money  ought  to  be  forthcoming 
to  give  compensation  to  the  dispossessed 
trade.  Then  again,  the  portion  of  the  ' 
trade  the  heaviest  hit  after  fourteen  years 
is  undoubtedly  the  most  respectable.  It 
will  be  the  fittest  who  will  survive  and 
it  is  those  who  will  have  to  pay  the 
full  monopoly  value  for  renewal  or 
be  extinguished  without  compensation. 
Another  iniquity  of  the  Bill  is  the  loss 
of  employment  it  will  inffict.  Assuming 
that  under  each  licence  on  an  average 
five  people  are  employed,  and  that  some 
32,000  licences  will  be  extinguished  by 
this  Bill,  it  means  that  160,000  persons 


1141 


Licensing 


{28  April  1908} 


Bill 


1U2 


will  be  deprived  of  their  employment  and 
will  have  to  find  it  elsewhere,  in  trades 
perhaps  to  which  they  have  not  been 
trained  at  all.  Still  another  iniquity  of 
the  Bill  is  the  position  of  the  Licensing 
Commissioners.  I  believe  the  Govern- 
ment do  intend  to  alter  that.  I  think  it 
is  most  improper  that  the  Licensing 
Commission  should  not  be  responsible  to 
the  House  of  Commons  as  is  proposed  in 
the  Bill  as  drawn.  There  is  no  means  of 
controlling  their  action,  for,  as  the  Bill  at 
present  stands,  their  salaries  will  not 
appear  in  any  Estimate  coming  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  That  has  been 
altered. 

♦xMr.  EVELYN  CECIL  :  I  am  glad  to 
hear  that  at  any  rate  one  of  the  bad 
provisions  of  the  Bill  is  to  be  changed. 
Then  there  is  the  question  of  the  use  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  contended  that  the  Bill 
will  promote  temperance,  but  we  do  not 
think  that  it  will  really  promote  tem- 
perance. Is  this  Bill  really  wanted  ? 
The  country,  I  am  thankful  to  say,  has 
been  becoming  more  and  more  sober  for 
many  years  past.  Since  1870  the  number 
of  public-houses,  fully  licensed,  has  been 
reduced  from  63-3  per  10,000  of  the 
population  to  27*9.  Of  course,  within 
the  last  three  years,  since  the  Act  of  1904 
has  been  in  operation,  the  reduction  has 
been  extremely  rapid.  Last  year  2,010 
licences  were  extinguished,  and  the 
average  for  the  last  three  years  was  1,311. 
Why  not  give  the  Act  of  1904  a  fair 
chance  of  working  ?  It  is  admitted  on 
all  sides  to  be  working  very  well,  and  it 
does  seem,  not  merely  unjust,  but  ex- 
tremely gratuitous,  to  put  in  force  fresh 
measures  for  extinguishing  these  Hcences. 
I  venture  to  say  that  in  a  very  few  years 
we  should  find  that  the  Act  of  1904 
would  do  everything  for  temperance  that 
this  Bill  is  ever  likely  to  do.  The  number 
of  licences,  also,  is  not  by  any  means  an 
invariable  guide  to  the  amount  of 
drunkenness.  The  statistics  show  how 
utterly  fatuous  any  assumptions  on  that 
basis  really  are.  In  the  Blue-book  on 
Licensing  Statistics  recently  published  it 
is  stated  that  Cambridgeshire  has  now 
74 '95  licences  per  10,000  people.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  the 
new  allowance  will  be  only  26  per  10,000 


people,  so  that  in  Cambridgeshire  there 
are  three  times  more  licences  than  the 
standard,  while  convictions,  according  to 
statistics,  are  12  •  7  per  10,000  of  the  popu- 
lation. In  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
there  are  24*60  licences  per  10,000 
people,  but  the  convictions  there  are 
74*22,  or  more  than  six  times  as  many  as 
in  Cambridgeshire.  In  the  City  of 
Gloucester  there  are  33*37  licences  per 
10,000  people,  and  under  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  it  should  only  have 
twenty.  The  convictions  there  are 
only  9*73  per  10,000.  West  Ham  has 
now  only  7*  17  licences  per  10,000 
people,  but  under  the  Bill  it  would 
be  entitled  to  double  that  number, 
and  the  convictions  for  drunkenness  are 
already  43*8  per  10,000  of  the  population, 
or  more  than  four  times  higher  than 
Gloucester ;  so  that  in  a  temperate 
place  the  Bill  makes  numerous  reduc- 
tions, and  in  a  less  sober  place  it  makes 
none  at  all,  or  positively  allows  an  in-^ 
crease.  These  statistics  show  the  ludi- 
crous absurdity  of  trying  to  fix  a  hard 
and  fast  line  as  is  done  in  the  First 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,  of  which  the 
modifications  are  q  lite  illusory.  You  da 
not  necessarily  promote  temperance  by  re- 
ducing the  facilities  for  obtaining  drink. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  character, tone, 
and  geographical  position  of  a  town  or 
district  have  quite  as  much  to  do  with 
it  as  the  number  of  licences — probably 
a  good  deal  more — and  in  abolishing 
these  licences  you  afEect  a  large  number  of 
side  interests,  such  as  those  of  commercial 
travellers  who  make  use  of  these  licensed 
premises  for  the  purposes  of  their  busi- 
ness. If  you  are  going  to  reduce  the 
number  of  licences  you  will  introduce 
secret  drinking.  [Ministerial  dissent.] 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  that  will 
be  the  case.  Remember,  the  Bill  prohibits 
the  grant  of  new  licences,  but  does  not 
prohibit  the  establishment  of  new  clubs. 
The  magistrates  cannot  refuse  to  register 
new  clubs  merely  because  there  are 
other  drinking  facilities  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. It  is  very  remarkable  that 
since  1904  the  number  of  clubs  registered 
has  largely  increased.  The  total  number 
of  registered  clubs  is  now  about  7,250. 
In  1905  there  was  a  net  increase  of 
132,  in  1906  186,  and  in  1907  240 ;  so 
that  the  tendency  of  clubs  to  increase 
when^the  licences  are  reduced  is  already 
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proved  by  statistics  which  the  House 
possesses.  And  it  is  likely  that  clubs  will 
increase.  Clubs  have  no  licence  duty  to 
pay,  no  compensation  fund  to  which  to 
contribute,  no  restriction  of  hours,  and 
there  is  but  slender  police  supervision  over 
them.  Therefoie,  there  is  a  direct  induce- 
ment to  a  vast  multiplication  of  low-class 
clubs  which  will  be  able  to  be  open  all  night 
and  where  the  police  supervision  is  of 
the  slightest.  There  are,  moreover,  clubs 
to  which  public  attention  has  recently 
been  called  in  which,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  not  too  appropriate  entertainments 
are  given  on  Simdays  and  Good  Friday. 
It  will  be  a  great  misfortune  if  bogus  clubs 
are  to  increase  at  all.  Already,  also, 
the  club  promoter  is  looking  about.  He 
sees  that  in  a  wide  extension  of  clubs  he 
has  the  opportimity  of  financial  profit. 
I  am  sure  it  must  be  the  object  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  as  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  to  avoid  passing 
a  Bill  which  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  such 
an  unfortunate  condition  of  affairs.  I 
should  like  to  suggest  one  or  two  other 
criticisms  in  respect  to  clubs.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  my  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Croydon,  on  the 
Ist  of  this  month  said  that — 

"  The  club  clauses  of  this  Bill  have  for  their 
principal  object  the  exclusion  of  bad  clubs  from 
registration.  There  is  no  intention  to  hamper 
the  liberties  of  bona  fide  clubs." 

The  intention  may  be  excellent,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  is  at  all  Ukely  to  be  carried 
out,  because  the  clauses  are  insufficient 
to  eradicate  ill-conducted  drinking  clubs 
while  degrading  well-conducted  clubs. 
There  ought  to  be  a  distinction  made 
between  clubs  which  are  not  conducted 
in  good  faith  and  those  which  are  :  and 
I  would  suggest  to  the  Government  th^t 
they  ought  to  consult  respectable  clubs 
before  these  clauses  are  pasc'ed  into  law. 
There  are  numerous  provisions  which 
such  clubs  object  to.  They  object  to  the 
transfer  of  the  control  of  clubs  to  the 
licensing  justices  instead  of  being  as  at 
present  in  the  hands  of  the  petty  sessions 
and  the  Metropolitan  magistrates.  The 
licensing  justices  in  some  districts  have 
strong  antipathies.  They  object  also  that  a 
common  informer,  not  on  oath,  should 
be  able  to  lodge  a  complaint  which  would 
force  the  club  in  any  year  to  prove  its 
right  to  renewal  of  the  registration.  Th«, 
man  might  be  a  discharged  sorvant,  a 
Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil, 


spiteful  political  opponent,  or  a  black- 
mailer ;  an d  it  is  most  unj  ust  that  any  sudi 
persons  should  be  given  power  to  object  to 
registration  of  a  respectable  club  merely  to 
gratify  personal  spite.  Then  respectable 
clubs  object  to  being  searched  by 
disguised  police  spies.  They  have  a 
strong  feeling  that  such  ought  not  to  be 
the  case.  It  calls  to  mi  ad  the  days  of 
search  warrants  condemned  by  Lord 
Mansfield  140  years  ago  ;  and  I  am  sur- 
prised that  any  Government  in  these  days 
should  introduce  anything  analogous  to 
thit  pT-ocedure.  There  is  another  pro- 
vision in,  I  think.  Clause  39  in  which  tbe 
secretary  to  the  club  is  made  responsible 
for  m'sconduct  and  not  the  conimittee  of 
the  club.  Surely  the  committee  should  be 
made  responsible  for  bad  behaviour  and  not 
the  secretary.  In  all  these  respects 
I  think  gratuitous  insults  are  levelled 
at  respectable  clubs.  It  is  possible 
that  some  additional  remedy  of  the 
existing  law  may  be  found  which  might 
do  good  and  which  might  promofCe 
temp3rance  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
this  Bill  is  the  way  to  do  it.  I  think 
it  possible  that  something  might  be 
done  in  the  direction  of  combining  or 
co-ordinating  the  refreshment  trade  with 
the  Ucensed  trade  ;  but  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  here  and  now  to  express  a  definite 
opinion  on  that.  Of  one  thing,  how- 
ever, I  am  quite  sure,  and  that  is  that 
public  opinion  far  more  than  legislation 
is  Hkely  to  be  efficient  to  promote  temper- 
ance. Make  people  feel,  make  them 
realise  the  disgrace  of  dnmkenuess 
rather  than  legislate  against  liberty. 
Foster  voluntary  self-control ;  and  better 
housing  has  also  a  bearing  on  the  question. 
This  Bill  app  aars  to  me  to  do  the  maximum 
of  harm  to  the  trade,  and  to  bring  the 
minimum  amount  of  reform  to  tlie 
drunkard.  If  it  passes  at  all,  which 
may  be  doubted,  it  certainly  will  not 
pjiss  in  any  form  resembling  its  present 
shape.  Moderate  restrictions,  in  the 
history  of  the  world,  are  what  have  always 
been  proved  to  be  most  successfoL 
Excessive  severity  provokes  evasion; 
and  excessive  laxity  creates  indulgence. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  their  seal 
for  temp3rajace,  which  is  an  ezoelleit 
cause,  are  apt  to  lose  nght  of  the 
claims  of  justice,  which  is  a  quality 
of   equal   worth;     and    injustioe   may 
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parade  in  the  cloak  of  virtue,  but  it 
caauot  keep  up  the  disguise. 

Amendment  proposed  : — 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  That  *  to  the 
end  of  the  question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
'this  House  declines  to  proceed  further  with 
a  measure  which,  while  failing  to  promote  the 
cause  of  temperance,  violates  the  principles  of 
equity.'  ''—{Mr.  Cat^.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
th%  Question." 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  Last  year  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  whose  absence  from  this 
debate  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  de- 
plore as  much  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
was  good  enough  to  express  some  solici- 
tude as  to  the  state  of  mind  in  which  I 
should  find  myself  in  the  early  part  of  this 
session.  He  feared,  he  said,  that  the 
(Jovemment  would  not  fulfil  the  pledge 
they  had  given,  and  next  he  thought  I 
should  not  like  the  Bill  when  I  saw  it. 
I  am  thankful  that  his  solicitude  may  be 
relieved  on  both  points ;  and  I  want  to 
express  on  this,  the  first  opportunity 
given  me,  my  gratitude  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  their  fulfilment  this  session  of 
the  pledge  they  gave  to  place  this  question 
in  the  forefront  of  their  legislative  pro- 
gramme. It  has  been  not  without  diffi- 
culty and  ag:,inst  some  pressure  that 
they  have  done  so,  and  I  think  that  they 
are  entitled  to  our  gratitude  for  so 
fulfilling  their  pledges.  The  question 
whether  I  should  like  the  Bill  or  not 
was  also  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  therefore  I  venture  to  tell  him 
that  I  like  it  very  much.  I  desire  to 
congratulate  the  Government  upon  the 
courage  they  have  shown  in  this  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  told  us  to-day  that  he  was 
not  surprised  or  intimidated  by  the 
outcry  with  which  the  Bill  was  re- 
ceived, and  I  think  that  before  the  end 
of  the  session  is  reached  he  and  the 
Government  will  reap  the  reward  of  their 
courage,  and  that  therefore  the  Opposition 
may  learn  from  observation  if  not  from 
experiment  thit  courage  in  politics  does 
sometimes  pay.  Their  (Jovernment  in 
1904  preferred  to  surrender  to  the 
brewers  and  they  reaped  their  reward 
in  1906.    [Ironical  Opposition   cheers.] 


Hon.  Members  opposite  may  jeer,  but  I 
b?Heve  that  the  conduct  of  'the  late 
Government  towa  -ds  the  justices  and  the 
surrender  which  they  made' to  the  brewers 
in  1904  had  more  to  do  with  their  defeat 
in  ^1906  than  is  gene  ally  supposed.  A 
shock  was  given  to  the  moral  sense  of 
the  nation  which  was  by  no  means 
forgotten  when  the  general  election 
came  round :  and  I  think  this  Govern- 
ment has  strengthened  its  position  by 
taking  its  stand  at  the  head  of  the  moral 
forces  of  the  country.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
declares  that  the  Bill  does  not  tend 
to  promote  the  cause  of  temperance. 
I  noticed,  both  in  his  speech  and  in  that 
of  the  seconder  of  the  Amendment,  a 
warm  tribute  to  the  cause  of  temperance 
and  a  declaration  that  if  the  Bill  made 
for  the  good  of  that  cause  it  would  have 
no  more  earnest  supporters  than  them- 
selves. I  have  listened  to  many 
temperance  debates  in  this  House,  and  I 
have  never  heard  one  in  which  the  mover 
or  seconder  of  an  Amendment  did  not 
declare  that  he  was  more  devoted  to  the 
cause  of  temperance  than  those  who  were 
supporting  the  Bill,  but  they  have 
always  found  that  the  particular  measure 
which  is  before  the  House  is  one  which 
will  not  forward  the  cause  of  temperance. 
Outside  this  House  the  same  method 
of  opposition  to  this  Bill  is  being 
pursued  by  various  people.  We  find 
that  the  stockbrokers  will  have  nothing 
to  do  with  this  Bill  because  it  will  not 
promote  temperance.  I  notice,  too, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hammer- 
smith has  been  at  the  pains  of  collecting 
the  names  of  a  number  of  solicitors 
who  were  against  this  Bill,  because 
they  said  it  would  do  nothing  for  the 
cause  of  temperance.  I  wonder  why  it  has 
not  occurred  to  that  learned  profession, 
for  which  I  have  a  great  respect  and 
which  we  all  consult  in  certain  difficulties, 
that  they  make  themselves  ridiculous 
by  their  chiming  to  pronounce  whether 
this  measure  is  or  is  not  in  support 
of  the  cause  of  temperance.  If  they  had 
given  us  a  lecture  on  licensing  law  we 
might  have  listened  to  them,  but 
when  they  undertake  to  tell  us  what 
is  good  or  not  good  in  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance we  cannot  pay  attention  to  them. 
There  are  some  bodies  in  this  country 
who  have  some  claim  to  be  regarded  as 
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experts  on  this  temperance  question,  |  attendant  circumstances  in  regard  to 
and  those  are  the  temperance  societies,  i  reduction  and  in  connection  with  arrests 
There  are  many  of  them  who  for  |  for  drunkenness — circumstances  having 
seventy  or  eighty  years  have  been  !  regard  to  difEerent  police  and  different 
working  in  the  cause  of  temperance,  and  magistrates — to  make  any  comparison 
at    the    present     moment     all     these    between  difEerent  localities  of  much  value. 


societies,  which  have  had  their  differences 
in  the  past  and  which  in  dealing  with  this 
great  national  evil  of  intemperance  have 
suggested  different  remedies — all  these 
societies  are  supporting  the  Government 
Bill.  That  is  a  most  remarkable  result, 
and  I  do  not  know  of  any  Government 
Bill  on  this  question  which  has  ever  been 


I  do  not  think,  therefore,  we  have 
material  for  estimating  what  is  the 
real  effect  of  reduction  in  various  parts 
of  the  country.  But  where  you  have  the 
opportunity  of  comparing  is  in  a  place 
like  Liverpool  where  the  justices  de- 
liberately set  themselves  to  a  policj 
of    reduction,    and    at    the    same    time 


in  that  proud  position  before.  That  j  to  a  policy  of  strict  administratioQ, 
does  not  mean  that  this  is  the  Bill  of  the  |  with  this  result,  that  whereas  at  first 
societies,  because  it  is  not  their  Bill,  ;  there  was  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
or  that  of  any  or  all  of  them,  but  con\'iction8  because  of  the  stringency 
the  whole  of  the  temperance  societies  of  the  administration  of  the  law,  as  time 
in  the  country  recognise  on  the  part  of  ,  went  on  and  the  reduction  was  carried 
the  Government  a  statesmanlike  attempt  into  effect  the  con\'ictions  in  Liverpool 
to  solve  a  difficult  problem,  and  therefore,  became  reduced  far  more  than  in  pro- 
sinking  all  minor  differences,  they  are  portion  to  the  reduction  of  licences. 
ranged  behind  the  Government  on  this  I  believe  that  that  will  be  the  experience 
Bill.  In  their  judgment,  and  I  ch^'m  everywhere.  The  hon.  Member  quoted 
they  are  quite  as  good  judges  as  the  the  majority  Report  of  the  Oommission. 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  it  is  a  measure  ]  He  referred  to  one  extract,  and  I  will 
which  makes  for  temperance  reform,  refer  to  another  in  which  they  said 
and  they  believe  that  the  reduction  pro-  that  it  could  not  be  denied  that 
posals  of  the  Bill  are  of  a  beneficial  in  enormous  districts  throughout 
nature.  They  do  not  express  the  opinion  the  country,  if  not  universally,  owing  to 
that  reduction  alone  is  going  to  solve  ;  past  lax  admmistration  of  the  licensing 
the  problem  of  temperance,  and  I  venture  i  authorities,  or  in  some  cases  because  of 
to  think  that  the  quotation  from  Mr.  the  diminution  of  the  population,  and 
Gladstone  which  the  hon.  and  learned  especially  because  of  the  unlimited 
Member  gave  has  been  often  somewhat  increase  of  beer-shops  between  1830 
misused.  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  his  letter  to  and  18<)9,  an  increase  over  which  the 
Lord  Thring.  was  not  arguing  against  licenshig  authority  could  exercise  no 
reduction ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  well  discretion,  there  was  at  that  time  a 
known  that  he  was  in  favour  of  considerable  congestion  of  licences.  They, 
reduction,  but  he  said  tiiar  reduction  therefore,  regarded  a  large  suppression 
alone  is  not  rnough  and  that  reduction,  of  them  as  essential,  and  though  I  admit 
if  pretending'  to  th«.'  honour  of  a  remedy  that  the  majority  did  not  recommend  the 
in  itself,  wa>  little  bi'tter  than  an  inipos-  particular  form  of  reduction  of  so  many 
ture.  You  must  try  other  things,  and  houses  to  so  many  hundred  or  so  many 
he,  in  the  course  of  his  career,  tried  '  thousand  of  population,  nevertheless 
other  remedies,  some  of  them  sue-  they  did  suggest  that  you  should  have 
cessf 1 1  iihd  some  of  th'-m  unsuccessful,  regard  to  the  density  of  the  population 
and  he  never  supp()^^e(l,  and  I  do  not  and  to  local  considerations---difEereDce 
think  anyont*  ever  supposed,  that  the  between  town  and  country  and  so  forth 
mere  reduction  of  licences  in  this  country  — such  as  are  taken  account  of  and 
could  be  a  complete  remedy  for  the  embodied  in  the  scheme  of  the  BilL 
evils  of  intemperance.  And  then  let  me  Therefore  I  think  it  is  not  possible  for  the 
say  with  regard  to  the  statistics  whi  h  hon.  Member  to  justify  his  contention  that 
have  been  <|Uoted  that  I  agree  with  the  there  is  nothing  in  the  majority  Report 
hon.  Member  that  they  are  of  very  little  to  support  the  proposals  of  the  present 
value  as  provintr  the  use  of  reduction.  Government.  But  while  we  are  having 
for  this  reason,  that  there  are  too  many    this  reduction,  not  solely  because  it  is 
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going  to  reduce  the  temptations  to 
drinking,  I  do  think  that  it  will  reduce 
those  temptations  in  certain  places, 
and  that  is  a  consideration  which  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of.  It  is  a  con- 
sideration which  was  very  much  pressed 
upon  the  Royal  Commission  by  the 
evidence  of  many  witnesses,  including 
the  new  Member  for  North- West  Man- 
chester in  his  salad  days.  He  emphasised 
the  great  value  of  reduction  in  diminishing 
temptation  to  those  who  happen  to  be 
the  victims  of  the  drinking  habit.  Then, 
again,  the  reduction  is  valuable  from  the 
point  of  view  of  administration  pf  the 
liquor  laws  generally,  as  it  raises  the 
standard.  When  the  process  of  reduction 
is  going  on  it  raises  the  standard  of  the 
houses  in  the  locality  in  which  it  is  going 
on,  and  there  is  a  sort  of  competition 
among  the  licensees  that  their  houses 
should  be  better  managed  than  those  of 
their  neighbours,  so  that  when  the 
magistrates  are  framing  their  schemes 
of  reduction  their  licence  should  not 
be  the  one  which  is  taken  away. 
I  admit  that  the  force  of  that  has 
been  very  greatly  weakened  by  the 
compensation  system  set  up  by  the  Act 
of  1904,  but  it  is  still  desired  by  the 
licensees  in  most  cases,  though  not  in 
all,  to  have  their  licences  renewed,  and 
there  still  is  the  pressure  when  reduction 
is  going  on  to  raise  the  standard  of 
conduct  of  licensed  houses.  Again,  it 
renders  supervision  easier  on  the  part 
of  the  police  and  of  the  licensing 
authority,  and  that  is  a  matter  of 
importance.  In  regard  to  our  licensing 
system,  we  start  from  the  proposition 
that  the  trade  is  a  dangerous  one  which 
requires  to  be  carefully  regulated  and 
watched,  and  if  that  is  not  conceded 
in  this  House  there  is  little  common 
ground  upon  this  question;  but  con- 
ceding that,  it  is  of  great  importance 
that  houses  should  not  be  in  any  undue 
proportion  in  any  particular  locality, 
since  it  makes  administration  and  super- 
vision very  much  easier.  I  should  have 
thought  that  provided  they  got  the 
compensation  value  settled  to  their 
satisfaction  the  trade  had  no  reason  to 
object  to  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
licensed  houses  throughout  the  country. 
Where  a  place  Ls  over-licensed,  and  we  all 
agree  that  some  places  are  over-licensed, 
they  will  gain  by  having  the  number  of 


licences  reduced  to  a  reasonable  pro- 
portion to  the  population,  and  from  that 
point  of  view  I  do  not  think  they  can 
object  to  the  reduction.  I  also  fiail  to 
see  how  any  supporter  of  the  Act  of  1904 
can,  after  all,  object  to  reduction  when 
they  passed  an  Act  in  which  the  very 
aim  of  its  supporters  was  to  bring  about  a 
large  reduction.  We  were  told  by  the 
seconder  that  this  reduction  was  going  to 
bring  about  a  large  amount  of  imem- 
ployment,  and,  although  I  should  regard 
that  if  I  thought  it  was  true  as  a  very 
serious  objection  to  the  Bill,  I  do  not 
accept  the  figures  he  gave  as  to  the 
number  of  people  who  are  likely  to  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  by  passing 
this  Bill.  He  estimated  five  to  every 
licensed  house  and  said  there  would  be 
some  10,000  annually  thrown  out  of  work 
as  the  result  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
I  think  that  estimate  is  preposterous. 
I  can  find  no  ground  for  calculating  that 
there  would  be  any  such  number.  I 
should  think  the  number  would  be  a  little 
over  one  to  every  house.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  under  this  Bill  it  is  not 
the  largest  and  most  important  houses 
which  are  going  to  be  closed,  and  in  many 
country  districts  at  any  rate,  in  the  case 
of  a  great  many  houses,  the  licensee  has 
another  occupation.  He  is  often  a 
blacksmith  or  small  farmer  or  painter, 
or  is  carrying  on  some  trade,  and  there 
is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  in  the  case 
of  every  licence  reduced  someone  will 
be  thrown  out  of  employment.  I  should 
say,  instead  of  10,000,  between  2,000  and 
3,000  would  be  far  nearer  the  true 
figures  of  those  who  will  have  to  seek  em- 
ployment. But  even  that  number  is 
worth  considering.  I  do  not  lightly  throw 
2,000  or  3,000  men  out  of  work  in  these 
times,  and  I  ask  myself  what  prospect 
is  there  for  them  to  find  employment.  I 
find  that  there  are  a  great  many  transfers 
in  this  trade;  I  cannot  tell  the  exact 
number.  The  Home  Secretary  has  been 
a^ked  for  it,  but  we  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  get  it.  I  should  put  the  number 
of  transfers  at  not  less  than  3,000  a  year, 
that  is  well  within  the  mark,  and  that 
number  alone  would  suffice  to  make  open- 
ing-j  for  these  men.  ["  How  ? "]  When 
there  is  a  transfer  a  new  occupant  is  pro- 
posed, and  iQ  such  cases  the  old  occupant 
often  has  difficulty  in  getting  employment 
again  owing  to  his   having  [spoiled   his 
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record  and  lost  his  character,  but  the  men 
now  in  question  would  be  men  of  excellent 
and  unblemished  character,  and  they 
would  get  places.  But  I  do  not  want  to 
press  that  point  too  far.  Then  there  are 
a  large  number  of  deaths  in  this  trade, 
which  is  the  most  dangerous  industry  in 
the  country.  ["  Oh  !  "]  I  do  not  state 
that  on  my  own  authority,  but  though  I 
have  not  the  figures  by  me,  the  Registrar- 
General  calculates  the  mortality  figures  in 
different  trades,  and  I  find  that  of  all  the 
industries  of  the  country  far  and  away  the 
most  dangerous  is  that  of  selling  liquor  over 
the  counter  to  people  in  our  large  cities. 
The  people  who  live  longest  in  this 
country  are  the  clergy  and  ministers  of 
religion,  because  they  are  good.  Lawyers, 
good  as  they  are,  do  not  live  so  long  as 
ministers  of  religion.  Whilst  ministers 
of  religion  are  at  one  end  of  the  scale, 
potmen  and  barmen  are  at  the  other. 
The  brewers  are  pretty  low  do>^n,  but 
the  potmen  and  barmen  are  at  the 
bottom.  From  that  cause  alone  there 
are  many  vacancies  in  this  business, 
not  less  than  from  5,000  to  6,000.  There- 
fore, from  that  cause  alone  you  have 
ample  vacancies  to  swallow  up  the  men 
who  lose  their  employment  by  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  these  houses. 
All  that  will  be  necess^uy  is  that  tv  o  or 
three  thousand  yourg  men  should  go 
into  other  trades.  The  money  spent 
in  liquor  is  largely  drawn  from  that 
required  for  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
if  it  were  not  spent  in  liquor  it  would 
be  spent  on  furniture,  clothing,  and 
other  necessaries.  Therefore,  from  the 
diminished  consumption  of  drink  there 
would  arise  a  demand  for  these  articles 
in  other  trades.  That  is  the  experience 
of  countries  where  they  have  had 
the  wit  to  banish  the  liquor  shop. 
They  find  in  those  countries  that  there 
is  a  demand  growing  up  for  other  articles. 
The  phenomenal  growth  of  r.o-hfence 
areas  in  the  United  States,  New  Zea- 
land, and  Australia  is  not  due 
to  the  me  e  spe.d  of  teetotilism. 
It  has  arisen  from  the  fact  that 
business  men  have  found  out  that  the 
diminished  opportunity  for  spending 
money  on  liquor  leads  to  increased 
demand  for  other  materials.  If  I  might 
borrow  a  term  from  the  Stock  Exchange, 
a  slump  in  liquor  means  a  boom  in 
every  other  industry.     The  hon.  Member 
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complains  of  the  changed  basiB  far 
compensation,  but  to  my  mind  thit 
is  one  of  the  very  best  things  I  find  in 
this  Bill,  and  one  of  the  most  jnii 
I  cannot  find  any  justice  what- 
ever in  the  present  system.  In  the 
Return  granted  to  my  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  the  Spen  Valley  witii 
regard  to  the  compensation  feii  for 
houses  suppressed  in  London,  I  fisd 
houses  which  have  been  paid  compenn- 
tion  amounting  to  120  and  130  times 
the  annual  assessment  for  local  puiposes. 
There  can  be  no  justification  for  such 
compensation  as  this.  The  '*  Golden 
Fleece  "  at  Bermondsey  received  £8,59S 
as  compensation  for  the  non-renewid  ef 
the  licence.  The  house  is  still  in  the 
possession  of  the  brewery  company,  who 
can  let  it  as  a  shop  and  no  doubt  get 
considerable  rent  for  it.  That  house, 
with  its  licence,  was  assessed  at  £67  a 
year  for  the  London  rates,  and  the 
compensation  was  close  upon  130  times 
that  assessment.  In  that  case  one  of  two 
things  must  be  admitted.  Either  the 
compensation  given  was  too  great  or 
the  assessment  for  the  local  rating  pur- 
poses was  far  too  small.  The  trade  can 
take  their  choice.  They  can  either  he 
assessed  at  the  proper  annual  value  for 
the  purposes  of  the  rates  which  they 
help  so  much  to  create,  or  else  when 
the  time  comes  they  will  receive  less 
compensation.  They  cannot  have  it 
both  ways.  They  must  pay  and  be 
paid  on  the  same  basis.  I  will  net 
argue  the  question  of  the  publican 
very  much.  He  will  receive  more 
compensation  th^.n  at  present,  and 
his  position  will  be  better  in 
this  respect,  that  when  this  Bill 
becomes  law  it  will  go  far  to  de- 
stroy the  tied  house  system.  An  hon. 
Member  complained  that  certain  hoi. 
Members  of  this  House  had  gone  round 
appealing  to  the  publicans  of  the 
country  to  support  this  Bill  because  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  them;  I  think 
they  have  done  quite  rightly,  because 
the  Bill  will  go  far  to  end 
the  tied  house  system.  Now,  let 
me  turn  to  the  time-limit.  As  I 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, he  does  not  object  to  the  time-limit 
in  the  sense  in  which  the  words  were 
used  so  much  in  this  House  during  the 
debates  on  the  Act  of  1904.    I  am  glad 
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that  he  has  drawn  attention  to  the  two- 
fold character  of  the  time-limit,  because 
I  agree  with  him.  The  time-limit  in 
this  case  is  two-fold.  At  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  the  compensation  arrange- 
ment set  up  in  1904  is  to  come  to  an 
end.  I  always  thought  the  State  made 
a  mistake  when  it  entered  into  that 
business  at  all  and  helped  the  trade 
to  insure  itself.  I  believe  the  trade  was 
quite  competent  to  insure  itself,  and  if 
it  had  been  left  to  itself  we  should  have 
been  better  off  to-day.  But  with  four- 
teen years  notice,  I  think  they  will 
be  able  to  insure  themselves  at  a 
small  cost  just  as  they  were  able  to 
insure  themselves  prior  to  1904.  For 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  time-limit 
from  the  other  point  of  view  we  may  put 
the  Act  of  1904  on  one  side,  and  suppose 
it  had  never  been  passed.  It  is  con- 
tended by  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
the  State  has  no  right  at  the  end  of  any 
period  of  years  to  change  the  system  of 
the  taxation  of  the  liquor  trade,  because 
that  is  what  the  "  monopoly  value  "  of 
the  houses  amounts  to.  It  amounts  to 
putting  a  tax  of  some  magnitude  on  the 
trade  at  the  end  of  fifteen  years  from 
now.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the 
two  lines  of  criticism  supposed  to  be 
contradictory,  namely,  the  statement 
that  the  brewers  are  going  to  be 
ruined,  and  th\t  the  consumption  of  beer  is 
not  going  to  be  less.  Those  statements 
appear  to  destroy  each  other,  but  that 
really  is  not  the  case,  because  the  brewers 
are  affected  by  this  Bill,  not  solely  because 
they  are  brewers,  but  because  they  are 
the  owners  of  licensed  houses.  They 
have  changed  from  brewers  into  specu- 
lators in  licensed  houses.  That  is  the 
root  of  the  opposition  to  this  Bill. 
Much  of  the  talk  upon  this  matter 
would  seem  to  throw  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  responsibility  for  the  depres- 
sion of  brewery  shares.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  by  The  Times,  which  is 
certainly  not  a  great  friend  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  of  this  Bill — it  is  not  in  the 
leading  columns  certainly — but  in  the 
financial  and  commercial  supplement 
where  one  is  supposed  to  find  facts 
it  hcs  been  poin  ed  out  that  it  is  not 
this  Bill  that  has  killed  the  brewery 
market : 

"  The  market  was  dead  before,  and  dead  as 
the  result  of  the  speculation   in   tie<l   houses 


which  culminated  ten  years  ago  and  has  been 
collapsing  ever  since." 

The  predicament  in  which  the  brewers  find 
themselves  is  not  of  our  creation,  and  they 
have  no  right  now  to  ask  us  to  stay  ouar 
hand  in  order  that  they  may  have  more 
time  to  get  back  what  they  have  lost  in 
speculation.  They  knew  what  they  were 
doing ;  they  knew  i  hat  the  monopoly  value 
which  they  were  buying  was  a  most 
precarious  value.  I  have  had  several 
circulars  sent  to  me  ;  I  have  here  a 
circular  from  Meux's  Brewery  Company, 
from  which  I  find  that  the  paid  up 
capital  is  £2,000,000,  of  which  £1,500,000 
is  debentures  and  preference  stock,  and 
£500,000  ordinary  share  capital.  Of  the 
debentJies  and  p  eference  stock  I  find 
that  only  £8,861  is  held  by  the  licensed  and 
allied  trades.  That  was  sent  to  me  to  im- 
press upon  me  the  number  of  widows  and 
orphans  who  would  be  ruined  by  this  Bill, 
but  it  makes  a  very  different  impression* 
It  shows  me  that  the  brewers  knew 
very  well  what  they  were  investing  in, 
and  they  have  sold  out  to  a  less  instructed 
public.  They  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  monopoly  value  was  most  precarious; 
it  depended  on  the  law  remaining  as  it 
was.  They  had  no  right  to  assume  that 
Parliament  was  not  going  to  alter  the 
law.  Parliament  has  perpetually  altered 
the  law  in  regard  to  the  liquor  trade.  If 
you  look  at  the  Statute-book  you  will  find 
that  hardly  a  year  has  passed  without 
some  law  being  placed  upon  it  which 
affects  the  liquor  trade  and  its  profits. 
Very  stringent  laws  are  passed  sometimes. 
Mr.  Ritchie,  who  sat  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  in  1882  was  instrumental  in 
passing  a  Bill  which  brought  the  beer 
off-licences  under  the  discretion  of  the 
magistrates,  and  many  of  those  beer- 
houses were  closed  without  any  com- 
pensation being  given.  That  was  done 
without  any  time-limit  and  without  any 
compensation  whatever  being  provided. 
Parliament  has  never  parted  with  its 
right  to  legislate  on  this  nu.tter ;  it  is 
the  one  thing  which  it  has  got  in  return 
for  the  monopoly  value  granted  for 
nothing.  The  monopoly  value  depends 
also  on  the  habits  of  the  neighbourhood. 
When  a  great  advocate  like  Father 
Mathew  arises,  the  consumption  of  drink 
sinks  to  almost  nothing  in  the  neighbour- 
hood    where     his     influence     is     felt. 
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Monopoly  value  depends  also  on  the 
action  of  the  justices.  I  am  suie 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
not  deny  thet  the  justices  were 
free,  if  they  chose,  to  grant  licences 
to  all  and  sundry  who  applied.  They 
tried  in  Liverpool  the  experiment 
of  free  trade  in  licences,  and  the  result 
of  it  was  that  there  was  no  monopoly 
value  left  in  a  licence,  because  the 
monopoly  value  depended  solely  on  a 
continuance  of  the  policy  of  restriction. 
It  has  not  been  contested,  and  cansot 
be  contested — I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  a  legal  argument — that  tht  justices 
have  a  full  discretion  to  refuse  the  re- 
newal of  the  licence  of  an  individual  house 
if  they  think  fit  to  do  so.  Therefore, 
in  buying  up  any  licensed  house  it 
is  clear  that  the  brewers  were  purchasing 
a  most  precarious  interest.  They  ran 
all  those  risks  because  of  the  high  profits 
which  they  thought  they  would  make. 
All  I  can  say  is  that,  if  they  have  not 
written  down  the  value  of  the  licensed 
properties  as  they  bought  them — many  of 
them  have,  I  know — it  is  one  of  the  most 
scandalous  chapters  ii\  the  whole  history  of 
rotten  finance,  either  in  this  or  in  any  other 
country.  They  ought  never  to  have 
paid  those  high  values  for  precarious 
properties,  and  the^/  ought  to  have 
written  them  down  by  a  large  percentage 
each  year  after  the  transaction. 
But,  instead  of  doing  that,  they  have 
distributed  large  dividends,  and  disposed 
of  shares  in  their  companies  to  a  confiding 
pubhc,  and  I  hold  that  they  must 
bear  the  blame  for  any  difficulty  which 
widows  and  orphans  may  at  present 
eicperience.  I  think  this  monopol)'  value 
is  enormously  exasrgerated  in  all  the 
current  talk.  I  think  in  the  estimates 
that  are  made  of  it  a  great  dciil  is  reckoned 
which  is  not  monopoly  value  at  all ;  and 
I  was  very  glad  indeed  to  hoar  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  to-day 
that  he  hpd  it  in  his  mind  to  try  to  give 
some  clear  definition  of  what  this  mono- 
poly value  is.  I  believe  that  ir  the 
estimate  of  £100,000,CKX),  or  thereabouts, 
ordinary  profits  are  included ;  but 
£8  I  imderstand  it,  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion at  all  to  include  in  the  monopoly 
value  anything  except  those  extra  profits 
which  are  conferred  upon  the  liquor 
trade  over  and  above  all  other  trades, 
S3  a  result  ol  monopoly.     I  believe,  for 

Mr.  Leif  Jones, 


the  purpose  of  writing  down  that  mono- 
poly value,  the  limit  of  fourteen  years  isa 
generous  one.     I  noticed  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Walton  in  his  speech  on  the 
First  Beading  of  the  Bill  did  not  expeet 
such  a  generous  limit.    He  had  piepaied 
his  figures  on  the  basis  of  a  ten-yean 
limit,  which,  I  imagine,  was  the  baaifl 
on    which    he    expected    the    Govern- 
ment would  start.    Personally,   I  wish 
the  Government  had  chosen  ten  yean, 
a    limit    which    would  have    met    the 
justice  of  the   case.    The   Government 
have  been  most  generous,  I  claim,  to  the 
trade,  and,  if  anything,  they  have  not 
perhaps  been  quite  careful  enough  of  the 
great  interests  of  the  nation.    Certainly, 
if  there  be  a  failure  an3rwhere,  it  is  not 
towards    the    liquor    trade    but    rather 
towards  the  nation.    But  the  trade  in 
the  time-limit  allowed  can  easily,  I  think, 
write   off   the   monopoly   value.     I  am 
glad  to  see  that  they  are  already 'making 
an  attempt  to  do  it.     I  understand  that 
aTgreat  brewery  company  in    Watfoid 
have  declined  to  renew  their  subscription 
of  10s.  6d.  a  year,  which  they  have  con- 
tributed for  some  thirty  years  to  the 
Ragged  School  Fund  to  provide  a  holiday 
outing  for  the  children.    For  thirty  yean 
they  have  paid  the  subscription  without 
grumbling  or  demur,  out  of  the  gladness 
of  their  heart  and  the  fulness  of  their 
pocket,     but    now,     without     warning, 
j  without   a   fourteen   years    limit,    with 
I  only  twenty-four  hours  notice,  they  have 
'  cut  off  that  10s.  6d.     I  do  not  complain. 
I  They  are  within  their  rights.     But  so  are 
I  we  within  our  rights  in  proposing  that 
I  in   fifteen  years   from    now   the  nation 
I  shall    be    in    a    position    to     make  a 
!  new     arrangement     with      regard     to 
I  licences.    I   welcome   very   heartily  the 
I  local  option  proposals  of  the  Bill,Vand, 
I  unlike    the    hon.    and    learned    Member 
1  who  moved  the  Amendment,   I  regard 
I  with  the  greatest  hope  the  application 
I  of  this  principle.     I  believe  that  when  the 
people  get  the  power  into  their  hands 
they  will  use  it  for  the  better  regulation 
©f  the  trade,  and  for  the  impio vement  of 
their   own    condition,   just   as    do  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  of  our 
Colonies.     The    local    option    provisions 
will  operate  immediately  in  regard  to 
new  licences,  and  that  is  a  point  which 
has  been  much  emphasised  by  my  hwi. 
friend,  the  Leader  of  the  Labour  Party 
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in  this  House,  the  Member  for  Barnard 
Castle.  He  has  pointed  out  that  work- 
ing men  very  often  invest  their  savings 
in  house  property,  and,  with  the  aid  of 
cheap  transport,  they  take  their  families 
to  live  in  places  where  there  are  no 
public-houses.  But,  imfortunately,  in 
too  many  cases  the  brewers'  agent 
follows  them  up,  and  sometimes  precedes 
them,  and  working  men,  having  invested 
their  money  in  houses  situate  in  areas 
where  they  hoped  to  be  free  from  the 
public-house,  find  that  they  have  not 
escaped  it  after  all.  This  provision  for 
local  option  in  regard  to  new  licences 
will  be  of  great  importance  in  the 
growing  suburbs  of  our  cities,  and 
the  people  will  be  able  to  keep  them  free 
from  public-houses,  if  they  desire  to  do 
80.  Let  it  be  remembered  that  when  a 
public-house  comes  into  a  neighbour- 
hood other  property  goes  down  in  value. 
I  noticed  in  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  what  I 
venture  to  think  was  an  error.  He  said 
that  you  could  arrive  at  the  value  of  a 
licensed  house  by  comparing  it  with  the 
value  of  the  house,  exactly  similar,  next 
door,  but  without  a  licence.  That,  I 
think,  is  a  fallacy.  The  moment  you 
grant  a  licence  to  one  of  two  houses 
exactly  similar  and  next  door  to  each 
other,  that  house  which  has  not  got  the 
licence  immediately  becomes  diminished 
in  value.  Indeed,  a  great  part  of  the 
value  of  licensed  property  in  this  country 
is  positively  sucked  from  the  surrounding 
property.  We  have  this  proved  by  the 
rents  which  are  obtained  in  districts  where 
there  are  no  public-houses.  Not  only 
is  there  to  be  local  option  with  regard  to 
new  licences,  but  it  will  come  into  opera- 
tion with  regard  to  all  licences  at 
the  end  of  the  time -limit.  On  this 
point  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment a  question.  Section  2  of  Clause  3 
provides  that — 

"  Local  option  shall,  after  the  term  ination 
of  the  reduction  period,  become  exercisable  in 
such  a  manner  as  Parliament  may  determine, 
both  as  to  prohibition  and  as  to  the  limitation 
of  the  number  of  licences.*' 

What  I  want  to  ask  the  Government  is 
this  :  As  1  understand  it,  if  no  fresh 
legislation  be  passed  by  Parliament,  the 
licences,  being  new  licences  at  the  end 
of  fourteen  years,  will  become  subject 
to  the  local  option  provisions  of  Clause 


2 ;  that  is  to  say,  the  majority  of  the 
population  may  decide  by  their  votes 
that  there  shall  be  no  licence  in  their 
neighbourhood.  I  ask  the  Government 
if  they  can  give  me  an  answer  on  that 
point.  ["  It  is  so."]  I  am  told  that  it 
is  exactly  as  I  have  interpreted  the  Bill 
namely,  that  unless  Parliament  doet 
legislate,  this  local  option  becomes  auto- 
matically operative  under  the  provisions 
of  Clause  2.  That  is  a  provision  to 
which  we  attach  the  utmost  value, because 
the  Parliament  of  some  future  day,  not 
being  like  the  present  one,  might  not  be 
so  keen  to  entrust  the  people  of  this 
country  with  the  right  to  veto  licences. 
Let  it  be  remembered  that  to  those  who 
advocate  temperance,  local  option  is  the 
one  great  issue  between  the  forces  of  tem- 
perance and  of  drink  the  world  over.  It 
is  by  local  option  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  have  been  successful 
in  vetoing  the  liquor  trafl&c.  In  the 
debate  on  the  First  Reading,  statistics 
were  quoted  to  show  that  local  option  had 
not  diminished  drinking,  but  I  noticed 
that  the  licensed  trade  in  America 
became  so  alarmed  by  the  results  of 
local  option  and  prohibition  in  the  States 
that  they  summoned  a  great  convention 
which  met  a  month  or  two  ago.  Its 
purpose  was  to  put  the  trade  right  before 
the  American  Press  and  public,  who 
had  misunderstood  that  trade,  and  to 
offer  to  assist  towards  obtaining  a  model 
licensing  law  for  the  solution  of  the 
great  problem  of  regulating  the  liquor 
traffic.  That  does  not  altogether  look 
as  if  they  were  satisfied  with  the  progress 
of  local  option  in  the  States,  where  some 
36,000,000  are  living  to-day  in  no-licence 
areas.  Another  feature  of  the  Bill  to 
which  I  attach  value  is  the  increased 
power  which  is  given  to  the  local  licensing 
authority.  Power  is  given  to  the  local 
licensing  authority  to  put  an  end  to  on- 
Sc.le  of  liquor  on  Sundays.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  option  should  not  be  the  other 
way,  and  that  there  should  be  complete 
Sunday  closing  unless  the  justices  decided 
otherwise.  I  accept  the  justices  as 
the  authority,  but  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  inertia  about  the  benches 
in  some  parts  of  the  country,  and 
I  cannot  but  think  it  would  be  better  to 
enlist  on  the  side  of  Sunday  closing  all 
the  power  of  inertia  which  resides  in 
them,  and  only  ewoAiV^i  XWxsi  \a  ^^«^^^ 
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from  Sunday  closing  if  they  actually 
take  the  trouble  to  do  so  by  administra- 
tive act.  Then  I  should  have  preferred 
to  see  election  day  closing  made  statutory 
instead  of  being  left  to  the  magistrates. 
That  has  been  tried  in  many  parts 
of  the  world,  and  there  is  only  one 
testimony  in  regard  to  it,  that  elections 
are  purer  and  more  satisfactory  where 
this  disturbing  element  is  removed  from 
the  electoral  system.  Another  point 
on  which  I  welcome  the  words  of  the 
mover  of  the  Amendment  is  the  ex- 
clusion of  children  from  public-house 
bars.  I  think  Members  would  be  almost 
unanimous  in  strengthening  this  clause. 
Whatever  you  may  think  of  public- 
houses  as  a  resort  for  grow^n-up  people, 
they  are  not  nurseries  in  which  our 
children  should  be  reared,  and  if  the 
Government  could  see  their  way  to 
make  the  exclusion  of  children  under 
fourteen  from  public-houses  a  statutory 
provision  in  that  part  of  the  Bill  there 
would  be  little  or  no  opposition  in 
this  House.  In  regard  to  clubs, 
may  I  say  I  think  there  provisions 
at  r.W  events  have  not  been  wholly 
understood  by  the  people  of  the 
country.  They  have  been  criticised  from 
two  points  of  view.  One  is  that  they  are 
too  drastic.  By  the  way,  the  seconder 
of  the  Amendment  managed  to  combine 
both  points  of  view  in  his  criticism. 
The  second  is  that  they  do  nothing  to 
check  the  evils  which  exist  in  clubs. 
Very  great  powers  under  them  are  given 
to  the  licensing  justices.  They  have 
power  to  close  any  club  which  in  their 
judgment  is  used  mainly  or  wholly  for 
drinking  purposes.  I  think  that  is  r, 
very  large  powc^r  to  place  in  the  hands 
of  any  body  of  men,  and  if  they  desire, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will 
desire  it,  to  put  down  bogus  drink- 
ing places — clubs  merely  for  drinking 
purposes — they  have  full  power  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 
I  noticed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liverpool  made  a  most  eloquent  speech 
outside  this  House  almost  entirely  taken 
up  with  the  weakness  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  in  this  matter  of  clubs.  I 
want  to  assure  him  that  I  would  support 
him  most  heartily  in  any  Amendment 
which  he  might  think  fit  to  propose  to 
strengthen  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  in 
regard  to   clubs.     I   am   sure   the   wish 
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of  the  Government  is  to  go  as  fu  u 
the  House  will  support  them  in  gcuDg 
in     this     matter,     and     I     should  lie 
only  too   happy   to    place    my  acrvica 
at   the   disposal   of    the    hon.   Membo. 
At  the  end  of  the  time-limit,  when  tbe 
Bill  has  been  in  operation  for  fonitcea 
years,  we  shall  reach  a  licensing  system 
on  what  Sir  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman, 
in  his  speech  to  a  deputation  in  1906^ 
called  a  clear  logical   basis.     Then  tlte 
system    will   recognise    that    the  tnde 
exists  for  the  people   of   this  countiy, 
and  that  it  never   was   intended  that 
the   people   of  the   country    should  be 
the    victims   of   the   trade.     They  irill 
have  the  right  to  decide  for  themselTes 
whether  or  not  the  trade  shall  be  canied 
on  in  their  neighbourhood.     If  they  so 
decide  the  number  of  houses  will  bear  some 
reasonable  relation  to  the  requirementt 
of  the  population  to  be  served,  and  tbe 
local    authority,    the   licensing   justicec^ 
will  be  armed  with  great  power  to  protect 
their    districts    from    bisid   methods  of 
carrying  on  the  trade.     That  is  a  sjvtem 
which  will  be  a  v^  st  change  for  the  better, 
rnd  for  which,  I  think,  the  country  wiD 
greatly  and  heartily  thank  the  Gk)veni- 
ment.    I  know  how  strong  is  the  trade 
agitation   against  the  Bill.     It  is  well 
organised,  but  it  is  on  a  very  narrow 
basis,  and  in  my  study  of  the  pro  estfll 
have   received   ag-inst  the   Bill  I  have 
found  very  few   which  did    not    come 
from    people    who    are    in    some   waj 
or    other    interested    in    the    canying 
on    of    the    trade.     The    circulars  uod 
letters  that  come  to  me  are  very  nearly 
all  from  brewery  companies  or  investon. 
I  have  to  remind  myself  that  there  are 
other  interests  to  be  considered  in  thiB 
matter   besides   those   of   investors    in 
the    liquor   trade    and    those    who  are 
interested  in  carrying  it  on.    The  tnde 
opposition   to    the    Bill   has   not  been 
altogether        scrupulously        exercised. 
Threats  are  held  out  to  the  bishops  of 
the    withdrawal    of    subscriptions,   and 
have    met    with    a    dignified    protest 
When  the  Bishop  of  Birmingham  speab 
in  support  of  the  Bill  he  is  instantly 
reminded  that  he  would  not  be  a  bisbojj 
to-day  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  brewers 
subscriptions,    and    that    there   will  ^ 
no    more    cathedrals    built   if    the   Bill 
goes  through.     The  threats  of  boycott 
to    traders,  which    were    recommended 
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^t  the  great  Queen's  Hall  meeting,  are 
no  idle  threats.  They  are  being  carried 
3ut.  I  have  brought  with  me  a  notice 
Erom  a  brewery,  which  has  been  cir- 
culated through  the  North  with  orders 
for  goods  to  the  tradesmen — 

"  In  sending  you  this  order  we  may  respect- 
fully call  your  attention  to  the  proposed 
Licensing  Bill  which  means,  if  carried,  the 
ultimate  extermination  of  our  trade,  when  orders 
trom  brewers  must  cease.  Soliciting  your 
opposition  to  this  unjust  proposal,  we  are, 
yours  faithfully,  the  Newcastle  Breweries, 
Ltd." 

Mr.  YOUNGER:  Where  is  the 
threat  1 

♦Mr.  LEIP  JONES  :  Implied,  not  ex- 1 
pressed.  Do  you  deny  that  there  is  an . 
implied  threat? 

Mr.  younger  :  Yes,  certainly. 

*Mr.  LEIF  JONES  :  Then  I  am  glad 
fon  are  not  a  trader.  Traders  have  no 
lifficulty  in  realising  the  threat.  What 
neaning  has  this  if  it  is  not  a  threat  ? 

Mr.  YOUNGER  :  It  is  a  fact. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES :  The  fact  sent  to 
%  trader  in  a  small  way  has  made  the 
brader  so  nervous  that  he  has  sent  it 
an  to  me  asking  whether  this  sort  of 
fliing  is  fair.  I  should  be  thankful  if  I 
i^ould  have  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Ifember  in  explaining  to  the  traders 
in  the  North  that  this  is  not  a  threat 
but  merely  a  statement  of  the  expectation, 
of  the  brewery  c^mpmy,  that  it  is  no 
tihreaty  implied  or  expressed,  and  that  the 
orders  wiU  go  on  just  the  same  as  long 
as  they  have  the  money  to  give  the 
orders.  I  shall  be  grateful  for  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  in  making 
that  clear.  The  traders  of  the  country, 
infortunately,  who  depend  for  a  living 
sometimes  on  these  orders,  are  more 
stupid  than  the  hon.  Member  and  read  a 
bhreat  where  h^  thinks  none  is  meant. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  the  traders  are 
entitled  to  protection  from  this  sort  of 
treatment  by  the  trade,  and  I  shall  be 
thankful  if  as  a  result  of  my  bringing 
it  before  the  House  that  protection 
is  promised.  But  there  is  more  than 
that.  It  is  not  only  the  tradcis  who  are 
threat(>ned.    We  here  are  all  threatened, 


and  the  candidates  at  elections  are 
threatened.  I  thirk  it  is  an  evil  thing 
for  this  nation  that  a  particular  trade 
interest  dares  to  send  to  Members  of 
Parliament  such  letters  as  I  have  been 
receiving.  It  is  a  national  danger,  and 
therefore  I  ask  the  Government  to 
support  public  m3n  and  Members  of 
this  HousB  ag'insb  this  nirroTT,  bitter 
trade  opposition.  After  all,  if  the 
opposition  is  strong,  so  is  the  support 
for  the  Bill.  The  Prime  Minister 
stands  to-day  in  a  proud  position,  for 
he  has  at  his  back  in  this  struggle, 
which  I  regard  as  nothing  less  than  a 
struggle  between  the  forces  of  good  and 
evil  in  this  country — I  place  it  no 
lower  than  that — ^he  has  at  his  back 
practically  every  agency  for  uplifting 
the  people  that  is  to  be  found  in  this 
country.  The  Churches  are  behind  him, 
with  the  Archbishop  at  th^ir  head,  and 
the  Nonconformist  ministers  vieing  with 
one  another  in  the  support  which  they 
give  to  the  Bill,  and  temperance 
societies,  which  after  all  have  no  selfish 
end  to  serve.  I  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  cast  a  jibe  which,  I 
thought  not  worthy  of  him,  at  teetotallers. 
What  have  teetotallers  to  gain  through 
this  agitation  ?  ^ 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  When  the 
hon.  Member  talks  about  threats  from 
the  brewers,  we  receive  as  candidates 
or  Members  more  threats  from  the 
temperance  societies  than  from  the 
brewers. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  Jones  :  I  did  not  know 
it.  I  am  told  that  we  are  an  insignificant 
minority  of  the  population,  incapable 
of  putting  pressure  to  a  successful  extent 
on  anybody.  But  it  is  a  very  different 
thing  to  put  the  pressure  of  persuasion, 
which  is  all  teetotal  societies  have  to  put, 
and  the  financial  pressure  which  can  be 
put  by  others.  The  Churches  are  behind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  temperance 
societies,  which  have  worked  at  this 
problem  and  at  last  see  some  solution  with- 
in their  grasp,  are  with  him.  The 
trade  unions,  to  whom  all  Members  of  the 
House  pay  homage  for  what  they  have 
done  for  the  working  classes,  are  behind 
the  Government  in  this  matter.  The 
Labour  Members  to  a  man,  I  believe,  are 
supporting   the   Government  Bill.     The 
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co-operativo  societies  and,  I  confidently 
claim,  every  agency  for  uplifting  the 
people  of  the  coimtry  are  behind  the 
Government.  Let  the  Prime  Minister 
persevere  with  the  Bill  and  his  Government 
will  be  remembered  hereafter  as  a  Govern- 
ment which  staked  its  existence  to 
deliver  the  country  from  the  grip  of  a 
dangerous  monopoly  and  prevailed. 

Mr.  BARNARD  (Kidderminster) :  I 
am  sorry  the  last  speaker  should  have 
ended  his  speech  by  fancying  that  those 
who  do  not  agree  with  him  are  prompted 
by  unworthy  motives.  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  as  far  as  I  am  concerned 
I  have  no  share  or  any  interest  of  any 
description  in  matters  affecting  this 
trade,  but  I  happen  to  have  been 
associated  with  it  twenty  years  ago,  and 
it  would  be  a  very  mean  and  cowardly 
thing  if  imder  those  circumstances  I 
did  not  try  to  say  one  word  in  connection 
with  a  subject  which  to  some  extent 
I  understand.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
last  speaker  is  very  much  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  the  brewery  companies  of 
this  country  have  intentionally  in  any 
way  whatever  misled  the  public  or  tried  to 
make  them  invest  in  their  shares.  I  am 
very  sorry  myself  that  the  Act  of  1904 
was  ever  passed,  because  I  dislike  its 
having  taken  away  the  magisterial  discre- 
tion. But  at  the  same  time  that 
Act  estabhshed  three  principles :  first,  it 
established  compensation  from  the  trade 
to  the  trade ;  secondly,  it  created  the 
position  to-day  in  connection  with  grant- 
ing of  new  licences,  of  which  I  think  we  all 
approve ;  and  thirdly,  it  dealt  with  the 
ante -1869  licences  which  I,  for  my  part, 
should  have  liked  the  Prime  Minister  to 
have  mentioned  in  his  speech,  and  I 
should  be  very  glad  if  the  last  speaker  had 
dwelt  upon  that  point  a  little  more.  lam 
not  going  to  try  and  deal  with  the  big 
principles  which  are  involved  in  this 
measure,  but  just  to  point  out  one  or  two 
minor  ])oints  which  I  fancy  maybe  easily 
overlooked.  The  Conservative  Party  dis- 
like this  Bill  because  it  touches  the  rights 
of  property,  but  they  need  not  talk  so 
much  about  that,  because  in  the  Act  of 
1 904  they  deliberately  took  away  the  rights 
of  30,000  licence-holders  which,  before, 
nothing  could  have  taken  away  except 
misbehaviour.  The  Member  for  Black- 
bum  says  he  likes  the  Bill  because  it 
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establishes  the  elementary  points  of  some 
form   of   socialism.     I    dislike   the  Bill 
because  I  do  not  think  it  does  what  it 
professes,  and  in  a  great  many  ways  it 
does  that  which  it  docs  not  profess  to  do. 
There  are  four  different   means  of  & 
tributing    liquor,    the     clubs,    grocerf 
licences,  steamboats,  and   public-hoiuti 
I  do  not  want  to  touch   further  upon 
clubs,  but  I  distinctly  put  it  to  the  House 
that    the    Bill    appears    to    single  out 
public-houses  and  leaves  the  other  three 
means  of  distributing  liquor  out  of  con- 
sideration and  does  not  treat  them  in  anr 
way  with  the  same   severity.     It  is  i 
mockery  to  say  that  a  policeman  mij, 
just   when   he   pleases,    march   thioo^ 
these  clubs.     It  is  certain  that  the  un- 
controlled clubs  are  getting   rid  of  an 
enormous    quantity    of    alcohol    at  the 
present  time,  and  if  we  get  rid  of  another 
30,000  houses  this  evil  will  become  still 
more  pronounced.     It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Bill  does  not  apply  the  same  principle 
to  the  other  three  distributors  that  it  does 
to  public-houses.     The  bishops  say  that 
they  do  not  want  anything  unfair,  either  in 
the  time-limit  or  in  the  business  considera- 
tions.    The    Prime    Minister    has    been 
reminded  of  a  speech  he  made  in  the  City 
in  which  he  stated  that  he  desired  to  have 
regard  to  the  rights  of  property,  and 
that  the  Government  were  willing  to  givt 
a  business  consideration  to  the  parties 
concerned.     But  that  is  just  what  the 
Bill  does  not  do.    The  principle  of  the 
time-limit   and   its   interpretation  is  a 
thing  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  well 
understood.    Up  to  the  present  I  always 
thought  that  the  time  limit  meant  coming 
back  to  the  position  before  the  Act  of 
1904,  and  now  I  find  that  it  means  some- 
thing   quite    different.     It    means   that 
at  the  end  of   fourteen  years  the  mono- 
poly position  is  to  come  into  force.    The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Spen  Valley  Division 
says  that  the  brewers  will  not  be  injured 
because  they  will  do  the  same  volume  of 
trade.     Quite  so,  but  they  aie  doing  it 
now  under  conditions  with  which  we  aie 
well   acquainted.     I   am   not  going  to 
prophesy,  but  already  the  weak  breweries 
are  in   trouble.     People  who    have  in- 
vested   money   in   these   breweries  are 
inclined  to  withdraw  it,  and  befbze  the 
end   of   the   time-limit  is  reached  the 
trouble  will  become  something  gigantic 
a'nd  terrible.    The  last  speaker  asbd 
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Why  don't  you  insure  ?  "  It  is  diffi- 
ilt  to  insure  now,  but  at  the  end  of 
mrteen  years  it  will  be  still  more 
[fficult.  If  you  consider  the  way  in 
hich  people  have  traded  from  the  be- 
mning  up  to  now  it  appears  to  me  that 
rerything  that  the  brewers  and  publi- 
ms  have  done  has  been  done  in  the  open 
ith  perfect  frankness.  Nothing  has 
een  concealed,  and  public  -houses  have 
»en  openly  bought  and  sold,  taxed 
dd  rated.  I  wish  to  make  good  the 
3int  that  it  was  well  understood  that 
abUcans  have  a  right,  and  they  had 
Ben  led  to  expect  a  renewal  of  their 
oences.  It  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
amed  Member  opposite  that  this  Bill 
jes  not  appear  to  be  based  upon 
ly  scientific  or  actuarial  method.  It 
ppeais  to  me  that  we  have  a  right  to 
cpect  something  more  than  a  mere 
rbitrary  decision  as  to  the  time-limit 
id  the  other  matters  included  in  this 
ill.  There  is  another  inconsistency 
ith  regard  to  local  option.  If  we 
»  to  have  local  option  then  let  us 
ive  it.  When  we  hear  complaints  made 
K)ut  the  effect  of  beer  during  an  election 
hy  have  not  theGrOvemmentthe  courage 
i  legislate  upon  this  question  ?  It  is  a 
jry  regrettable  thing,  if  the  Bill  remains 
\  it  is  now,  that  we  should  leave  it  to 
50  licensing  benches  to  decide  what 
large  they  shall  make  in  the  future 
gainst  these  licences.  That  proposal  is 
together  out  of  place,  and  the  Govern- 
lent  might  very  well  take  upon  them- 
Ives  the  duty  of  dealing  with  this 
lestion.  The  matter  of  redundancy  is 
)t  of  great  importance  if  accompanied 
y  right  conditions.  I  would  sooner 
ave  this  matter  to  the  locality  than 
raw  the  hard  and  fast  rules  which  are 
Aced  in  the  Bill.  There  are  two  points  to 
hich  I  wish  to  refer,  namely,  compensation 
id  the  time-limit.  As  to  compensation, 
le  system  of  the  Bill  is  to  take  the  rate- 
>ok  and  find  what  the  valuation  is. 
he  hon.  Member  for  the  Appleby 
ivision  says  the  rate -book  cannot  be 
lied  upon.  That  is  the  fault  not  of  the 
vner  but  of  the  rating  authority.  If  any 
;  US  knew  of  houses  rated  below  their 
roper  value  we  should  not  feel  ourselves 
Jled  up  to  tell  the  Assessment  Com- 
ittee.  If  I  take  the  figures  which  have 
sen  quoted  here,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
xchequer's  idea,  the  view  of  the  Inland 


Revenue,  or  the  last  idea  of  Lord  Justice 
Kennedy,  what  does  it  amount  to  ?  You 
have  been  told  that  the  sum  is  a  mere 
fraction  ;  but  why  should  the  Grovemment 
mind  if  the  trade  is  providing  the  money  ? 
What  can  it  matter  to  the  Grovemment 
which  system  is  adopted  if  the  money  to 
pay  for  it  comes  from  the  trade  ?  I  was 
glad  to  hear  the  Prime  Minister  say  that 
the  tied  house  tenant  would  receive 
greater  consideration  under  this  Bill  than 
under  the  previous  measure.  I  think  we 
should  have  this  point  put  more  definitely 
than  a  mere  reference  to  the  Inland 
Revenue  Commissioners,  and  it  should  be 
put  in  a  form  in  which  we  can  understand 
it.  The  Prime  Minister  drew  special 
attention  to  this  great  monopoly  and 
dealt  with  free  houses.  The  last  speaker, 
who  is  an  expert  on  temperance,  said  that 
he  had  no  quarrel  with  the  free  houses. 
There  are  however  only  about  7  or  8  per 
cent,  of  this  class  of  public-houses  in  the 
country.  In  the  town  I  represent,  out  of 
124  houses  there  are  no  less  than  84  free 
houses  belonging  mostly  to  little 
breweries.  Under  this  Bill  they  will  be 
reduced  from  124  to  50,  and  it  stands  to 
reason  that  the  effect  upon  them  will  be 
very  terrible.  In  the  case  of  these 
small  breweries,  if  the  licences  of 
these  public-houses  are  taken  away 
the  trade  of  the  breweries  will  go  also ; 
consequently,  I  hope  that  further  con- 
sideration will  be  given  to  the  effect  of 
this  particular  section.  I  am  very  sorry 
that  I  cannot  see  eye  to  eye  with  the 
Government  upon  this  matter,  but  I 
welcome  the  announcement  that  the 
Prime  Minister  is  ready  to  accept 
Amendments,  and  I  hope  he  will 
strengthen  the  Bill  by  treating  all  the 
distributors  of  drink  alike.  I  trust  he 
will  alter  the  method  of  calculating  the 
compensation,  and  make  clear  what  his 
treatment  of  tied  houses  is  going  to  be. 
I  want  the  Government  to  do  something 
for  the  free  houses,  and  if  the  time-limit 
is  to  remain,  I  hope  it  will  be  made  clear 
that  they  are  to  have  the  first  option 
and  the  choice  of  the  monopoly  value 
when  fixed  so  that  they  may  go  on  in  the 
future. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devonshire, 
Honiton):  I  have  all  my  life  been 
deeply  impressed  by  the  national  evil 
of  ^  intemperance,    and    filled    with    an 
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earnest    desire     both     in     and    out    of 
Parliament  to  do  something  to  alleviate  it. 
On  my  first  election  to  Parliament,  thirty- 
eight  years    ago,   speaking  on  this  evil 
in  Exeter.  I  said  tha*:  we  had  to  consider 
how,  without  abridging  individual  liberty, 
and  with  due  regard  to  vested  interests, 
we    might  so  regulate  the  liquor  traffic 
that  it  should  be  a  blessing  and  not  a 
curse.     Looking   back   upon   the   many 
years   that    have    since    elapsed,    it    is 
melancholy    to   observe   how  little  has 
been  done,  and  the  causes  of  this  inaction. 
InTthe    first    place,    the     trade     seems 
very  generally  to  oppose  anything  which 
appears  in  any  way  to  limit  their  powers 
and  discretion.     On   the  other   hand,  I 
cannot     agree      with    the    hon.    Mem- 
ber   for    Appleby  when    he     says    that 
because       the       temperance       societies 
approve   of   this   Bill  it  must  be  right. 
I  think  that  in  many  cases  temperance 
societies,     instead     of     advancing     the 
cause    of    temperance,    have     hindered  | 
it,     because     they     have     again    and . 
again   opposed  giX)d   measures    on   the  - 
ground  that   they  did   not   go   so   far  I 
as  thev  would  have  liked.     In  looking  | 
back  at  the  attempts  at  legislation,  1 1 
find   that   the   first   matter    that   came 
before  us  in  Parliament  was  a  question 
of  local  option.     We  all  recognise  the 
great  efforts  of  Sir  Wilfred  Lawson  in 
this  direction.     We  know  how  he  brought 
that  matter  forward  again   and  again, 
and  how   the   House  would  not  listen. 
My  first  speech  in  the  House  was  made 
on  that  question.     I  earnestly  desire  to 
help  forward  the  cause  of  temperance, 
but  I  could  not  support  the  proposal  of  ' 
local  option,  and  I  think  the  judgment 
of  the  House  has   affirmed  what  I  did. 
Then  we  had  the  Licensing  Bill  of  Mr. 
Bruce,  which  efEected  a  good  deal  in  the 
way  of  shortening  hours  and  in  many 
ways  greatly  benefited  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance.   After  th  it  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West   Birmingham 
brought  forward  a  Resolution  in  favour  of 
the  municipalisation  of  the  drink  traffic. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  me  the 
honour    of    asking    me    to    seconcl    the 
Resolution,  and  I  did  so.     It  was  rejected 
by  a  large   majority,  and  it  has  never 
been  attempted  as;ain.     The  next  occa- 
sion   on   which    the    licensing    question 
came  to  the  front  was  when  Mr.  Ritchie's 
Bill  proposed  the  establishment  of  local 
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I  authorities,  and  it  will  be  lemembend 
;  that  in  setting  up    county  councils  be 
I  gave  them  power  to  diminish  or  to  close 
i  umiecessary  public-houses.     To  cany  oit 
I  that  power  he  put  an  extra  tax  of  Is.  oi 
I  every    barrel    of      beer     sold.      Whst 
I  happened  ?    The    temperance    societiei 
and  the  whole  temperance  forces  of  tk 
country,  led  by  Mr.  Caine»  raised  siMi 
a  cry  that  the  clauses  had  to  be  dioppei 
If  that  had  been  carried  into  effect  ^en 
would  now  be  in  the  county  of  Devoo  900 
public-houses  less  than  there  are  sttk 
present  moment.    The    extra    le.  on  i 
barrel  of  beer  had  already  been  looted, 
and  Parliament  had  not  power  to  tib 
it  away,   and   so   the    tax    which  mi 
intended  for  the  purposes  of  compatmtii 
was    applied     to    technical    eduGttkv. 
I  cannot  but  feel  that  a  very  great  h*rf- 
ship  was  done  to  the  trade  at  that  1am 
in  putting  this  tax  upon  them.    It  ki 
never  been  taken   oS.      It  was  appbd 
to  technical  education,  and  the  canscfl^ 
the  failure  of  that  power  to  close  p^]^!i^ 
houses  was  the  temperance  party.    T; 
came    the    appointment    of    the    E  r- 
Commission    which   sat    for    five  ye^'^ 
and  went  into  the  matter   most  fol^* 
I  think  we  must  have  continually  b«iw 
us  one    of    their    recommendatMms, » 
follows : — 

"  It  is  an  undeniable  fact  that  a  LifMfi' 
evil  remains  to  be  remedied,  fOid  hM^fW^ 
Kaorifice  would  be  too  great  which  wcwld  z«A 
in  a  marked  diminution  of  this  naliagitt  ^ 

gradation." 

After  that  Report,  any  Qoytaa^ 
could  hardly  help  taking  up  the  qiui^ 
and  attempting  in  some  way  tD  id 
with  it.  Any  Government  tiiat  tito 
it  up  has  a  right  to  demand  tbst  fli* 
should  be  impartial,  if  not  £it«A 
consideration  given  to  its  p 
in  view  of  the  difficultiei 
question,  and  the  risk  to  th«m  «W 
the  taking  of  it  up  ^n\*^^'' 
would  ask,  was  there  -uiy' 
impartial  or  fair  considerati 
to  the  Bill  of  1904?  It  was 
from  the  first  in  every  way,  and 
what  might  have  been  a  very  goj 
was  not  properly  and  biWy  disc 
There  is  no  douot  that  that  Bill  re 
amendment.  I  quite  agree  wit 
hon.  Member  for  the  Appleby  Di 
that  on  the  question  of  the  aas-sj 
of  compensation  it  needed  amend i| 
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but  the  principle  I  mpintain  was  the 
right  one.  That  principl-j  ought  to  have 
had  a  fair  trial,  and  with  amendment 
the  Bill  would  have  done  much  to  im- 
prove the  position  of  the  licensing  ques- 
tion. After  all,  when  we  come  to  deal 
with  the  question,  it  is  not  merely 
a  matter  of  pious  sentiment  or  pious 
aspirations ;  it  is  a  question  of  what  is 
]ust  and  right ;  it  is  a  question  of  what 
is  practicable  and  what  is  common  sense. 
By  these  prinnjles  I  should  like  to  tr^ 
this  Bill.  In  the  matter  of  justice,  I 
think  it  has  been  shown  that  it  does 
confiscate  altogether  the  interests  which 
are  a3ected,  or  at  least  take  away  a  very 
large  portion  of  their  property .  If  there 
was  anyone  more  earnest  than  another 
in  the  cause  of  temperance  it  was  Arch- 
bishop Temple,  and  he  said  at  a  great 
meetinc;  at  Exeter — 

"  There  is  a  feeling  abroad  that  you  contem- 
plate an  ac't  of  injustice  to  your  fellow-country- 
men. I  say  you  will  never  succeed  nor 
deserve  to  succeed  in  your  attempts  at 
legislation  until  you  have  disabused  the  public 
mind  of  that  impression  of  injustice." 

That  impression  of  injustice  is  very 
strong  at  the  present  time.  If  this  evil 
is  to  be  dealt  with,  why  should  it  be 
done  by  confiscating  interests  ?  Why 
not  pay  compensation  ?  When  England 
made  up  her  mind  to  grapple  with  the 
question  of  slavery  in  our  Colonies 
she  did  not  hesitate  to  lay  down 
£20,000  000  to  carry  out  that  principle 
of  justice.  Why  is  it  that  now  a  different 
course  is  to  be  taken  in  attempting  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  which  said  that — 

"  Hare!  1 7  any  sacrifice  would  be  too  great 
which  would  result  in  a  marked  diminution  of 
tlus  national  degradation." 

jBut  the  sacrifice  of  a  money  payment 
-^  those  whose  interests  ire  to  be 
,  JjUten  away  is  deemed  a  sacrifice  too 
at,  and  therefore  the  simpler  plan  of 
ation  is  adopted.  The  question 
largely  turned  on  the  time-limit. 
of  us  in  1904  voted  for  a  time- 
I  did  so  myself,  but  the  time- 
then  proposed  was  very  different 
that  now  proposed.  I  was  doubtful 
l«  effect  of  the  1904  Bill,  and  in 
for  the  time-limit  I  guarded 
:  at  the  time  by  stating  that  after 
time  there  should  be  power  to 
the  Act,  and  to  say  whether  it 
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was  working  rightly  or  wrongly.  The 
time-limit  then  proposed  was  intended 
to  secure  full  control  of  the  trade  with 
a  view  to  a  further  reduction  if  the 
country  saw  fit.  I  do  not  think  it  ever 
contemplated  the  confiscation  of  the 
monopoly  value  which  it  is  now  proposed 
that  the  surviving  houses  should  pay. 
Then  there  is  the  question — Is  it  a 
temperance  measure  ?  Will  it  not  result 
largely  in  the  substitution  of  clubs,  not 
open  to  inspection  or  control  as  in  the 
case  of  the  regulated  public-houses  I 
The  Prime  Minister  showed  in  his  speech 
on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  that  he 
was  alive  to  that.  The  clauses  contained 
in  the  Bill  provide  for  increa-ed  control 
being  given  to  the  Justices  over  clubs, 
but  if  I  understood  rightly  the  reply 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  the 
other  day  to  a  deputation,  he  has  given 
in  to  the  clubs  altogeth3r,  or  to  a  large 
extent,  and  he  has  undertaken  to  remove 
from  the  Bill  those  provisions  which 
would  allow  of  clubs  being  satisfactorily 
dealt  with. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  not  so  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  :  I  am  very 
glad  to  hear  that  that  is  not  the  case, 
because  the  question  of  clubs  is  a  very 
serious  one.  The  suppression  of  public- 
houses  hitherto  has  resulted  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  clubs,  and  the  drastic  proposals 
of  this  Bill  will,  I  am  sure,  result  in  the 
establishment  of  clubs.  Those  clubs  ought 
to  be  properly  dealt  with.  How  can  you 
subject  dubs  to  the  res^^rictions  which 
apply  to  public-houses  ?  How  can  you  limit 
their  hours,  occupation^,  or  amusements, 
or  the  days  on  which  they  are  to  be  open  1 
The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
will  be  able,  I  hope,  to  tell  us  something 
about  clubs  for  which,  I  think,  he  is 
responsible  in  Cam})erwell  and  other 
places,  where,  judging  from  the  accounts 
which  we  read,  most  remarkable  proceed- 
ings take  place  on  Sunday,  as  well  as  on 
other  days.  I  believe  a  reduction  in 
licences  is  a  desirable  thing  in  itseh',  but 
if  you  go  beyond  or  contrary  to  public 
opinion,  you  will  do  more  harm  than 
good  to  the  temperance  cause.  It  is  not 
commonsense  to  go  so  far  beyond  public 
opinion  as  this  Bill  really  does.  Might 
not  a  Bill  be  agreed  upon  which  would 
do  a  great  deal  in  this  direction  without 
upsetting  and  arousing  the  whole  feeling 
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of  the  country  io  the  way  that  has  been 
done  by  this  Billl  I  think  the  ques- 
tion of  the  severe  punishment  of  the 
drunkard  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with. 
I  think  h ;  five-shilling  fine  which  has  been 
inflicted  in  the  past  is  absurd ;  that  on 
a  second  conviction  there  should  be  a 
heavy  punishment ;  and  that  for  a  third 
ofEence  a  man  should  be  confined  in  an 
inebriate  home  or  some  place  where  this 
malady  can  be  treated.  I  think  there  is 
much  need  for  a  stronger  public  opinion 
for  the  enforcement  of  existing  penalties 
against  publicans  who  break  the  law. 
The  earlier  closing  of  licensed  premises 
would  do  much  good  in  many  towns 
and  I  think  that  that  could  be  carried 
out  with  considerable  beneficial  effect. 
These  are  practical  measures  which  would 
do  much  to  diminish  the  evils  which  we 
are  all  anxious  to  lessen  ;  but  the  Gov- 
ernment  have   not    been   content    with 
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them  to  go.    I  believe  tliat  the  Bill,  lUi 
having  good  aims,  has  gone  the  iraii 
way  about  securing  them.    Muck  ii  n 
admire   the  courage    of  the  ri^t  h& 
Gentleman  and  of  the  Government,  wA 
as  we  join  in  the  sentiments  ezpEMNdbf 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ap|>leb7  ts  to  dis 
great  evil  caused  by   drmk  and  doin 
to  meet  it,  I  believe  that  this  Bill  doa 
not  go  the  right  waj  to  do  it. 

♦Sir  J.  DICKSON-POYNDBR  (Ifilt- 
shire,  Chippenham)  :  In  rising  to  support 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  do 
not  desire  to  go  at  any  length  into  many 
of  the  provisions  embodied  in  it  widi 
regard  to  temperance.  I  think  tbt 
all  sections  of  the  House  are  in  hvoar 
of  temperance,  and  if  it  can  be  camel 
out  on  fair  and  equitable  lines  it  will 
receive  general  sanction.  There  «R 
many    provisions    in    the    Bill    whidi, 


that.     They    have    gone    in    for   heroic    obviously,  will  make  for  temperance  in 


measures.  In  listening  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  introduc- 
ing this  measure  I  felt  tempted  to  quote 


the  future.  There  is,  first,  the  limiting 
of  the  hours  on  Sunday  ;  secondly,  the 
proposal  to  exclude  children   from  the 


the  expression  made  use  of  by  a  French  i  bars  of  public  houses,  and  I  hope  that 
officer  who  looked  on  at  the  Balaclava  |  that  clause  will  be  strengthened  in  its 
charge  :  "  C'est  magnifique,  mais  ce  'est  i  various  stages  through  the  House  and 
pas  la  guerre."  The  Bill  embodies  a  |  that  it  will  be  made  compulsory.  Thirdly, 
splendid  and  glorious  idea,  but  it  is  j  the  regulation  of  chibs  will,  I  think, 
certainly  impractical  and  visionary  in  I  nieet  with  the  sanction  of  the  House. 
its  character.     I  am  afraid  the  Govern-  |  We  are  all  anxious  to  have  the  clauses 


ment  have  been  caught  and  let  in  on  the 
principle  of  confiscation.  I  consider 
that  confiscation  is  applied  in  this  Bill. 
I  look  to  another  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  I  believe  still  survives,  and 
that  is  the  Education  Bill.  There 
the  Government  deliberately  confiscates 
thousands  of  schools  belonging  to  private 
individuals  and  trusts  and  takes  them 


dealing  with  clubs  very  materially 
strengthened.  I  should  like  myself  to 
see  a  licence  duty  imposed  on  clabs  as 
it  is  on  licensed  houses ;  and  I  think 
something  in  the  direction  of  closer 
regulation  of  clubs  should  be  made, 
especially  of  those  particular  clubs  which 
derive  their  revenue  or  a  large  proportion 
of  it  from  the  profits  on  the  drink  soU 


for  the  public  service  without  any  '  therein,  as  distinguished  from  the  revenue 
compensation  whatever.  These  are  I  derived  from  subscriptions.  I  think 
very  dangerous  principles  for  a  Govern-  I  that  in  cases  where  two-thirds  of  the 
ment  to  enun<?iate  and  seek  to  put  into  j  revenue  are  derived  from  the  profits 
a  Bill.  I  see  it  has  been  said  that  this  <  on  the  sale  of  alcoholic  drinks,  they 
is  a  matter  which  is  likely  to  spread  a  '  should  with  perfect  justice  be  placed 
good  deal  further.  It  has  been  said  that  |  on  the  same  footing  in  respect  to 
if  you  confiscate  the  property  of  some  i  rrgulc^tion  as  public  -  houses.  Before 
brewers,  why  not  that  of  all  brewers  ?  i  the  termination  of  the  debate  I  should 
And  then  the  Socialists  would  go  on  to  '  like  to  have  further  informaton  as  to 
the  confiscation  of  manufactories  and  :  how  temperance  on  the  lines  proposed 
railways.  One  thing  comes  after  another.  :  in  the  Bill  can  be  effected  without  im* 
Once  sanction  is  given  to  a  dangerous  |  posing  an  undue  burden  on  the  trade, 
principle,  there  is  no  saying  where  it  i  for  I  am  confident  that  the  most  certain 
will  end.  The  country  is  not  prepared  !  way  to  ensure  temperance  reform  in 
to]^go  such  a  length  as  this  Bill  invites  j  this  country  is  to  establish  it  in  such 
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a  way  as  to  avoid,  by  every  means  in 
OOP  power,  an  undue  sacrifice  and  severity 
on  those  concerned  in  the  reform.  In 
approaching  this  question  I  do  not  do 
•o  in  any  hostile  spirit  to  temperance 
veform,  but  with  the  most  earnest  desire 
to  secure  it  on  lines  of  reasonable  equity, 
and  that  is  the  only  way  in  which  it 
can  be  secured  in  this  country.  There 
are  two  main  principles  in  the  Bill,  viz., 
the  compulsory  reduction  of  licensed 
houses  within  a  prescribed  period  of 
time,  subject  to  compensation ;  and  the 
ultimate  resumption  by  the  State  of 
those  houses  after  the  time-limit. 
With  those  two  principles  I  am  fully 
in  sympathy  and  entirely  approve  of 
them.  In  1904  when  the  subject  of 
a  time-limit  was  before  the  House  I, 
"with  other  hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  voted  for  that 
particular  principle  being  embodied  in  the 
Act  of  that  year.  That  Act  undoubtedly 
directed  attention  to  the  reduction  of 
public-houses,  but  it  was  marred  by 
the  refusal  of  the  then  Government 
to  introduce  a  time-limit.  By  that 
refusal  they  precluded  any  guarantee 
that  a  really  substantial  number  of 
licenced  houses  would  be  reduced  over 
a  reasonable  period,  whilst  the  second 
effect  on  the  licensed  houses  that  were 
left  was  to  emancipate  them  from  any 
close  control  by  the  State.  The  more 
houses  are  reduced  under  the  Act  of 
1904  without  a  time-limit,  and  the 
more  the  remainder  are  emancipated 
from  State  control,  the  greater  the 
value  of  these  houses  will  become. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  1904 
admitted  by  his  Act  that  there  were 
too  many  public-houses  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  country,  and  in  the  interests 
of  the  trade  itself ;  and  although  the 
present  Act  his  made  a  very  good  start 
in  the  direction  of  reducing  the  number 
of  public-houses — for  I  ^hink  1,100 
&aye  been  reduced  every  year  since  the 
Act  came  into  operation — the  very 
weakness  and  incompleteness  of  the 
machinery  of  that  Act  must  render 
it  impossible  to  maintain  that  scale 
of  reduction  or  the  character  of  that 
redaction  where  it  is  most  wanted, 
owing  to  the  lack  of  funds  that  must 
lesnlt  from  the  process  of  the  necessary 
proceedings,  as  was  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  in  a  most  interest- 


ing speech  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  The  most  redundant  and  least 
valuable  public-houses  have  been  ex- 
tinguished, whilst  the  licensing  magis- 
trates will  find  themselves  more  and 
more  reluctant  as  years  proceed  to 
extinguish  the  remaining  public-houses, 
owing  to  their  increasing  value  and  the 
lack  of  funds.  The  argument  has  always 
been  advanced  that  redundant  public- 
houses  have  a  direct  bearing  on  the 
amount  of  intemperance  in  districts. 
That  was  admitted  in  1904.  Undoubtedly 
that  is  the  case,  because  where  the 
public-houses  are  redundant  the  publi- 
cans are  indiced,  owing  to  increased 
competition,  to  use  undesirable  methods 
in  the  sale  of  their  drink.  Therefore, 
in  that  respect,  I  fully  agree  that  there 
is  a  direct  bearing  between  redundancy 
of  public-houses  and  intemperance.  But 
I  am  not  quite  prepared  to  put  it  so  high 
as  some  hon.  Gentlemen.  I  would  put 
it  as  one  of  the  potent  contributing 
influences  of  intemperance ;  but  an 
equally  important  influence  is  the  density 
of  population  in  a  district  and  the  in- 
sanitary character  of  that  district,  both 
of  which  conditionii  induce  drunkenness 
in  an  active  and  virulent  form.  This 
opinion  has  been  borne  out  by  the  Home 
Office  Returns.  It  is  equally  important 
that  the  State  should  establish  a  practical 
machinery  to  reclaim  for  itself  that 
thorough  control  over  public-houses 
which  it  possessed  but  has  never  enforced 
in  days  gone  by.  There  had,  however, 
arisen  a  deliberate  policy  in  many 
districts  of  encouraging  the  grant- 
ing of  licences  rather  than  the  contrary. 
Thas,  of  course,  accentuates  the  difficulty 
of  now  reclaiming  for  the  State  complete 
control  of  the  licences.  I  prefer  to  call 
it  control  of  the  licences,  rather  than  use 
that  hackneyed  phrase  which  nobody 
understands,  but  which  I  hope  will  be 
explained  to  us  before  the  end  of  this 
debate,  "monopoly  value."  "Monopoly 
value "  conveys  some  ambiguous  idea, 
but  the  control  of  the  licences  by 
the  Sstate  is  perfectly  unambiguous^ 
It  is  idle,  moreover,  to  talk  of 
monopoly  value  and  deny,  at  the  same 
time,  the  continuance  of  a  licence 
from  year  to  year.  So  much  for  the 
two  main  principles  of  the  Bill,  with 
which  I  am  in  complete  agreement; 
but  let  me  deal  for  a  few  moments  with 
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the  proposals  as  to  compensation.  The 
provisions  which  I  am  going  to  deal 
with  may  be  deemed  details  to  be 
dealt  with  hereafter  on  the  Committee 
stage,  but  they  assume  such  great 
importance  in  their  proportions  that  they 
become  almost  principles.  In  dealing 
with  a  complicated  question  such  as 
licensing,  you  cannot  concentrate  your 
eyes  upon  temperance  with  any  hope  of 
realising  real  temperance,  without  taking 
note  of  the  effect  which  that  reform 
must  have  on  the  industry  concerned 
and  those  interested  in  it  as  in- 
vestors. To  ignore  the  latter  is  to 
risk  obtaining  the  former,  and  in  the 
course  of  your  policy  you  may  incur 
such  impopularity  that  you  will  deprive 
yourself  of  the  power  of  carrying  through 
the  reform.  It  is  argued  that  under 
the  financial  proposals  of  this  Bill  the 
whole  of  the  principles  upon  which  the 
rights  of  property  are  based  are  involved. 
Though  I  think  that  argument  has  been 
a  little  overstated  on  public  platforms 
and  elsewhere,  still  at  the  same  time 
I  think  there  is  a  good  deal  of  truth  in  it. 
The  rights  of  property  in  this  democratic 
Parliament,  of  course,  are  looked  upon 
in  varying  \\ays  by  those  who  sit  on  the 
various  benches.  Some,  undoubtedly, 
exaggerate  their  sanctity,  some  under- 
rate it,  but  I  :efuse  to  admit,  in 
this  instance,  whatever  may  be  said 
t)  the  contrary,  that  I  exaggerate  it 
because  Ir  frsc  toaccep.  in  my  argument 
that  the  licence  is  an  annual  licence, 
that  the  investment  has  been  purely 
speculative  in  the  past,  and  that  the  trade 
has  been  warned  of  impending  legislation. 
But  although,  of  course,  the  licence  is 
in  theory  an  annual  licence,  in  actual 
practice  everyone    who    has    had    any 


{COMMONS}  BiU.  m 

Committee  stage.     First,  I  will  deil  nk 
the  precise  basis  of  valuation  ioc  tm- 
pensation    under    the    BUI   during  Ab 
period  of  compulsory  reduction.  In  Ae 
first  place,  what  is  a  fair  basis  ol  ccb- 
pensation  ?    A  fair  basis  of  con^OMr 
tion  is  that  which  will  meet  tiie  actual  ka 
incurred  by  the  reduction.    The  picNA 
basis  of  the  1904  Act  as  interpr^  \n 
Mr.  Jus  ice  Kennedy  is,  I  think,  admitted 
on  all  hands  by  those  who  are  conTemnt 
with    licensing    benches    to    be  l^xgif 
excessive  in  its  amount.     The  1904  Att 
lays  down  the  method   by  which  tbt 
compensation  is  to  be  arrived  at,  but  the 
way  in  which  it  is  interpreted  by  liceuing 
benches  to-day  is  excessive.    They  tab 
an  average  of  the  profits  on  the  beer  tnd 
whisky  sold  for  the  three  years  previoWr 
and  that  is  multiplied  by  ten  to  allow 
t'cn  years  profits  to  nm.     That  is  taken 
into  account,  and  having  deducted  tke 
amount   which    relates     to    the    honN 
itself,  as  distinguished    from  the  hooie 
as  it  is  licensed,  the    amount  is  multi- 
plied    by     eighteen     years      pnrchaie. 
The  result  in  almost  all  cases  of  this 
mathematical    calculation     is     that    nn 
excessive  valuation  is  come  to,  and  the 
result  would  be,  if  this  goes  on  in  its 
operation    for    a    period    of    years,   a 
very    considerable    diminution  -in    the 
number  of  houses  reduced  owing  to  the 
insufficiency  ot  funds.     But  if  that  is  too 
high  it  appears  to  me  that  the  proposil 
of  the  Bill  estimates  the  valuation  of 
the  premises  on  too  low   a   basis.    It 
lays    down    the    proposition    that    the 
annual  licence  under  Schedule  A,  which 
is  the  assessment  for  the  rent,  shall  be 
estimated  according  to  the  number  of 
years    that    are    to    expire    within   the 
fourteen   years  period.     We   have   seen 
"we  have  also 


experience  (^f  the  licensing  bench  knows  i  a  number  of  tables  and 
that,  provided  the  holder  of  the  licence  j  had  many  figures  given  us  by  hon.  Gentle- 
has  behaved  himself  and  conducted  '  men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
his    house     properly,     whenever     that  !  showing  th^  enormous  disparity  which 


house  came  up  for  the  renew  1  of  the 
licence,  it  has  always  been  granted ; 
and,  therefore,  although  it  has  been  an 
annual  licence,  throughout  the  coimtr}' 
in  practice  it  has  been  something 
more  than  that.  Having  conceded 
so  much,  however,  there  appear  to 
me  to  be  very  important  points  in 
the  Bill  which  I  will  venture  to  deal  with 
successively  and  which,  I  think,  should 
undergo  some  change  in  the  course  of  the 
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exists  if  it  is  worked  out  under  the 
present  Act  or  under  the  proposals  of 
the  Bill.  Whether  these  figures  a:e 
accurate  or  not,  I  am  unable  to  say, 
because  although  during  the  recess  I 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  try  and  arrive 
at  the  method  by  which  this  second 
calculation  is  to  be  made,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  have  totally  failed  in  my 
endeavours.  If  these  figures  are  oorrect, 
I  think  the  disparity  between  the  two 
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<5alculation8  will  appear  in  mosfc  people's 
minds  to  1  e  too  great,  and  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  bring  together 
these  two  extremes.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  might  be  done  in  two  ways.  It 
might  be  done  by  maintaining  the 
present  basis  of  valuation,  although  I 
have  no  doubt  my  right  hon.  friend  would 
demur  to  that  proposal,  because  it  would 
involve  a  complete  redrafting  of  Clause 
10  of  the  Bill,  or  it  might  be  done  by 
making  an  Amendment  in  the  present 
clause,  which  would  authorise  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue  to  arrive 
at  the  true  and  proper  assessment  of 
these  premises  under  Schedule  A,  because 
in  many  cases  they  are  not  assessed  at 
their  proper  rental  value.  Whether  a 
proper  assessment,  if  a  provision  were 
introduced  in  the  Bill  to  that  effect, 
"would  give  a  basis  which  would  realise 
a  figure  nearer  to  the  one  which  would 
be  just  as  between  the  present  basis  of 
compensation  and  the  proposed  one,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  must 
aay  that  something  should  be  done  to 
ensure  that  a  higher  basis  of  valuation 
ahould  be  given  in  this  case.  The  basis 
of  ten  years  profits  is  too  much,  but  if 
you  were  to  multiply  the  profits  by  six 
years — not  the  bre^  er's  profits,  but  the  real 
profits  of  the  public-house — it  seems  to 
me  that  you  would  arrive  at  something  like 
a  proper  amount  of  compensation  which 
might  be  granted  in  respect  of  a  house 
upon  its  extinction.  I  leave  that  point, 
because  in  the  discussion  of  the  Second 
Reading  one  cannot  go  into  details  as 
to  how  it  could  be  worked  out  in  Com- 
mittee, but  I  do  hope  that  something  will 
be  done  in  Cltuse  10  to  bring  about  what 
in  my  judgment  vould  be  a  more  equit- 
able basis.  If  it  is  necessary  to  have 
a  higher  bfsis  of  compensation  it  will 
require  a  larger  fund  being  provided  by 
the  brewers  who  have  got  to  find  the 
money,  pnd  this  brings  me  to  the  second 
point,  which  is  that  the  period  duiing 
which  compensation  should  be  paid 
should  be  extended  over  a  greater  period 
than  fourteen  years.  We  have  received 
from  many  sources  information  as  to 
how  it  would  work  out  at  fourteen  years, 
and  I  think  there  are  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  who  would 
gladly  welcome  sn  Amendment  which 
would  give  more  generous  treatment  and 
probably  twenty-cne  or  even  twenty-five 


years  would  not  be  too  much  as  the  time 
during     which     compulsory     reduction 
should  be  made  and  compensation  given. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  we  shall  at 
the  end  of  the  time-limit  reach  the  period 
when   f.U   redundant   public-houses   will 
have  been  extinguished  throughout  the 
country,  as  32,000  are  to  be  extinguished. 
There  will  be  a  co  responding  increase 
of  the  population  during  that  peiiod  and 
therefore    I    think    it    mcy    fairly    be 
assumed  that  the  number  of  the  houses 
which  will  then  exist  will  about  correspond 
to,  or  not  be  sufficienc  in  many  d'stricts 
to  meet , the  requirements  of  the  population. 
Therefore  from  a  temperance  p?int  of 
view  the  reduction  of  houses  will  have 
been  carried  out  and   the   number  sur- 
viving will  only  be  that  which  is,  raaaon- 
ably  speaking,  the  requisite  amount  for 
the    popvlation    of  the  day.     I  do  not 
think  that  those  who  are  enthusiasts  in 
temperance  reform  should  look  with  too 
keen  an  eye  on  the  actual  number  of  years, 
because  what  difference  can  it  make  in 
the  history  of  the  country  in  regard  to 
the  great  reform  of  temperance  whether 
it  is^ fourteen  years  or  twenty-one ;  and 
certainly  if,  by  extending  the  psriod  from 
fourteen  to    twenty -one,   you  are  able 
appreciably  to  lighten  the  burden  on  the 
trade  concerned,  you  will  correspondingly 
facilitate   the   passage   of   this   measure 
not  only  in  this  House,  but  in  another 
place.     There  is  one  more  point  which 
I   wish   to   bring   before   the    House   in 
connection  with  the  Bill,  and  that  is  the 
position  of  the  surviving  houses  at  the 
expiration    of    the     time-limit.       As    T 
understand  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  at 
the  expiration. of  that  period  those  62,000 
odd  houses  have  first  of  all  to  undergo  a 
general  locr.l  election  to  decide  whether 
or  not  they  are  to  continue  in  existence, 
and  when  they  have  passed  through  that 
ordeal    they  will  come    up    before    the 
magistrates  who  in  their  turn  will  decide 
whether  the  licensee  or  someone  else  is  to 
be   granted   a   licence.     It  must  be  re- 
membered that  they  have  been -paying 
their      share      of      the      compensation 
throughout     the     timr -limit.  What 

is  to  be  their  position  at  the  end  of 
the  time-limit  under  this  proposal  ? 
Here  again  money  has  beea  spent 
quite  properly  by  those  who  hr-ve  in- 
vested it  in  a  perfectly  legitimate  concern, 
and  they  have  every  right  to  hope  that 
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throughout  their  time  they  may,  if  they 
so  desire,  withdraw  from  that  business 
and  have  a  possession  which  shall  be  a 
realisable  article  in  the  market,  so  that 
if  it  is  put  up  for  sale  it  will  sell  for  a 
figure  which  is  within  reasonable  distance 
of  what  they  have  invested  in  it.  But 
it  seems  to  me  that  by  this  Bill  that  is 
taken  away.  What  is  wanted  at  the 
end  of  this  time-limit  is  that  the  State 
should  get  complete  control  over  the 
licences.  It  seems  to  me  that,  provided 
they  get  the  control,  the  arrangements 
made  by  the  State  through  the  b3nch 
of  magistrates  do  not  much  matter. 
I  think  these  houses  that  are  left  might 
be  granted  leases  under  the  State  for  a 
period,  say,  of  five  years.  That  could 
be  done  quite  consistently  by  the  State 
without  impinging  on  the  temperance 
principles  of  the  Bill.  Because  I  think 
you  are  far  more  likely  to  get  a  respect- 
able man  to  manage  a  public -house  if 
he  knows  he  is  there  for  five  years, 
than  if  you  have  a  man  who  has  to 
come  up  every  year  for  a  licence,  and 
knows  he  may  be  turned  out  any  year. 
I  think,  therefore,  a  lease  of  five  years 
under  the  State  w^ould  meet  the  case  in 
every  way  as  regards  control,  while  at 
the  same  time  it  would  be  in  the  direc- 
tion of  temperance.  It  is  on  these 
three  points,  on  which  Hay  special  stress, 
that  I  venture  to  speak  this  evening. 
Of  course,  as  regards  new  licences  full 
control  may  be  introduced.  I  have 
nothing  to  say  against  imposing  most 
stringent  conditions  with  regard  to 
those,  but  as  regards  these  old  licences, 
after  all  that  has  taken  place  for  their 
reduction  and  when  a  levy  has  been 
imposed  on  the  trade,  I  think  more  gener- 
ous treatment  should  and  might  be  meted 
out  to  them  in  the  Bill.  It  may  be  said 
that  these  are  matters  of  detail,  but  I 
believe  they  are  also  matters  of 
great  principle.  I  believe  the  points 
I  have  brought  forward  are  the 
main  essentials  of  the  Bill,  because 
without  these  modifications  I  do  not 
see  how  this  Bill  can  pass  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.  I  am  sincerely  anxious 
that  the  Bill  when  it  passes  this  House 
shall  not  show  any  provision  which 
does  manifest  injustice  to  the  trade  or  any 
person  connected  with  the  trade  which 
would  have  to  be  amended  in  another 
place.     I  believe  that  upon  the   exten- 
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sion  of  the  time-limit,  the  enlarpngoitk 
basis  of  compenBation,  and  the  poaliiA 
of  these  houses  after  the  Bill  becooMi 
law — on  the  modification  of  CUnscil,!, 
and  10 — ^largely  depends  the  &te  d  fik 
measure.    The  object  of  those  n^  A 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  in  the  hborioB 
weeks  which  lay  before  us,  should  k 
80  to  mould  and  fashion  tUs  nmnn 
that  when  it  leaves  this  House  it  bImmU 
present  a  permanent   and  just  scheme 
of  temperance  reform   such  as  can  be 
accepted  and  defended  by  all  reasoniUe 
people  in  the  country. 


♦Mr.  8N0WDEN  (Blackburn):  Ai 
very  frequent  references  have  been  mide 
to  myself  in  the  progress  of  thk 
debate  I  should  like  an  opportmuty 
of  explaining  my  position  in  regaid  to 
this  matter.  I  approach  the  consideii- 
tion  of  this  question  from  the  point  of 
view  of  temperance  reform.  I  can 
speak,  I  think,  also  in  the  name  of  those 
with  whom  I  am  associated.  We  recog- 
nise the  great  necessity  of  remoyii^ 
every  stumbling  block  from  the  path 
which  makes  for  the  social  and  moral 
betterment  of  the  people.  This  Bill  is 
not  a  panacea  for  all  the  evils  of  diink» 
but  so  far  as  it  is  a  temperance  measure, 
it  seeks  to  promote  social  reform  in  the 
direction  of  curtailing  the  opportunitieB 
of  obtaining  drink.  Quotations  have 
been  made  from  an  article  I  wrote,  with 
the  object  of  giving  the  impression  that 
I  hold  the  opinion  that  the  rednctioiL 
of  facilities  is  not  likely  to  cause 
a  reduction  in  intemperance.  My  pur- 
pose in  giving  the  f^ures  which  have 
been  quoted  this  afternoon  was  to  point 
out  that  while  I  admit  that  there  is  a 
connection  between  facilities  and  the 
amount  of  drink  consumption  and 
drunkenness,  it  is  not  the  only,  or,  in 
my  opinion,  the  most  important  factor 
in  the  case.  In  my  opinion,  there  are 
other  factors  of  far  greater  influence 
and  importance.  The  drink  question 
is  not  a  simple  question.  It  is  not  a 
question  that  can  be  treated  as  an 
isolated  question;  it  is  part  of  the  whole 
social  problem,  and  if  we  approach  the 
consideration  of  this  question,  or  indeed 
the  consideration  of  any  with  a  reasonable 
hope  of  arriving  at  a  proper  solution  we 
shall  have  to  consider  it  as  a  whole. 
The  two  other  factors  for  consideration 
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to  which  I  attach  great  importance,  are 
the  social  and  industrial  condition  of 
the  people  and  the  method  of  supply. 
By  that  I  mean  the  financial  interest 
which  the  brewers  and  publicans  have 
in  the  supply  of  drink.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  brewers  and  publicans  are  worse 
than  any  other  people.  They  go  into 
the  drink  traffic  as  others  go  into  other 
trades,  in  order  to  make  a  living ;  but, 
unfortunately,  so  far  as  the  drink  traffic 
is  concerned,  it  is  only  by  the  encourage- 
ment of  drunkenness  that  they  can  get 
rich.  This  Bill  does  not  propose  to 
touch  those  two  important  factors.  The 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  sought  to  prove  that  there 
was  no  connection  between  facilities 
and  drunkenness,  and  referred  to  Dur- 
ham, Glamorganshire,  &nd  Yorkshire,  and 
showed  that  th  ^S3  coun  ios  had  the  highest 
percentage  of  dnmkenness.  But  it  is 
not  the  question  of  facilities  at  all  in 
those  three  counties.  In  those  counties 
the  factor  is  the  social  and  industrial 
condi  ions,  especiilly  housing.  There 
are  instances  where  with  a  small 
number  of  licences  convictions  for 
dnmkenness  are  high,  because  there 
are  other  important  factors.  Apart  from 
these  things  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible 
to  prove  connection  between  facilities 
and  drink  consumption.  When  prohibi- 
tion was  established  in  the  State  of 
Maine,  the  number  of  arrests  for  drunken- 
ness increased.  But  nobody  would 
maintain  that  there  was  more  drunken- 
ness after  the  establishment  of  prohibi- 
tion than  before.  This  is  not  a  matter 
to  be  decided  by  convictions  f  )r  dranken- 
mBS.  but  by  common  sense.  I  think  all  are 
convinced  that  there  is  a  change  coming 
over  the  drinking  habits  of  the  people. 
I  think  that  change  is  most  manifest 
among  what  I  might  describe  as  the 
better  part  of  our  artisan  population. 
I  believe  there  is  one  class  who  drink 
much  more  than  they  formerly  did  : 
men  of  the  commercial  class  who 
have  the  command  of  their  own 
time.  That  is  the  class  which  is 
numerically  increasing  so  much.  They 
do  not  spend  hours  together  in  a 
public-house,  but  they  visit  public- 
houses  very  frequently  with  friends  in 
the  course  of  business,  and  in  obedience 
to  very  foolish  ideas  they  think  that 
it  is   a  social  obligation  to  take  drink. 


I  think  that  drinking  due  to  that  cause 
could  be  very  greatly  diminished  if  the 
facilities  were  reduced.  But  thr.t  would  not 
justify  the  conclusion  that  the  reduction 
in  the  consumption  would  be  in  propor- 
tion to  the  reduction  of  facilities ;  still, 
if  the  number  of  houses  were  reduced, 
there  would  be  less  incentive  to  a  pub- 
lican to  push  the  sale  of  drink  for  the 
sake  of  making  a  living.     I  believe  the 
fact  is  that  something  like  one-third  of 
the  licences  change   hands   every  year 
because  of  the  difficulty  of  making  a 
living.      Only  a  few  years  ago  the  chief 
constable    in  my  constituency  reported 
to  the  licensing  magistrates  that,  owing 
to  the  conditions  imder  which  the  tied 
house  tenants  held  their  licences,  it  was 
practically  impassible  for  them  to  make 
a  living,  and  they  were  therefore  com- 
pelled to  resort  to  various  methods  of 
encouraging  men  to  visit  their  houses. 
But  a  reduction  of  that  class  of  public - 
houses    would    remove,    I    do   not   say" 
entirely,  but  to  some  extent  at  any  rate, 
the    incentives    which    the    publican    is 
compalled  at  the  present  time  to   offer 
to  men  in  order  to  push  the  s:ile  of  drink 
and    make    a    living.     These    reasons — 
they  might  be  added  to — are  quite  suffi- 
cient in  my  opinion  to  justify*  our  support 
of  this  Bill,  which  proposes  to  promote 
temp3rance  reform  by  the  reduction  of 
licences.     The  other  f/^.ctor,  a  very  im- 
portant factor,  namely  the    social  and 
industrial  condition  of  the  people,  cannot 
be  embodied  in  a  Licensing  Bill  nor  in 
any    one    Bill   of   any    land.     Sp3aking 
paradoxically,  we  shall  have  to  be  moving 
in  a  great  many  directions  at  the  same 
time  in  order  to  attain  the    improved 
condition   of   the   industrial   classes.     I 
now  come  to  the  second  p.\rt  of  the  Bill, 
namely,  the    time-limit.     Supposing  we 
had  reason  to  believe  that  a  reduction 
of    the    number    of    licences    would    be 
followed  by   a   proportionate   reduction 
of  drinking,  or  supposing  we  reduced  the 
number   of    licences    by    one -half,    be- 
lieving   that    the    amount    of    drinking 
would    be    redu?ed    by    o  le-half,  then, 
although    I    do    not    admit    that    the 
publican    has    a    mr>ral    ri^<ht    to    one 
penny  of  compansation,  yet,  if  I  believed 
that     the     reduction     in    the    number 
of    licences    would    be    followed    by   a 
proportionate   reduction  in   drinking.   I 
would   advocate    that   the  State  should 
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pay  a  monetary  compensation  in  order 
that  that  should  be  brought  about  at 
once,  and  I  venture  to  think  that  it 
would  be  the  best  bargain  that  the  State 
had  ever  made.  But  I  do  not  ex- 
pect, as  I  have  said,  that  the  reduction 
of  facilities  would  be  followed  by  a  pro- 
portionate reduction  in  diinking,  but 
it  wjuld  be  followed  by  some  reduction, 
at  any  rate.  Now,  as  to  this  time-limit, 
I  do  not  admit  the  right  of  the  drink 
traffic  to  a  mone  ai  y  compensation.  Men 
on  the  To  y  benches,  or  who  ought  to 
be  on  those  benches,  acknowledge  the 
same  thing.  The  Act  of  11104  is  an 
admission  that  there  is  no  permanent 
interest  in  a  licence.  A  quotation  was 
given  in  the  course  of  the  debate  this 
afternoon  in  which  the  o}  irion  was  ex- 
pressed that  the  time-limit  would  form 
a  precedent  for  future  legislation.  May 
I  be  permitted  to  expound  my  opinion 
on  that  matter  ?  I  am  no  law^'er ; 
thank  heaven  I  have  not  come  to  that 
yet ;  but  I  know  sufficient  of  the  practice 
and  theory  of  English  law  to  be  aware 
that  it  recognises  no  such  thing  as  a 
permanent  right,  either  in  a  licence  or 
in  any  other  form  of  property.  The 
only  thing  the  law  acknowledges  is  the 
right  of  the  individual  to  protection  in 
the  enjoyment  of  his  property,  so  long 
as  that  enjoyment  is  not  against  the 
public  welfare.  But  as  soon  is  any  kind 
of  injury  is  inflicted  on  the  public  welfare 
then  the  public  welfare  must  be  supreme. 
That  has  been  admitted  over  and 
over  agi  in.  The  Lands  Clauses  Act 
is  an  interf(>ien(e  with  the  right  of 
private  contn^ct  with  such  compensa- 
tion as  the  c(  mmunity  shall  decide  to 
be  fair  and  equitable  ;  and  ma  k  you, 
that  ccmpei  sation  va  i  s  according 
to  what  has  been  regarded  as  the  per- 
manent nature  of  the  property  to  be 
appropriated  it  varies  in  different  degrees. 
It  has  already  been  admitted  that  there 
is  no  permanent  right  to  any  licence, 
and  therefore  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion cannot  be  the  same  is  it  would  be 
in  the  ctse  of  land,  or  railways,  or  mines, 
where  undoubtedly  the  State  has  ad- 
mitted the  right  of  the  individual  to 
enjoy  the  property  so  long  as  that  right 
to  enjoy  the  property  does  not  conflict 
with  the  public  wclft  re.  I  do  not  see 
that  those  who  arc  objecting  to  the 
time-limit  have  any  right  to  complain 
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that  this  thing  has  been  suddenly  8pniii| 
upon  them  without  any  warning.  It  is 
nearly  forty   years    sir.ce   a  responaHi 
Government    proposed    it.    It  is  vont 
thing  like  thirteen   years  since  anotba 
Grovernment    introduced    a    local  ireto 
Bill  which,  if  it  had  been  carried,  vonld 
have  given  the  people  the  right  to  cloie 
public-houses  without  compensation.  It 
is  only  ten  years  since  hon.  Memben, 
who  were  then  associated  with  the  Con- 
servative   Party,    introduced    into  tbis 
House,  at  the  instigation  of  the  Chureli 
of     England     Temperance     Society,  a 
Bill     for    a    time-limit.        Ten    yean 
ago   a    Royal   Commission    leportel  in 
favour  of  a  time-limit,  o'%  at  any  rate^ 
certain   members   of   it   did    so.    Then, 
again,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  there  is  only 
one  country,  or  only  one  State  in  the 
world,    where    monetary    compensation 
has    been   recognised,    when    the   State 
has  decided  to  assume  control  of  the 
licences  or  to  abolish  the  licences  alto- 
gether— that  is  the  State    of  Victoria. 
I  submit,  therefore,  that  the  (r&de  has 
had  ample  warning,  and  they  ought  to 
have  been  prepaiing  for  what  they  knev 
must  come  sooner  or  later,  because  evciy 
sensible  man  was  aware  that  the  present 
condition  of  things  wts  not  permanent. 
Then  as  to  the  period  proposed  by  this 
Bill  for  the  trade  to  recoup  itself.     The  es- 
tim  te  of  what  isccJled  the  monopoly  value 
of  the  licences  is  given  as  £100,000,000. 
Five  per  cent,  over  fourteen  years  would 
give   something   like   a    redemption   of 
that  sum,   and   yet   we   are   told    that 
the    trade    is    incapable    of    increasing 
its  profits  by  5  per  cent.     Suppose  the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    was    in 
need   of  revenue,   and  he   proposed  to 
increase  the  beer  tax  by  £5  000.000.     The 
Conservative  Government  increased  the 
taxation    on   beer   by   £3,000,000,    and 
the  trade  adapted  itself  to  that  increased 
revenue.     By  that  Party  the  taxation 
on  beer  has  been  increased  20  per  cent, 
within   the  last  fifteen  years,   and  the 
trade,  I  repeat,  has  adapted  itself.    In 
order  to  recoup  themselves   under  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  Bill,  they 
would  require  to  find  £5,000,000  or  at 
the  very  most  £6,000,000  a  year,  and 
they   certainly  are    lamentably    lacking 
in  business  capacity  if  they  are  not  able 
to  do  that.     Of  course,  we  know  who 
will   have    to   pay    it.    The   customers 
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will  have  to  pay  it.  The  customer  is 
paying  it  now.  So  much  for  the 
objections  to  the  time-limit.  There  are 
just  one  or  two  other  matters  upon 
which  I  want  to  touch.  One  is  the 
application  of  the  principle  of  local  veto 
in  regard  to  the  number  of  licences.  I 
believe  in  local  veto  as  a  principle,  but 
ever  since  I  began  to  make  inquiries 
upon  this  matter  I  have  doubted  whether 
in  operation  it  will  do  very  much  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  drunkenness. 
But  there  is  a  great  difference  between 
local  veto  as  applied  to  existing  licences, 
and  local  veto  in  regard  to  the  issue  of 
new  licences.  In  Queensland  they  have 
local  option  which  enables  a  vote  of 
the  locality  to  close  existing  public- 
houses.  A  clause  in  the  same  Act 
enables  a  majority  of  the  electors  to 
veto  the  issue  of  proposed  new  licences. 
In  not  a  single  case  has  the  veto  been 
exercised  in  regard  to  existing  licences, 
but  nearly  80  per  cent,  of  the  proposed 
new  licences  have  been  vetoed.  The 
reason  for  the  difference  is,  of  course, 
obvious.  In  the  one  case  an  interest 
lias  been  created.  The  people  who 
vote  know  the  man.  He  is  probably 
a  neighbour  or  a  friend,  and  sympathy 
enters  into  the  consideration  of  the 
question,  but  in  regard  to  new  licences 
no  interest  whatever  has  been  created. 
I  believe,  under  the  operation  of  that 
clause  in  the  Bill,  when  it  becomes  an 
Act,  that  in  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  cases  the  people  will  veto  the  issue 
of  new  licences.  I  prefer  that  the 
people  should  have  this  decision 
rather  than  the  banch  of  licensing 
magistrates.  The  people  know  the 
needs  of  the  locality  better  than  the 
bench  of  magistrates.  There  is  no 
difference  in  principle  between  the  two 
things,  but  there  is  a  little  difference 
in  form.  The  magistrates,  at  any  rate, 
are  supposed  to  be  acting  on  behalf  of 
the  people,  and  local  veto  is  simply 
allowing  the  people  to  act  for  themselves 
and  not  merely  through  their  proxies 
the  licensing  bench  of  magistrates.  There 
is  another  re:  son  why  I  approve  of  the 
proposed  adoption  of  local  veto,  even  in 
this  limited  form.  I  think  it  is  better 
that  a  new  thing  should  begin  in  a  small 
way  rather  than  in  a  more  extended 
fonn.     Fourteen    years    will    accustom 


the  people  to  voting  on  these  questions, 
and  at  the  end  of  that  time,  therefore,  I 
think  an  educated  public  opinion  will 
be  far  better  able  to  deal  justly  with 
the  question  of  continuing  or  vetoing 
licences  than  if  the  full  power  of  local 
veto  were  conferred  at  the  present  time. 
I  believe  that  during  the  per'od  of  the 
time-limit  public  opinion  with  regard  to 
the  temperance  question  will  have  ripened 
very  much,  and  th  t  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  public  opinion  will  be 
piepared  to  deal  with  the  third  factor 
in  the  question  of  which  I  have  spoken, 
namely,  the  method  of  supply;  and 
I  believe  the  people  will  take 
the  control  of  the  drink  traffic  in 
the  fullest  and  most  complete  sense 
of  the  word.  The  elimn^.  ion  of  all 
financial  interest  is  at  any  rate  an  option 
I  should  like  to  see  given  to  the  people 
at  the  expiration  of  the  time-limit.  Just 
one  word  upon  another  aspect  of  the 
question,  and  I  speak  now  for  myself 
only,  and  that  is  the  question  of  clubs. 
I  have  already  referred  to  the  provision 
which  enables  the  people  to  veto  the  issue 
of  new  licences.  What  is  the  use  of 
vetoing  the  issue  of  new  licences  if  the 
minority  who  want  the  licences  are 
going  to  have  liberty  to  form  a  club 
in  which,  practically  without  reguUtion 
and  without  control,  they  can  drink 
every  hour  of  the  day  and  night?  I 
feel  most  keenly  upon  this  question, 
because  I  believe  temperance  reform 
is  absolutely  impossible  unless  you  are 
prepared  to  deal  drasticallv  with  this 
question  of  clubs.  There  hfs  been  in 
the  past  few  years  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  clubs.  It  has  not  been  very 
rapid,  I  admit,  because  there  has  not 
been  the  encouragement  to  form  clubs, 
but  with  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
public-houses,  with  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  local  veto  over  the  issue  of 
new  licences,  it  is  perfectly  certain  that 
there  will  be  a  much  more  rapid  increase 
in  the  number  of  clubs  than  has  taken 
place  during  the  last  few  years.  There- 
fore, if  the  power  to  form  these 
clubs  be  left  even  as  it  is  proposed  in 
this  Bill  it  will  defeat  the  end  of 
all  other  parts  of  the  Bill  which  have 
aimed  at  temperance  reform.  Many  of 
the  clubs  which  have  been  formed  in  the 
last  few  years   are   nothing   more   than 
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public-houses  owned  by  b  -ewers,  as  much 
tied  hoases  as  any  tied  public-house.  I 
deplore  the  want  of  courage  on  the  part 
•?  certain  politicians  in  grappling  with 
this  question.  I  do  not  fear  the  club 
vote.  I  do  not  believe  the  club  vote  is  so 
s'^rong  numerically  as  some  seem  to  think. 
I  feel  so  strongly  the  need  for  dealing 
drastically  with  this  question  that  I  am 
prepared  to  defy  the  club  vote.  Without 
the  treatment  of  this  question  drastically 
you  might  as  well  give  up  all  hope  of 
temperance  reform.  There  is  just  another 
matter  in  connection  ^nth  the  Bill  to 
which  I  have  heard  no  reference  made 
so  far,  and  that  is  the  fact  that  it  does  not 
deal  with  grocers'  licences.  Had  it 
proposed  to  deal  with  grocers'  licences  I 
believe  that  would  have  been  the  most 
popular  clause  in  the  Bill.  No  one 
supports  grocers'  licences  except  grocers 
who  have  licences,  and  I  think  it  is 
universally  admitted  that  they  are  as 
potent  a  cause  of  intemperance,  es- 
pecially among  women,  as  the  ordinary 
public-house.  The  last  speaker  made  a 
suggestion  that  the  time-limit  should  be 
extended.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
do  no  such  thing.  From  what  I  know  of 
the  feeling  in  the  country  I  am  convinced 
that  if  the  Government  extend  the  time- 
limit  they  will  take  the  heart  out  of  those 
who  are  agitating  and  supporting  this 
Bill  in  the  country.  Fourteen  years  is 
far  longer  than  the  trade  had  any  right 
to  expect.  It  is  far  too  generous.  We 
want  something  doing  in  ou:*  lifetime. 
We  do  not  want  to  wait  twenty-one 
years.  Very  brave  words  have  been 
uttered  from  that  bench  and  even  braver 
words  have  been  uttered  in  the  country 
])V  responsible  Ministers.  They  have 
declared  that  they  mean  to  stand  by  the 
main  provisions  of  this  Bill.  I  hope 
they  will.  They  have  upon  their  side  in 
su])porting  this  Bill  such  a  combination 
as  I  think  has  never  sup])orted  a  measure 
before.  They  have  all  the  churches  and 
religious  organisations  of  the  country, 
they  have  the  organised  labour  move- 
ment sohd  in  their  support,  and  the  en- 
thusiastic support  of  those  of  us  who  sit 
upon  these  benches.  Therefore  I  hope 
they  will  not  take  their  hand  away  from 
the  plough,  that  they  will  persevere  and 
pass  this  measure  into  law  and  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  by  so  doing  they 
will     have     made     a     beginning    which 
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eventually  will  bring  untold  h^ppnex, 
comfort  and  health  to  the  paople  of  this 
country. 

♦Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  (Angtaqr): 
We  all  recognise  the  authority  vitk 
which  the  hon.  Member  sp3ak8  and  the 
sincerity  of  purpase  that  i aspires  slllus 
sp3eches,  and  I  am  sure  all  Liberahi  u 
far  as  I  know  on  this  side,  are  espxisOy 
glad  to  know  that  we  have,  oiganued 
labour  alsD  upon  our  side.  It  has  been 
gratifying,  at  any  rate,  to  know  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  that  eveiyone  who 
his  spoken,  whether  on  this  side  or  that, 
is  a  very  strong  supporter  of  the  temper- 
ance movement,  espacially  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side.  Their  voices  grov 
quite  pxthetic  when  they  dechre  their 
adhesion  to  the  great  temparance  cause. 
Their  only  regret  is  that  they  could  not 
support  this  particular  Bill  because  it 
did  not  attain  th^  purpose  so  dear  to 
their  hearts.  The  remedy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Honiton 
was  quite  simple.  When  he  found  a 
man  who  got  drunk  he  would  fine  him 
the  first  time  at  a  pretty  big  figure,  at  a 
still  bigger  figure  on  the  second  occasion, 
and  send  him  to  prison  on  the  third— a 
very  drastic  and  heroic  remedy  for 
drunkenness.  As  far  as  the  Royal  Oom- 
mission  is  concerned,  the  unanimous 
Report  has  been  referred  to  more  than 
once  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  There 
were  direct  representatives  of  the  trade 
on  that  Commission,  and  they  came 
unanimously  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
was  a  gigantic  evil  to  be  remedied,  and 
that  no  sacrifice  was  t(X>  great  in  pIOCU^ 
iug  the  diminution  of  what  they  unani- 
mously called  a  national  degradation.  I 
have  listened  during  the  debate  to  dis- 
cover what  is  the  remedy  and  who  is  to 
make  the  sacrifice.  So  far  as  I  can 
understand,  everyone  recommends  every- 
one else  to  make  the  sacrifice  and  find  the 
remedy.  I  take  it  that  this  Licensing 
Bill,  at  any  rate,  is  the  answer  of  the 
Liberal  Party  to  the  remedy  and  to  the 
sacrifice  asked  of  the  country.  "With 
regard  to  this,  I  think  the  leading  point  of 
divterence  between  the  two  sides  on  this 
occasion  has  been  that  the  Ctonaervative 
Members  say  :  "  You  really  cannot  do 
i  much  by  Act  of  Parliament.  What  yon 
i  want  to  do  is  to  enlighten  public  opinion." 
I  It    is    said    vou   cannot    make  a  man 
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sober     by     Act     of      Parliament.      In 
a    certain    sense    thit    is    true.       You 
cannot  make  him  industrious,  educated, 
and     learned.       But     that     does    not 
prevent   us  from   passing   Acts  of  Par- 
liament on   these  questions.     If  I  were 
asked  the  question  I  should  think  an  Act 
of  Parliament  has  more  power  over  the 
sobriety  of  the  people  than  almost  any 
other  part  of  public  life.    The  existence 
of    licences    and    the    restrictions    with 
vhich  the   trade  is  surrounded  is  the 
very  admission  of  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  regulate  the   trade,  and  why  should 
we  not  say  thit  Parliament  will  diminish 
the  number  of  licences — that  is,the  tempta- 
tion to  drinking  ?     In  the  second  place, 
as  far  as  local  option  is  concerned,  it 
will  not  make  a  man  sober,  but  it  will  give 
him  the    opportunity  to  make    himself 
sober,  which  is  a  much  more  important 
thing.     Is    there    or    is    there    not    any 
relationship    between    the    number    of 
licences  and  the  temptation  to  drinking 
and    to  drunkenness?     There    are    two 
answers  to  that  question.     First  of  all, 
the  experiment  of  free  trade  in  drink, 
that  is,  an  unlimited  number  of  licences, 
has  been  tried.     If  the  number  of  licences 
has  nothing  to  do  with  drinking,   how 
comes  it  that  when  the  free  trade  experi- 
ment was  made  drunkenness  was  more 
rife  than  it  had  ever  been  before,  and 
when   the   convers3   of   that   movement 
took  place  in  Liverpool,  the  city  again 
grew   more  sober  ?     Is  not   that  really 
almost  a  conclusive  answer  ?     It  proves 
that  Ihe   increased   number   of  licences 
increased  the  facilities  for  drinking,  and 
led  to  dnmkenness.     In  the  Act  of  1904, 
the     whole     principle     underlying     the 
measure  was  that  if  you    decrease    the 
number   of   licences   you   have   a   great 
temperance   measure.     It   seems   to   me 
that  there  is  no  answer  to  tho83  two 
suggestions  of  mine.     The  Liverpool  free 
trade  experiment  and  the  Act  of  1904: 
prove  conclusively  that  there  is  a  relation- 
ship   between    the    number    of    licences 
and  the  facilities  for  drink.     In  regard 
to    the    second   principle  in    the    Bill — 
the  time-limit — that  is  a  point  on  which 
there  is  considerable  difference  of  opinion. 
I  do  not  propose  to  go  as  far  as  my  hon. 
friend's  philosophical  disquisition  on  this 
point.     You  must  look,  when  you  have 
regard  to  the  time- limit,  at  what  you  arc 
time  limiting.     Something  is  said  about 


licences  and  freeholds.  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  whose  absence  we  all 
regret,  has  said  more  than  once  that 
he  never  pretended  for  a  moment  that 
there  was  a  freehold  in  licences  in  this 
country.  That  being  so,  we  must  look 
at  the  property  that  we  are  time  limiting. 
As  far  back  as  eighty  years  ago  an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  passed  which  said  that 
these  licences  should  be  for  one  year 
only.  At  the  end  of  the  year  it  was  not 
a  continuation  of  the  old  licence,  but  the 
granting  of  a  new  licence  for  the  sub- 
sequent year.  That  went  on  until  1882, 
when  a  case  was  tried  in  the  High  Court 
which  decided  the  principle  that  we  say 
has  always  been  the  law  of  England 
as  to  the  discretion  of  the  magistrates. 
In  1883,  Thomas  Nash,  the  legal  adviser 
to  the  Licensed  Victuallers'  Association, 
wrote  to  the  papers  saying  that  this  was 
no  new  thing  to  him,  but  a  secret  of  the 
trade  for  many  years  past,  and  it  had 
been  divulged,  perhaps  unnecessarily, 
by  this  case,  and  that  they  all  knew  that 
subject  to  the  appeal  to  quarter  S2Ssions 
the  justices  had  unlimited  discretion 
over  the  licences.  In  1891,  it  was  put 
beyond  controversy  in  the  Sharpe 
and  Wakefield  case.  The  trade 
knew  all  about  the  matter,  and  so 
it  remained  until  the  Act  of  1904. 
What  we  have  to  consider  is  what 
difference  the  Act  of  1904  made. 
What  the  Act  of  1904  does  is  to  provide 
that,  when  a  licence  is  taken  away  simply 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  required, 
compensation  shall  be  paid  by  the  remain- 
ing members  of  the  trade.  The  Con- 
servative Government  of  that  time  did 
not  venture  to  say  that  there  was  a 
freehold  in  licences.  It  was  never  sug- 
gested that  they  were  taking  something 
which  the  licensee  possessed,  but  that 
the  surviving  licensees  should  compensate 
the  man  whose  licence  was  taken  away. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  venture  to 
suggest  that  really  the  1904  Act  was 
simply  the  corollary  of  what  took  place 
under  the  boom  of  1896.  During  those 
years  the  brewers  tied  the  houses,  and 
in  1904  the  Conservative  Government 
tied  th^  magis  ate ;.  The  question  of  the 
principle  is  not  in  doubt,  and  it  is  simply 
a  question  of  how  long.  Although 
not  much  is  heard  about  it  in  this  House, 
the  licence  is  talked  of  in  the  country 
as  if  it  were  a  freehold.     In  the  case  of  a 
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freehold  a  man  would  be  entitled  to 
twenty,  twenty- five,  or  thirty  years' 
purchase  as  compensation.  But  licences 
are  not  freeholds,  and  the  time-limit  of 
fourteen  years  is  simply  a  concession 
made  for  the  expectancy  which  the 
holders  have  had.  These  so-called  free- 
holds are  not  insured ;  nobody  ever 
heard  of  a  man  insuring  his  freehold. 
IOppositiox  cries  of  "  Yes."]  What, 
insuring  your  freehold  title  ?  [ '  n  Hon. 
Member  :  Yes,  against  fire.]  That,  of 
course,  is  a  very  wise  precaution  to  take. 

Mr.  WILLI  AM  RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool,  West  Derby) :  You  can  insure 
against  robbery. 

♦Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  :  But  you  do 

not  insure  your  freehold.  No  man  can 
run  away  with  an  acre  of  land  and  you 
would  not  think  of  insuring  your  freehold. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD: 
We  shall  have  to  do  so  now. 

*Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  :  I  am  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  is  the  great  Socialist 
Member  for  Liverpool.  I  am  astonished 
at  his  interruption.  My  submission  is 
that  nobody  insures  a  freehold.  You 
may  insure  against  fire,  spoliation,  or 
even  an  earthquake,  but  you  never 
insure  your  freehold.  When  these 
licences  are  sold,  what  is  the  principle 
which  a  valuer  applies  to  them  ?  He 
goes  down  to  the  house,  and  having 
found  out  how  many  barrels  of  beer  and 
gallons  of  spirits  are  sold  in  the  house  in 
the  year,  puts  10s.  profit  per  barrel  on 
the  beer  and  5s.  profit  per  gallon  on  the 
spirits,  r.nd  calculates  the  annual  profit 
in  this  way.  Then  he  asks  how  many 
years  purchase  he  should  allow,  and  if 
he  is  r.  wise  valuer  he  considers  the 
structure  of  the  house,  the  number 
of  public-houses  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  whether  the  local  magistrates  are 
energetic  or  supine.  If  the  result  is 
nnfavoim.ble  in  all  these  respects,  he  will 
allow  perhaps  five  years  purchase.  If 
the  result  is  favourable,  he  will  go  as 
high  as  eleven  or  twelve  years  purchase. 
A  man  who  received  nine  or  ten  years 
purchase  on  his  annual  profit  may  in 
general  be  considered  to  have  been 
handsomely  dealt  with  ;    but  the  period 
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proposed  in  this  Bill  is  fourteen  years. 
Therefore,  the  Bill  is  perfectly  just 
from  that  point  of  view.  It  is  said  that 
we  have  not  got  all  the  religious  bodies 
on  our  side.  I  know  there  are  some 
bishops  who  are  not  with  us,  but  I  think 
there  are  at  least  six  bishops  who  support 
us  very  strongly.  No  Welsh  bishop 
opposes  this  Bill,  or  at  any  rate  the 
majority  of  them  have  refused  to  join 
the  movement  against  this  Bill.  I 
agree  with  the  view  that  it  is  not  ad- 
visable to  legislate  too  much  in  front 
of  public  opinion.  As  a  Welsh  Member 
I  am  glad  special  provision  has  been 
made  for  Wales,  because  Wales  is  far 
in  advance  of  England  on  this  question 
of  temperance.  I  am  glad  the  Govern- 
ment has  recognised  that  fact  and  given 
the  people  of  Wales  an  opportunity  of 
sa3ring  how  many  licences  there  shall 
be  in  a  licensing  district.  I  recognise 
that  the  reduction  will  be  subject  to 
compensation,  but  I  nevertheless  think 
that  considerable  good  will  accrue  from 
this  provision.  But  as  to  that  part 
of  the  Bill  dealing  with  clubs,  it  is  abso- 
lutely no  good  whatever  taking  away 
a  licence  if  a  club  is  to  be  substituted. 
My  hon.  friends  on  the  Government 
Bench  must  take  their  courage  in  both 
hands  and  deal  with  clubs.  It  is  no 
good  passing  a  Licensing  Bill  upon  these 
lines.  We  ought  to  make  a  club  pay 
licence  duties.  I  do  not  stand  up  for 
the  publican  especially,  but  it  does 
seem  hard  on  th*)  publican,  who  .has  to 
pay  a  licence,  that  he  should  have  a 
club  next  door  paying  neither  licence 
nor  compensation.  I  know  a  club  the 
receipts  of  which  are  £90  a  week,  and  the 
publican  close  by  takes  £50  a  week, 
and  while  the  publican  has  to  pay  £40 
for  his  licence  and  £60  compensation 
levy,  or  £100  a  year,  the  club  simply 
pays  a  registration  fee  of  5s.  a  year. 
That  is  ridiculous.  Financial  arguments 
have  been  very  much  gone  into  in  the 
debate,  but  the  financial  considerations 
should  not  have  too  much  weight,  because 
higher  considerations  are  involved  in 
this  case.  I  agree  that  it  would  be 
well  worth  while  making  a  great  sacrifice 
to  get  a  proper  control  over  the  drink 
traffic.  [Opposition  cries  of  "Hoar, 
hear."]  I  am  still  of  that  opinion 
although  my  hon.  friends  opposite  agree 
with  me.    In  my  view  this  is  a  matter 
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which  must  be  fought  out.  Everyone 
knows  that  the  liquor  trade  lies  at  the 
root  of  most  of  the  poverty,  crime,  and 
misery  in  the  country,  and  imtil  this 
problem  is  dealt  with  drastically  we 
shall  never  have  that  happy  and  con- 
tented England  which  we  all  desire. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD: 
I  desire  to  offer  a  few  words 
in  opposition  to  this  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  a  destructive  and 
restrictive  measure  which  is  only 
masquerading  as  a  temperance  measure. 
It  has  been  said  that  we  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  are  devoting  ourselves 
to  the  interests  of  the  brewers  and  publi- 
cans. I  wiU  leave  others  to  speak 
for  the  brewers  and  publicans ;  I  wish 
to  give  the  view  of  the  man  in  the  street 
— the  man  who  is  a  moderate  consumer 
of  alcoholic  drinks,  who  does  not  get 
drunk — in  short,  the  representative  per- 
son in  England  and  Wales,  who  is  not  a  tee- 
totaller and  not  a  drunkard.  I  think  that 
in  considering  this  question  it  is  certainly 
desirable  to  look  at  the  question  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  consumer.  I 
admit  with  the  last  speaker,  and  with  the 
most  fervent  of  the  teetotaller  orators 
we  have  heard  on  the  other  side,  all  the 
evils  of  drunkenness.  In  1907  we  had 
197,000  convictions  for  drunkenness  in 
England  and  Wales,  and  every  man  in 
this  House  knows  of  cases  in  his  own 
experience  where  homes  are  blighted, 
where  prospects  fail,  and  where  homes 
are  broken  up  by  this  terrible  evil.  We 
on  this  side  claim  to  be  as  anxious  to  put 
down  drunkenness  as  any  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  hav«  addressed  the  House 
in  support  of  the  Bill,  and  we  are  pre- 
pared to  make  allowances  for  some  of 
our  friends,  because  those  who  are  total 
abstainers  themselves  honestly  think  that 
the  same  course  of  conduct  would  be  the 
best  thing  for  everybody  else.  Those 
men  are  certainly  entitled  to  put  their 
views  before  the  community  in  the  face  of 
the  terrible  evils  which  undoubtedly  exist, 
but  their  views  should  not  be  allowed  on 
an  occasion  like  this  to  obscure  our  views, 
or  to  cause  us  to  take  any  mistaken  N-iew 
of  the  general  position.  My  proposition 
is  that  it  is  not  the  use  of  alcoholic  liquors 
that  ought  to  be  interfered  with  ;  it  is 
the  abuse,  and  mere  repression  is  no 
remedy.     There  are  countries,  and  there 


are  religions,  where  the  use  of  alcoholic 
liquors  is  entirely  prohibited,  bat  it  is  & 
matter  of  common  knowledge  that  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  the  people  of  every 
country  are  devoid  of  s'}!f-:ontrol, 
and  in  those  countries  evils  of  a  kind 
to  which,  in  comparison,  drunkenness 
is  a  very  feeble  one,  undoubtedly 
abound.  Where  potable  alcohol  in  our 
own  country  and  in  America  cannot  be 
obtained  the  people  take  to  suih  honors 
as  methylated  spirits,  and  there  are  things 
worse  than  that,  such  as  the  drug  habit. 
I  venture  to  lay  down  two  principles: 
firstly,  that  all  excessive  drinlang  is  ad- 
mittedly a  great  evil,  and  that  we  should 
take  all  reasonable  means  to  put 
an  end  to  it,  provided  that  in  doing 
so  we  avoid  the  risk  of  incurring 
even  greater  evils  ;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  moderate  consumption  of  alcohol  i& 
not  in  itself  wrong  or  harmful.  Whilst, 
therefore,  we  should  not  be  concerned 
to  interfere  with  the  moderate  and 
legitimate  refreshments  of  the  people, 
we  ought  to  be  directly  concerned — and 
we  ought  to  be  prepared  to  do  everything 
that  in  us  lies  to  diminish  it — with  this 
great  national  vice.  How  are  we  to 
carry  this  into  effect  ?  Well,  the  off- 
hand answer  to  this  question  is  that  we 
should  begin  by  closing  up  one-third 
of  the  public-houses.  That  is  the  answer 
made  by  this  Bill,  and  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  off-hand  a^.swer  made 
in  this  way  is  made  by  people  who  have 
not  studied  the  question  of  intemperance, 
or  by  people  who  have  no  practic^kl 
experience  of  public-houses  themselves. 
Those  people  who  have  no  practical 
experience  of  public-houses  may  be 
divided  into  two  classes.  There  are 
the  teetotallers  themselves,  whose  views 
are  absolutely  prejudiced  on  the  question^ 
and  we  who  claim  to  be  reasonable  men 
should  not  allow  ourselves  to  be  misled 
either  by  teetotal  views  on  the  one  hand,, 
or  by  the  arguments  of  merely  inter- 
ested people  on  the  other.  We  should 
try  to  look  at  the  thing  fairly  and  squarely* 
The  other  class  includes  the  whole  of  the 
better  classes  in  this  country.  The 
bishops,  to  whom  my  hon.  and  learned 
friend  referred  just  now,  know  nothing 
at  all  in  practice  of  the  inside  of  public- 
houses.  They  have  got  their  private 
cellars,  and  they  have  got  their  clubs, 
the  Athenaeum  and  so  on,   where  thej 
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may  meet  their  special  friends  and  talk 
over  matters  with  them.  When  they 
travel  they  go  to  first  class -hotels.  The 
common  inn  or  public-house  knows  not  the 
bishops  or  the  gentlemen  of  the  superior 
class,  and  it  is  equally  true  that  they 
are  not  qualified  by  personal  experience, 
and  much  less  by  necessity,  to  say  any- 
thing really  important  on  the  subject 
of  licensecl  houses.  Without  any  dis- 
respect to  the  Members  of  this  House 
who  are  present  to-night,  may  I  say  that 
the  same  thing  applies  to  them  ?  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  in  dealing  with  the 
question  of  licensed  houses  are  merely 
legislating  for  classes  of  the  community 
of  whose  habits  and  necessities,  by 
experience  at  all  events,  they  know  little 
or  nothing.  They  know  nothing  about 
their  homes,  their  work,  their  leisure, 
or  their  requirements.  Members  of  Par- 
liament can  get  at  any  hour  of  day  or  . 
night — those  who  are  not  teetotallers —  j 
any  alcoholic  liquors  they  like  within  i 
the  precincts  of  this  House,  and  therefore  , 
there  is  no  necessity  for  their  going  into  ' 
public-houses.  I  venture  to  point  out ' 
that  there  is  not  merely  one  means ; 
of  obtaining  alcoholic  refreshments. 
There  are  four  means  open.  First  of  all 
you  have  the  wine  merchant  to  whom 
any  member  of  the  public  can  go,  and  by 
paying  for  them  get  wines  and  spirits  : 
to  replenish  their  cellars.  Then  you  have 
clubs,  with  respect  to  which  a  good  deal 
had  been  said  in  the  debate.  In  1904 
there  were  6,371  clubs  registered  in 
England  and  Wales,  in  1905  the  number 
had  increased  to  6,589;  in  1906  the  number 
had  increased  to  6,721,  and  in  1709  the 
number  was  6,907.  There  has  been  a 
steady  and  rejrular  increase  in  the  num>>er 
of  cliibs.  All  classes  of  the  community 
have  got  their  clubs.  You  have  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  has  been  called 
one  of  the  best  clubs  in  London.  You 
have  clubs  for  the  bishops  and  others, 
the  Athemrum,  the  Carlton,  and  the 
Reform,  and  then  you  have  clubs  in 
which  a  few  poor  working  men  meet  in 
small  inexpensive  rooms  in  back  streets. 
This  Bill  does  not  reduce  the  number  of 
clubs  automatically  or  in  any  other  way  ; 
it  practically  imposes  no  restrictions 
upon  their  formation,  but  it  imposes 
five  distiiut  annoyances.  Here  I  am 
opiH^sed  to  my  hon.  and  learned  friend 
who  has  ji:-t  spoken,  because  I  think  that 

J/r.  fniliam  Buihrford. 


clubs  are  harshly  and  improperly  dealt 
with.  Everyone  of  the  five  restrictions 
imposed  on  clubs  are  practical  hardships, 
not  upon  the  best  and  wealthiest  dubs, 
but  upon  poor  men's  clubs,  and  that  is  a 
kind  of  class  distinction  to  which  I  yerv 
much  object.  What  are  these  distiEO* 
tionsi  First  of  all,  the  Bill  provides 
for  the  compulsory  annual  renewal  of 
club  registration.  That  is  a  trifle  in  the 
case  of  the  Athenaeum  or  the  Reform; 
the  club  would  send  down  the  secretary  to 
carry  out  the  formality.  But  it  is  a  seriouB 
thing  to  a  club  consisting  of  a  few  poor 
men,  because  it  involves  the  expense 
of  getting  the  renewal.  Then  there  is  the 
transfer  to  the  licensing  justices  of  juris- 
diction over  clubs  which  is  an  intolerable 
thing  to  inflict  upon  a  voluntary  assembly 
of  Englishmen.  They  do  not  want  their 
clubs  to  be  put  in  the  category  of  licensed 
houses.  They  prefer  the  court  of  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  which  has  always  had 
charge  of  these  affairs  in  the  past.  Then 
there  is  the  right  of  police  entry.  That, 
as  you  know,  would  be  a  mere  farce  with 
regard  to  a  club  like  the  Reform  or  the 
Devonshire,  but  it  is  a  very  serious  thing 
indeed  in  the  case  of  a  club  of  a  few 
working  men.  [An  Hon.  Msmbeb: 
Why  ?]  Because  a  police  inspector 
would  not  dare  to  go  into  the  Reform  or 
the  Athenseum  and  act  as  he  would  do 
in  a  poor  man's  club.  In  a  poor  man's 
club  he  would  say  to  a  member  "  You 
walk  this  chalk  line."  The  police  in* 
spector  would  behave  himself  in  the  same 
way  as  when  he  goes  into  a  public-house. 
The  indignities  to  which  the  poor  man's 
club  would  be  subjected  by  the  police 
inspector  would  never  be  dreamt  of  in 
the  case  of  the  wealthy  man's  club  in 
Pall  Mall.  Then  there  is  the  question 
of  the  £20  fine.  If  Lord  So-and-So,  or  the 
Duke  of  Something,  had  been  keeping 
a  birthday  at  his  club  and,  if  coming  out 
apparently  the  worse  of  liquor,  he  should 
be  "  spotted "  by  an  extra  intelligent 
policeman,  a  £20  fine  might  be  imposed. 
That  would  be  nothing  to  the  wealthy 
club,  but  such  a  fine  in  the  case  of  a  work- 
ing man's  club  would  be  ruination. 
And,  further,  the  penalty  of  five  yean' 
forfeiture  is  the  most  outrageous  sug- 
gestion in  regard  to  clubs  ever  heard  of 
in  any  Bill  previously  brought  before 
this  House.  I  have  describaid  two  of 
the  means  which  aie  open  to  people  to 
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get  alcoholic  liquors  ;  the  third  is  ofE- 
licensed  houses,  of  which  there  are  25,143 
in  England  and  Wales.  There  is  a 
wide  difference  of  opinion  as  to  whether 
anything  should  be  done  with  regard 
to  ofE-licences ;  but  it  is  practically 
admitted  by  the  Government  that 
nothing  can  or  ought  to  be  done  in 
the  way  of  reducing  them,  because 
the  Bill  does  not  attempt  to  do  it. 
The  fourth  means  of  obtaining  in- 
toxicating liquor  is  the  public-houses. 
In  1907  there  were  97,554  public -houses 
in  England  and  Wales — a  great  reduction 
since  1904.  Every  licensee  of  a 
public-house  is  bound  to  be  a  man  of 
good  character,  or  he  cannot  get  a 
licence  ;  the  premises  must  be  suitable 
or  the  licence  will  not  be  granted  ;  there 
is  police  supervision  of  the  premises, 
and  practical  publicity  while  the  liquor 
is  being  consumed.  All  these  things 
render  the  licensed  public-house  the 
safest  place  for  the  sale  and  consumption 
of  alcoholic  liquors.  But  what  does 
this  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  It  only  attacks 
the  public-house,  as  has  been  practically 
pointed  out  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
all  his  supporters,  and  fails  in  dealing 
with  the  other  sources  of  supply.  The 
Bill  proposes  to  leave  three  means  of 
supply  entirely  unreduced — the  wine  and 
spirit  merchant,  the  club,  and  the  grocers' 
licence.  The  Bill  proposes  to  clcse  only 
one-third  of  the  existing  licensed  houses, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  that  will  not 
accomplish  any  practical  result  in  the 
wa}'  of  greater  sobriety.  Let  us  take 
an  illustration.  Supposing  in  a  given 
hamlet  you  have  three  public -houses, 
a  grocer's  licence,  and  a  club,  and  that 
you  have  in  that  hamlet  one  or  two 
habitual  drunkards,  and  twenty  or  thirty 
teetotallers,  and  5,0C0  people  who  are 
moderate  consumers  of  alcoholic  liquor. 
[Ministerial  cries  of  **  Oh,  oh  »  "] 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES:  Do  you  only 
give  us  twenty  teetotallers  out  of  a 
population  of  5,000  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD  :  Yes, 
that  is  all.  I  do  not  say  how  many 
professing  teetotallers  there  are,  but  I 
give  what  I  really  believe  to  be  the 
actual  true  figures  of  those  who  carry 
out  the  teetotal  principle.  Supposing 
you  close  one-third  of  the  licensed  houses, 


or   one,    two   are   left,    and   you   have 
still  a  club  and  also  a  grocer's  licence. 
I     put    it     to    the     House,     will     the 
closing   of   one   licensed   house   out   of 
three  reform  these  one  or  two  drunkards  ? 
I  submit  that  the  idea  is  absurd.    If 
drink  is  to  be  got  from  any  source  what- 
ever these  habitual  drunkards  will,  in 
spite  of  the  closing  of  a  licensed  house, 
get  it ;     and  the  eifect  of  closing  the 
house  will  be  that  a  large  number  of 
law-abiding,  respectable  people  who  do 
not  get  dnmk,  but  indulge  in  a  moderate 
amount  of  alcoholic  liquor,  will  be  greatly 
inconvenienced.    In  fact,  the  closing  of 
one   licensed  house  out  of  three,   and 
leaving   two  other   modes   of  acquiring 
liquor  entirely  untouched,  will  do  nothing 
whatever    for    sobriety.    This    is    not 
merely  a   matter  of  argument,   but  is 
proved  by  the  facts  published  in  the 
Blue-books,  which  establish  beyond  r.ll 
possible   doubt  that  the   mere  number 
of  public-houses  per  10,000  of  the  popula- 
tion has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  and 
no  relation  to  the  number  of  convictions  " 
for    drunkenness.     For    in.stance,    take 
the  County  of  Northumberland.    I  find 
from  the  returns  that  there  are  in  that 
county  20*25  licensed  houses  per  10,000 
in.habitants,  and  that  the  convictions  for 
drunkenness  are  no  less  than  146  p3r 
10,000  of  the  inhabitants  ;    wherep.s,  in 
Oxfordshire  we  have  three  times  the  num- 
ber of  public-houses  per  10,000  inh'^.bitants 
and  11*29  convictions  for  drunkenness, 
or  less  than  one-twelth  of  the  convictions 
for  drunkenness  in  Northumberland.    I 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  extract  from 
the    Blue-books    four    sets   of    counties 
and  four  sets  of  county  boroughs  with 
the  corresponding  figures,  which  I  will 
offer  to  the  House,  as  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  subject  is  one  of  very  great 
importance.     In    Oxfordshire    we    have 
64*7  public-hoiises  per  10,000  inhabitants 
and    the    convictions    for     drunkenness 
are  11*29.     In   Cambridgeshire   we  have 
74  public -houses  per  10,000  inhabitants 
and  the  convictions  for  drunkenness  are 
12  per  10,000  inhabitants.    In  Norfolk 
we   have    56   public -houses   per    10,000 
inhabitants,    and    the    convictions    for 
drunkenness   are    17.     In    Buckingham- 
shire   we    have    62    public -houses    per 
10,000  inhabitants,  and  the  convictions 
for     drunkenness     are      19.      Contrast 
those   with  the   following  counties.    In 
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Carrarvor shire  we  have  28  public-houses  '  allow  the  poor  man  to  go  to  the  grocer 
per  10,000  inhabitants,  and  the  convictions  ;  to  buy  his  bottle  ;  and  so  long  cs  vou 
for  drunkenness  are  55.  In  Lancashire,  '  allow  men  of  means  to  form  a  club  in 
my  own  county,  we  have  23  public-  i  Pall  Mall  or  Piccadilly  you  cannot  pI^ 
houses  per  10,000  inhabitants,  and  I  am  j  vent  an  equal  number  of  poor  men  fom 
sorry   to  say   that   the   convictions   fov    forming  a  club  and  registering  it  equaBy 


drunkenness  are  59.  In  Durham,  we  have 
23  public-houses  per  10,000  habitants, 
and  the  convictions  for  drunkenness  a^e 
101.  In  Northumberland,  there  are  21 
public-houses  per  10,000  inhabitants,  and 
the  convictions  for  drunkenness,  a"e  140. 


free  from  restrictions.  The  time  h'ls  gone 
by  when  the  Government  will  be  per- 
mitted under  any  guise  to  make  any 
distinction  between  one  section  of  the 
community  and  another.  In  my  opinion 
you    cannot    and    you     ought    not    to 


It  might  almost  appear  from  these  figures  :  stop     the     moderate     consumption    of 
as  if  it  were  true  that  the  more  public-  j  alcoholic  liquors,  and   public-houses  are 
houses  there  are  in  any  district  the  less  \  the    safest    places    where    these    liquors 
the  drunkenness,  and  that  the   less  the    ought    to     be     consumed.       The    pub- 
public-houses  the  more  the  drunkenness,    licans     must     be     of    good     character : 
However,  I  do  not  put  it  so  high  as  that,    the  premises  must  be  of  approved  con- 
In  the  county  boroughs  the  figures  are    struction  and  arrangement ;     you  have 
]U8t  as  bad  if  you  compare  them  in  the  j  publicity,  and   therefore   these    are   the 
same   way.     I  only   give   the   names  of  ■  safest  places  where  a  glass  of  beer  can 
the  places,  and  hon.  Members  can  refer  ,  be  consumed.     That  is  no  mere  opinion; 
to  the   Blue-books  for  themselves.     The  ;  it  is  proved  by  the  figures  of  last  year, 
places  whore  there  are  the  fewest  public-  I  where      you      hive      197,000      convic- 
houses  and  the    most   drunkenness   are    tions    for   drunkenness,    and    only   744 
West  Ham,  Bootle,  Middlesbrough,  and    publicans  convicted  of  si^lling    alcoholic 
Birkenhefd  ;   ai:d  the  places  whore  there  j  liquor  to  drunken  people.     That  proves 
are    most    public-houses    and    the    least  .  conclusively  that  96  out  of  197  times  a 
drunken  I  ess   are     Gloucester,    Norwich,    drunkard    is   convicted    of  drunkenness 
Canterbury,  and  Bath.     This  also  applies  j  before     the     magistrates     he     did     not 
to    towns    where    there    are    techniciil  !  partake     of    that    drink    in    a    public^ 
nianufictures  like  Wolverhampton,  where    house.     ["Oh."]    Well,   those    are    th«i 
th*^re  are  37  54  public-houses  per  10,000  j  facts,    and   that   is   my   inference   from 
inhabitants,  r.nd    only   14  7  convictions    them.     Hon.    Members   can    form   their 
for  drunkenness.     I  put   this  question :  .  opinions,     and    draw    their    inferences. 
why  should  Birkenhead,  with  only  one-  '  I  do  not  pretend  to  give  their  opinions, 
half  of  the   licensed  houses  per   10,000    This  Bill  proceeds  upon  the  basis  that 
of    the    population    as    compared    with    the  licensed  house  itself  is  the  evil  to 
Wolverhnnpton,     be     fifteen     times    as    be   suppressed,    but  that   I   venture  to 
drunken  I     [t    is    almost    rs    curious    a    think  is  a  complete  mistake.     It  is  not 
fact   as    thit   a   good  many  teetot  Hers    the  house,  but  it  is  the  conduct  of  the 
have    red    noses.     It    is    one   of    those    man  who  overslips  the  limits  of  sobriety, 
singular  ff  cts  which  nobody  can  explain,    either  in  the  licensed  house,  or  by  buying 
I  do  not  assert  for  these  figures  that  it  is    a  bottle  of  drink  or  getting  it  in  a  club, 
proved  thit  the  more  public-houses  the  ,  which  has  to  be  dealt  with.     This  Bill 
less  drunkeness,  or  vice-versa,  but  whit  i  makes  as  its  boast  that  it  is  to  put  dowi 
I  do  say  is  that  it  is  perfectly  clear  there    the   brewer   and  the   publican,  whereas 
is   no   correlation   between   the   number    the    real    temperance    measure    should 
of  public-houses  and    the  putting  down    take  as  its  basis  the  putting  down  of 
of  drunkenness.      During   this    debate,    insobriety.     Houses    of    pubhc    refresh- 
some    temperance    reformers    have    de-  >  ment   and   entertainment   ate   a  pubBc 
manded  the  suppression  of  off-licences,  '  necessity,    r.nd    instead    of    supptessioii 
and  some  have  demanded  the  suppres-    their  conditions  should  be  reformed  and 
sion    of   clubs.     But  my  point   is   that    improved.     There  are   two  classes  you 
BO   long   as    the    wealthy    man   can  go  ^  have    to    deal    with,    not    merely  one- 
to    the     wine    merchant   and    buy    his    There  are  unfortunately  a  few  thousands 
spirits   and   wine,    so    long    must    you    of  drunken  people  in  England  and  Waleii 
Mr.  JFilliam  Rutherford. 
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but  there  are  millions  for  whom 
the  public-house  is  an  essential  con- 
Tenienee,  and  you  ought  to  help  them 
to  make  a  right  use  of  it.  There 
is  another  point,  that  catering  for 
the  public  properly  demands  an  out- 
lay of  very  considerable  capital,  and 
if  you  strike  a  blow  at  that  capital  you 
will  certainly  interfere  with  the  enjoy- 


you  should  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament 
to  keep  children,  but  one  where  no  child 
would  be  soiled  by  entering.  That  is 
the  opposite  side  of  it.  Such  a  house 
ought  to  be  provided  with  abundance 
of  chairs  and  tables,  and  be  carried 
on  with  as  little  as  possible  standing 
at  the  bar,  where  the  idea  is  to 
drink  up   and   order  another  or  go  out. 


mentof  the  public,  and  the  public  who  will    But  there  again  you  cannot  have  that, 
be  the  sufferers.      This  Bill,   if  really  a  i  because   of   the   magisterially   restricted 
temperance  measure,  should  contain  some  j  space  at  present.    Newspapers  should  be 
provisions    such    as    the  following : — It    provided,     and      there     should     be     an 
ought  to  deal  first  with  the  drunkard,  |  abundance   of    games    instead  of    their 
with  the  man  who  has  been  three  or  i  being  prohibited.    Music  also  should   be 
four  times  convicted  in  one  year.     There  |  encouraged      instead     of     being     pro- 
are  several  things  that  might  be  done  :  hibited.      I    am    giving    a    sketch    of 
to    him.    He    might    be   disfranchised ;    what  would   be   an   ideal  public -house, 
he     might  be    deprived   of  the   charge  ;  The  important  point  is  that  there   are 
of    any    young     children ;     he    should  \  thousands  and  thousands  of  men  who 
be   prevented  from  teaching  in  school ;    have  nowhere  else  to  go.    Alternative 
he    should    not    be    allowed    to    be   a  |  places  have  not  been  provided  by  the 
member  of  any  incorporated  profession    United  Kingdom  Alliance  or  by  any    of 
or  any  trade  union  ;  and  if  these  penalties    the  other  temperance  bodies,  and  men 
were  inoperative  he  should  be  locked  up.  ,  are  obliged  to  go  to  a  public-house  in 
Then,  secondly,  as  to  the  drink.     There    order  to  get  that  legitimate  refreshment 
is    nothing     in    this    Bill    which    goes  I  and     entertainment  to    which    after    a 
to  help  the  man  who  wants  a  glass  of  |  hard  day's  work  they  are  entitled.    I  say 
drink  to  get  a  better  glass  of  drink  than  ,  they  would  behave  more  respectably  if 
he   has   to-day!     How   about   adultera-  ,  they  had  respectable  places  to  go  to. 
tion    and    false    description  of    goods  ?    The  public-house  should  be  made  as  res- 
I  know  of  cases  where  that  kind  of  thing    pectable  as  possible  and  not  as  disreput- 
is    going    on    every    day.     I    say    that    able  as  it  is  at  present.     ["  Oh ! "]    I 
something  should  be  done  to  put  down,    know  what  I  am  speaking  about,  and  a 
in  a  far  more  drastic  manner  than  has    good  many  Members  of  this  House  do  not. 
ever   been   attempted,  adulteration   and    If  the  Legislature   and   the   magistracy 
false  description.     Thirdly,  there  is  the    would  only  give  permission,  I  believe  the 
conduct      of      the     business.       If    this  i  large  n^ajority  of  licensees  would  make 
were      a     real      temperance      measure,  |  these  improvements  themselves   if  they 
why   should    there     not    be    a     clause  I  had    an    opportunity.      I    believe    that 
making     every     licensee     provide     on    this  Bill  is  merely  destructive.      There 
demand  such  things  as  tea,  coffee,  cocoa,    is  not  a  word  in  favour  of  sobriety  in  it, 
and  soup  of  a  fairly  good  quality,  and    and  from  one  end  to  the  other  there  is 
simple  eatables  such  as  bread  and  butter,  ,  not  a  word  in  suppression  of  drunken- 
bread  and  cheese,   and  biscuits,    which  j  ness.    It  will  do  no  good,  and  I  oppose 
you  cannot  get  in  some  licensed  houses  i  it  because  it  is  wanting  in  every  possible 
to-day  ?     Things  of  this  kind  should  be  |  element  with  regard  either  to  the  drink 
made  compulsory.    The  principal  reason  '  itself  or  to  the  premises,   or  to    other 
why  the  majority  of  licensees  do  not  do  ;  conditions     which     would     make      for 
that  to-day  is  that  they  are  so  magisterially  i  sobriety  or  temperance, 
restricted  in  their  space  that  they  have  I 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  On  this 
occasion,  and  it  may  be  said  also  in  the 
debate  on  the  First  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
no  Member  of  this  House  who  has  spoken, 
no  matter  how  bitterly  opposed  to  the 
Bill  he  may  be,  has  endeavoured  to 
minimise  the  evils  with  which  it  purports 

2  X 


found  it  impossible.  Lastly,  there  are 
the  premises  to  be  attended  to.  I  have 
always  been  an  advocate  of  the  policy 
that  the  licensed  house  should  be  large, 
open  and  airy,  well-ventilated,  well- 
lit,  warm  in  winter,  clean,  comfortable, 
respectable,   not    a    place    from    which 
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to  deal,  and  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  emphasised  the  fact 
that  drunkenness  and  intemperance  are 
among  the  greatest  social  evils  of  our 
country.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  which  we 
are  now  discussing  emphasised  it  also, 
and  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
speaking  on  the  First  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  said  that  of  all  the  social  evils 
that  afiect  our  country  unquestionably 
the  greatest  is  the  evil  of  intem- 
perance. We  have  had  no  attempt 
made  to  show  that  because  the  con- 
sumption of  alcohol  has  been  somewhat 
reduced  in  recent  years,  therefore  intem- 
perance has  ceased  to  be  a  great,  a 
gigantic,  and  an  urgent  social  problem, 
and  indeed  the  lesson  to  be  drawn 
from  the  figures  of  the  consumption 
of  alcohol  would  be  a  false  one  if  it 
led  us  to  draw  any  such  conclusion. 
For  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
faU  in  the  figures  during  the  last  six 
or  seven  years  followed  on  a  very  rapid 
and  very  large  increase,  and  at  the 
present  time  if  you  take  the  average 
of  recent  years  and  compare  the  con- 
sumption of  alcohol  with  that  of  twenty 
years  ago  you  will  find  that  our  popula- 
tion consumes  more  now  than  it  did  at 
that  period.  Drunkenness  undoubtedly 
is  less  frequent  and  less  obvious  than  it 
has  been,  but  we  still  have  the  colossal 
total  of  nearly  200,000  convictions 
every  year,  an  immense  number,  and  to 
that  must  be  added  the  large  number 
of  cases  that  go  undetected  and  un- 
charged. It  is  one  of  the  gravest  aspects 
of  the  matter,  and  it  is  a  fact  which  is 
notorious  to  all  who  study  social  condi- 
tions, that  drinking  among  women  in 
public-houses  has  been  very  rapidly  on 
the  increase.  The  effect  of  that  upon  the 
state  of  the  country  cannot  fail  to  be 
injurious.  The  hon.* and  learned  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  which  wc 
are  now  considering  and  who  spoke  with 
the  forceful  moderation  which  the  House 
always  expects  from  him,  did  not  devote 
himself  to  any  effort  to  prove  that  temper- 
ance reform  was  unnecessary.  What  he 
said  was  that  this  Bill  would  not  effect  it. 
This  Bill  is  built  upon  the  principle 
that  the  ex^-essive  number  of  facilities 
for  securing  alcoholic  liquor  is  most  fatal 
to  the  cause  of  temperance,  and  other 
things   being   equal  we  assert  that  the 

Jiff.  Uerlerl  J^'amueK 


greater  the  facilities  for  the  distribution  of 
liquor  the  larger  will  be  the  consumption. 
Every  public-house  is  in  the  nature  of  an 
advertisement  of  the  pleasures  of  drinking. 
It  is   one   of  the  most  interesting  dis- 
coveries of  modem  comnierce  that  people 
of    weak    will    can    be    hypnotised  by 
advertisement  into  buying  things  which 
they  do  not  need.     One  public-house  in  a 
street  has  the  effect  of  one  advertisement, 
ten  public-houses  have  the  effect  of  ten 
advertisements,  and  the  effect  is  multi- 
plied more  than  ten -fold.     In    addition 
every  public-house  is  an  active  agency 
for  the  sale  of  drink,  each  one  has  its 
circle  of  habitues  and  each  publican  has 
his  own  clientele.    If    you   have  90,000 
public-houses  and  90,000  publicans  then 
you  have  90,000  agents  pushing  the  sale 
of  drink,  and  if  you  reduce  that  number 
by   one-third  pro  tanto  you  reduce  the 
inducements    to    drink.     For    all    these 
reasons  prima  facie  one  would  naturally 
suppose    that    the    more    public-houses 
there  are  the  more  drunkenness  there 
would  be,  and  other  things  being  equal 
w^e  believe  that  a  ward  in  a  town  with 
fifty  public-houses  would  be  less  tem- 
perate than  a  w^ird  with   five  or  ten. 
It  is  quite  true  that  if  you  pay  no  regard 
to  the  character  of  the  population,  if 
you  fail  to  take  into  account  the  severity 
or  the  laxity  of  police  administration, 
you  may  pick  out  particular  counties  or 
particular  towns  and  say  that  there  is  no 
correspondence  between  the  number  of 
licences  and  the  number  of  convictions 
for  drunkenness ;  but  what  a  futile  thing 
it  is  to  take  a  county  such  as  Oxfordshire, 
which  is  an  agricultural  county  of  small 
villages,  and  compare  it  with  Northumber- 
land, which  is  full   of  crowded  mining 
towns,  with  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  houses  where  spirituous  liquors  are  to  be 
bought  and  sold.     And  we  at  the  Home 
Office     are     well    aware      that,     with 
regard  to    the   number  of    conviction^ 
we  cannot  fail  to  take  into  account  the 
obvious  fact  that  a  new  and  eneigetie 
Chief  Constable  can,  almost  by  a  stiokeof 
the  pen,   by  altering    the   methods  of 
administration,  increase  the  number  of 
convictions   for  drunkenness  by  ten  or 
twenty  per  cent.    At  the  same  time,  where 
we  have  a  homogeneous  group  of  tdwnscv 
counties,  with  a  fairly  uniform  adminiBtn- 
tiou,  we  often  find  a  remarkable  come- 
pondence  between  the  figures  for  licences 
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and  the  figures  for  drunkenness.  Take  a 
group  of  South  of  England  ports,  Ply- 
mouth, Devonport,  Portsmouth  and 
Southampton.  Those  towns  are  fairly 
■comparable  with  one  another.  Plymouth 
has  23  licences  for  10,000  population,  and 
there  are  18  convictions  for  drunkenness ; 
Devonport  has  25  licences  and  26  convic- 
tions ;  Portsmouth,  37  licences  and  44  con- 
victions ;  Southampton,  37  licences  and 
also  44  convictions.  Let  us  take  another 
group  of  ports  on  the  North-East  coast 
with  a  different  class  of  population  and 
a  much  higher  ratio  of  drunkenness : 
West  Hartlepool,  South  Shields,  and 
Tynemouth.  West  Hartlepool  had  11 
licences  and  75  convictions ;  South 
Shields,  16  licences,  109  convictions ; 
Tynemouth,  31  licences  and  314  convic- 
tions. Let  us  take  Cornwall  and  Devon- 
shire. Devonshire  with  50  per  cent, 
more  licences  to  the  population  has  also 
almost  exactly  50  per  cent,  more  cases  o£ 
drunkenness  to  the  population  than  Corn- 
wall. There  are,  of  course,  many  ex- 
■ceptions  to  these  figures,  and  I  attach 
very  little  importance  to  them  and 
merely  quote  them  as  contrary  illustra- 
tions to  those  already  given ;  but  I  adhere 
to  this,  that  if  you  eliminate  the  dis- 
turbing factors  of  police  administration 
and  differences  in  character  of  the 
population,  you  do  find  that  the  larger  the 
facilities  for  obtaining  liquor  the  larger  the 
intemperance  is.  But  I  ask  the  House  to 
view  the  question  on  a  larger  scale  than 
this.  If  you  view  it  on  a  historic  scale, 
and  take  the  experience  of  the  nation  as 
A  whole  over  long  periods  of  time,  you 
arrive  at  the  certain  and  indisputable 
<;onclusion  that  where  the  restrictions  on 
the  sale  of  liquor  have  been  relaxed, 
drunkenness  has  increased.  Towards  the 
•end  of  the  seventeenth  century  Parlia- 
ment threw  open  the  trade  of  distilling 
and  all  restrictions  were  removed.  Every- 
body was  free  to  distil  spirits  and  what  was 
the  consequence  ?  The  consequence  was 
that  the  consumption  of  spirits,  following 
on  that  change  in  the  law,  increased  tenfold 
in  fifty  years,  and  history  records  that  a 
large  part  of  the  nation  sank  into  an  orgie 
of  degradation.  The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Amendment  said  that  consump- 
tion depended  upon  demand,  and  not  upon 
supply.  The  experience  of  this  country 
has  proved  the  contrary.  It  has  proved 
*that  when  the  restrictions  on  supply  were 


relaxed,  at  once  the  demand  leaped  up  to 
meet  the  supply,  and  you  had  a  con- 
sumption of  liquor  which  did  not  exist 
before  the  alteration  of  the  law.  Then 
from  time  to  time  there  were  some  more 
or  less  futile  attempts  to  reduce  the 
facilities  for  the  sale  of  liquor  ;  but  in  1830 
Parliament  once  more  threw  open  the 
trade,  this  time  the  trade  in  beer,  and 
within  a  few  years  beer  licences  were  ob- 
tained literally  by  tens  of  thousands,  and 
the  results  were  disastrous.  A  great 
flood  of  intemperance  spread  over 
the  country,  from  which  we  are  only 
now  painfully  and  slowly  emerging. 
Take,  again,  the  experience  of  those 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  which 
there  is  general  Sunday  closing:  Scotland, 
Wales  and  Ireland,  except  in  the  four 
great  towns.  Take  the  Reports  of  those 
inquiries  by  Co  nmiss'on  or  Committee 
which  have  reported  to  the  S3vereign  or 
the  House.  They  have  in  every  case 
reported  that  the  result  of  Sunday 
closing  in  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland 
have  been  in  the  direction  of  producing 
greater  sobriety  amongst  the  people. 
They  have  all  recommended  the  mainten- 
ance, and  when  necessary  the  strengthen- 
ing of  the  Sunday  closing  laws.  We  shall 
watch  with  interest  the  course  of  this 
debate  in  order  to  see  whether  a  single 
member  for  Scotland,  Ireland,  or  Wales 
will  get  up  and  say  whether  the  Sunday 
closing  law,  in  the  interests  of  temperance, 
should  be  repealed.  The  Minority  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Liquor 
Licensing  Laws  of  1899  urged  emphati- 
cally the  necessity  of  a  large  and  drastic 
reduction  in  the  number  of  licences 
for  the  sake  of  temperance  ;  and  the 
majority,  which  contained  eight  repre- 
sentatives appointed  to  safeguard  the 
interests  of  the  liquor  trade,  were,  with 
two  dissentients,  emphatically  of  the 
same  opinion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  made  so  able  a  speech 
this  afternoon  was  not  quite  fair  to  the 
House  when  he  quoted  one  sentence 
only  from  that  Report,  to  the  effect  that 
there  is  apparently  no  relation  between 
the  number  of  licences  and  the  amount 
of  drunkenness.  If  he  had  continued 
the  quotation  he  would  have  read 
that  "  It  is  generally  admit  :ed  that  the 
number  of  licences  in  a  great  many  parts 
of  England  and  Wales  is  in  excess  of  the 
requirements  ....  Where  an  excessive 
2X2 
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and  iinuecessary  uumber  of  licences  are 
crowded  together  in  a  limited  area,  more 
drinking  probably  does  prevail,  and  a 
large  reduction  is  much  to  be  desired." 
The  majority  on  the  Royal  Commission 
recommended  first,  that  the  law  should 
be  simplified  and  secondly  "  that  the 
number  of  licensed  houses  should  be 
largely  reduced."  Why,  if  not  in  the 
interests  of  temperance  ?  At  that  time 
there  were  102,000  licensed  houses,  now 
there  are  95,000.  I  think  no  one  will 
hold  that  that  is  a  reduction  w^hich 
fulfils  the  demand  that  there  should 
be  a  large  reduction.  At  the  present 
time  I  am  endeavouring  to  establish 
this  proposition,  and  this  only,  that 
the   reduction   of   a   percentage   of   the 
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Royal  Commission,  and  particulirk 
the  declarations  of  the  Leader  of  tli 
Opposition  and  his  colleagues,  the  pro- 
position is  absolutely  established  that 
to  reduce  the  opportunities  for  selling 
liquor  is  to  promote  temperance  refonn. 

But  we  are  told  that  the  Act  of  190i 
does  good  service  in  accomplishing  the 
reduction  of  licensed  houses.  We  are 
further  told  that  our  Bill  will  not  have 
any  effect  because  as  fast  as  we  reduce 
licensed  houses  clubs  will  arise  to  take 
the  place  of  those  houses.  We  find  the  Act 
of  1904  wholly  inadequate  foritspuzpoac. 
It  reduces  only  one  house  a  year  in 
each  district — a  most  trifling  reductioD. 


My  right  hon.  friend  the  Home  Secietanr 


lupuses  isin  itself  a  measure  of  temperance    *'"'    T  ^T'    .   ^""""^  Jjecretarr 

reform:    I  mav  quote  in  support  of  mv    T  ••.''  ^.a^^^fd    of    hampering   the 


quote  in  support 
argument    the    right    hon.     Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Bench  opposite.     The  late 


administration  of  the  Act  of  19(W,  because 

he  has  prevented  money  being  borrowed 

Home    Secretary,    who"  had    charge    of    ;>«  the  security  of  the  coinpensat ion  fund 

4.1.^  T>:ii  ^t  iHA*    j^..i..-.^j  i.^i.:^„iu. !  lor  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  number 

of  public-houses.  Of  course,  my  right 
hon.  friend  has  refused  to  allow  money 
to  be  borrowed  to  compensate  houses 
on  a  lavish  scale  when  he  knew 
the  Government  was  introdcing  a  Bill 
to  niter  the  basis  of  compensation. 
And  it  is  obviously  a  fallacy  to 
assert  that  to  prevent  borrowing  is  to 
prevent  the  Act  being  put  into  full 
operation.  All  that  the  Government 
has  done  is  to  prevent  the  forestalling  of 
the  future  compensation  fund.  The  Act 
of  1904,  in  our  view,  has  two  grave  and 
radical  defects  of  principle.  The  first  is 
that  each  district  is  made  dependent 
upon  its  own  fund  to  reduce  redundant 
licences,     and     a     redundant     licence. 


the  Bill  of  190i.  declared  emphatically 
that  what  he  and  his  colleagues  desired 
to  see  as  a  result  of  that  Bill  was  a 
general  reduction  in  the  number  of 
licences.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
then  Prime  Minister,  on  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  19()A  Bill  baid— 

*'  I  am  perfiM'tly  ttuivinced  that  when  the 
Hill  is  working,  and  when  it  is  seen  that  by  this 
Hill,  and  hy  this  Bill  alone,  you  can  without 
^ross  injustice  and  discontent  really  diminish 
the  number  of  licences  in  this  country,  all 
Parties,  forgetting  the  differences  whii-h  have 
unhappily  divided  us  during  the  |  nst  three 
months,  will  admit  that  this  is  the  greatest 
contrihution  ever  made  to  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance reform." 

What  I  wish  to  emphasise  in  this  is  that 
the  rifjht  hon.  Gentleman  declared  loudly 


and  omphati(\illy  that   his   Bill  was  a  i  therefore,  is  a  licence  in  a  district  wIucIl 
jrroat    moasun*    of    temperame    refonn    happens  to  have  a  surplus  in  its   com- 


because  it  reduced  the  number  of  public- 
houses.     It   is  trillinji  with  the  subject 


pensation  fund.    The  second  is  that  it 
makes  the  reduction  of  licences  entiidv 


luul  with  the  House  for  hon.  and  right    dependent    upon   the    voluntary  action 
hon.   (lontlenuMi   opposite,  who  said  in    of  the  local  justices.     We  know  that  the 

task  of  reduction  is  difficult  and  invidioiu. 
and  1  think  the  justices  will  be  glad  to 
have  behind  them  the  compulsory  man- 


im)l  that  their  Hill  was  a  great  temper- 
ance measure  because  it  reduced  the 
iMinil)er  of  ])ul>lic-h{)uses,  to  say  now  that 


tho  GovernnuMit  liill  is  not  a  temperance  date  of  this  Bill.  They  wfll  be  pleased 
measure  because  to  redu«ro  their  number  ^  when,  in  effecting  the  necessary  lednc- 
is  useless.  Now  if  we  take  into  account  .  tion.  they  can  place  upon  this  House  the 
the  experience  of  En\:land  in  earlier  blame  for  any  inconvenience  which  mav 
•  lays,  and  tbe  expt^ri'^ce  of  Scotland,  be  caused  to  their  neighbouis.  This 
Ireland,  and  Wales  in  the  matter  of  Act,  inadequate  now,  will  become  more 
Sunday  closing,  if  we  consider  the  and  more  inadequate  as  it  becomes  more 
emphatic  n»commendations  of  both  the  expensive  to  purchase  houses.  The 
m:ijoriry  ami  ih-^  minority  of  the  iiisea.se  we  have  to  eradicate  needs  fat 
Mr,  Ihrhit  isiiiVdd, 
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bolder  surgery  than  the  Act  of  1904 
<5an  supply.  I  turn  from  that  to  the 
difficult  and  complex  question  of  the 
right  method  of  dealing  with  clubs  which 
sell  alcoholic  liquor.  We  fully  agree — 
the  Prime  Minister  has  stated  it  again 
and  again  with  the  utmost  emphasis — 
that  if  clubs,  existing  for  the  sale  of 
liquor,  are  to  be  allowed  to  grow  up  as 
fast  as  the  public-houses  are  closed,  then 
the  purpose  of  this  Bill  will  be  defeated. 
That  has  been  clearly  and  definitely 
stated  ;  and  we  agree  with  the  remarks 
on  that  point  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Blackburn.  Twenty-five 
men  with  a  barrel  of  beer  in  a  cottage 
^o  not  constitute  a  club.  There  may 
be  clubs  which  are  nothing  more  than 
public-houses  on  the  co-operative  prin- 
ciple. Or  men  may  set  out  with  the 
best  intentions  to  provide  counter- 
attractions  to  public-houses,  and  find 
in  the  result  that  they  have  provided 
merely  a  substitute.  On  the  other 
hand,  however,  no  one  proposes — I 
do  not  think  any  hon.  Member 
opposite  would  propose — to  prohibit 
all  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  in  clubs, 
and  I  do  not  think  anyone  would  propose 
to  impose  irritating  and  unnecessary 
restrictions.  Neither  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  nor  we  desire  to  destroy 
well-conducted,  soberly-conducted  work- 
ing-men's clubs.  Life  is  dull  enough  and 
drab  enough  for  the  majority  of  the 
population  without  depriving  them  of 
fluch  facilities  for  healthy  social  entertain- 
ment and  recreation  as  may  exist. 
Under  the  Act  of  1902  there  are  abeady 
very  considerable  powers  for  preventing 
the  formation  and  for  the  suppression 
of  drinking  clubs.  It  is  true  that  clubs 
are  increasing  in  number.  The  increase 
is  about  one-seventh  as  fast  as  the 
•decrease  in  the  number  of  public-houses  ; 
i)ut,  on  the  average,  never  a  week  passes 
without  a  club  being  closed  under 
the  existing  law  for  being  con- 
ducted in  a  way  which  gives  rise  to 
drunkenness.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  as 
large  a  percentage  of  clubs  have   been 
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closed  imder  the  Act  of  1902  as  of  public- 
houses  under  the  Act  of  1904.  This 
Bill  adds  greatly  to  the  powers  imder  the 
Act  of  1902.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  spoken  is  utterly  in  error  when  he 
says  the  Bill  does  nothing  to  increase 
the  control  over  the  drinking  clubs.  As 
the  Act  of  1902  stands,  a  club  can  only 
be  struck  off  the  register  for  certain  defects 
or  offences.  One  thing  is  for  permitting 
frequent  drunkenness  to  take  place  on 
the  club  premises.  We  go  much  further 
by  adopting  the  words  regulating  clubs 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland.  We  say  that  if 
a  club  is  conducted  mainly  as  a  drinking 
club — a  very  wide  form  of  words — it  may 
be  closed  by  the  direction  of  the  proper 
authority.  Under  the  old  Act  there  is  no 
means  for  inspection  except  with  magis- 
trate's warrants;  we  provide  for  the 
entry  of  a  policeman.  [Opposition  cries 
of  dissent.]  Do  hon.  Members  op- 
posite oppose  that  entry  ?  ["  Yes."] 
That  is  an  interesting  fact  to  obtain  from 
them.  We  propose,  at  all  events,  a  form 
of  inspection  which  will  be  effective 
for  its  purpose  and  which  will  enable 
the  authorities  to  know  in  what  way 
a  club  is  conducted.  Thirdly,  we  pro- 
hibit the  retail  off-sale  of  intoxicating 
liquor  to  members  of  clubs,  a  sale  long  dis- 
approved by  the  best  leaders  of  the 
club  movement.  Further,  we  provide 
that  no  premises  which  have  been  used 
as  a  public-house  can  be  used  as  a  club 
within  a  period  of  five  years  from  the 
time  they  cease  to  be  a  public-house. 
As  the  Prime  Minister  has  said,  other 
provisions  may  be  proposed  without 
infringing  the  principles  we  have  laid 
down,  which  will  further  strengthen 
the  law,  and  we  shall  watch  with  in- 
terest what  Amendments  for  strengthen- 
ing the  clauses  dealing  with*  workmen's 
clubs  will  be  placed  upon  the  Paper  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 


Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hors- 
ham) :  That  is  your  way  of  getting  out 
of  the  difl&culty. 


1211  Licensing 

'  *Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL: 
are  some  provisions  which  we  have 
reason  to  believe  may  cause  some  irritation 
and  resentment  and  which,  without  in 
any  degree  weakening  the  powers  under 
the  Bill  for  suppressing  the  undesirable 
club,  may,  we  think,  perhaps  be  modified 
with  the  consent  of  the  House.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Bill  provides  that,  pending 
an  appeal  against  a  conviction,  the  club's 
registration  shall  be  cancelled,  and  the 
club  may,  therefore,  legally  be  required 
to  be  closed.  There  is  no  such  provision 
of  the  law  with  regard  to  public-houses. 
Where  a  public-house  is  discontinued 
by  the  licensing  authority,  that  house, 
pending  appeal  to  a  higher  authority, 
may  be  allowed  to  remain  open.  We 
think  the  same  facility  should  be  ex- 
tended to  clubs.     Secondly,  it  is  provided 
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There  '  adjudicate  in  cases  of  offences  committed 


by  clubs ;  and,  secondly,  what  should 
bs  the  character  of  inspection?  The 
representatives  of  the  clubs  prefer 
that  they  should  be  subjected  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  stipendiary  magis- 
trates ill  the  towns  rather  thin 
to  that  of  the  licensing  justices: 
and  they  urge  that,  although  the 
police  inspection  is  limited  to  in- 
spection by  superior  ofl&cers  out 
of  uniform,  yet  because  it  i& 
police  inspection  it  offends  the  sus- 
ceptibilities of  a  large  number  of  club 
members.  It  is  difficult  to  find  alternatives 
to  these  two  provisions,  but  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  very  happy  to  consider  any 
suggestions  which  may  be  made,  subject 
to  the  conditions  that  the  tribunal  shall 
not  be  more  lax  and  that  the  inspection 
that  for  an  offence  against  the  provisions    shall  not  be  less  efficient  than  that  pro- 


of the  Bill,  a  club  may  be  struck  of!  the 
register  for  a  period  of  five  years.  A 
period  so  long  as  that  would  make  it 
impossible  to  reorganise  and  restart 
the  club  on  better  lines.  The  penalty  of  , 
five  years  was  not  intended  to  be  a  penalty  : 
for  a  first  offence,  but  was  intended  as  a  " 


posed  in  the  Bill.  We  believe  that 
with  the  existing  powers  under  the  Act 
of  1902  strengthened  as  they  will  be,  this 
Bill,  in  no  degree  weakened  by  the  con- 
cessions to  be  made,  will  be  fully  adequate 
to  prevent  the  creation  or  to  secure  the 
prompt  suppression   of  clubs  which  aie 


maximum  penalty.  Maximum  penalties  !  really  drinking  clubs.  When  we  add  all  the 
are  often  on  a  scale  which  no  one  would  i  minor  proposals  which  make  up  its 
dream  of  applying  to  first  offences.     I  '  bulk,  we  believe  we  have  in  the  Bill  » 


remember  passing  over  a  bridge  not 
twenty  miles  from  London  and  reading 
an  inscription  that  any  person  damaging 
that  bridge  was  guilty  of  a  felony, 
and  liable  to  penal  servitude  for  life.  No 
one  imagines  that  a  man  who  damaged 
the  bridge  would  be  sentenced  to  so  cruel 
a  term  of  imprisonment  as  that,  and  no 


very  large  body  of  temperance  lefonn. 
The  control  of  the  people  over  the  gcant 
of  new  licences,  the  further  restrictions 
of  the  hours  of  Sunday  opening,  the  larger 
powers  of  reducing  licences  in  WakSr 
the  greater  control  in  many  particulars 
of  the  local  justices,  the  restrictioni 
on  children  being  taken  into  the  bars 


one  imagines  that  a  club  for  a  single  and  of  public-houses — a  clause  which  I  an* 
first  ofEence  would  be  struck  off  the  roll !  cerely  trust  the  House  will  be  willing  ^ 
for  ^ve  years.  The  House  may,  however,  I  strengthen — ^the  regulations  for  the  sale 
think  it  advisable  to  limit  the  penalty  !  of  liquor  on  passenger  vessels,  the  more 
to  one  yeaf  for  a  first  offence.  To  allow  !  effective  provision  for  dealing  with  tiie 
off-sale  in  wholesale  quantities  while  hawking  of  liquor,  all  these  andjouny 
retail  off-sale  is  prohibited  is  regarded  ■  other  details  constitute,  we  veatore  to 
as  an  invidious  distinction,  and  !  say,  really  a  large  measure  of  temperance 
we  attach  no  importance  to  the  !  reform.  Of  course,  the  repreMOtaftim 
provision,  which,  perhaps,  may  be  of  the  liquor  trade  must  Bay  itjJoei 
altered.  There  are  two  other  points,  nothing  for  temperance.  Nobody  ««• 
First,   what  should  be  the  tribunal  to  I  pected  them  to  say  it  did  anytUng  fot 
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temperance.  We  cannot  imagine  them 
going  about  declaring  :  "I  know  this 
Bill  will  do  good,  but  I  make  an  income 
out  of  the  evil,  and  I  shall  oppose  it." 
Consequently,  their  process  of  thought 
appears  to  be  this  :  "  I  draw  an  income 
from  the  liquor  trade.  This  Bill  will 
lessen  my  income.  I  must,  therefore, 
find  a  justification  for  opposing  it. 
So  I  must  argue  and  believe  that  it 
will  do  nothing  for  temperance." 
And  so  close  often  is  the  connection 
between  faith  and  interest  that  I  have 
no  doubt  many  of  them  do  come  in 
time  absolutely  and  conscientiously  to 
believe  that  this  Bill  will  really  efEect 
nothing  for  temperance.  But  we  claim, 
and  are  entitled  to  claim,  that  this  Bill 
is  by  far  the  most  comprehensive  and 
effective  measure  of  temperance  reform 
ever  submitted  in  modern  times  to  this 
House,  and  that  it  fulfils  to  the  full 
the  pledge  given  to  the  nation  by  our 
Leader  whose  loss  to-day  we  so  deeply 
deplore. 

I  turn  now  to  deal  with  the  second 
portion  of  the  attack  upon  the  Bill 
— the  argument  that  its  finance  is 
unjust.  First,  with  reference  to  the 
time-limit.  The  time-limit,  of  course, 
is  of  the  essence  of  the  Bill.  We  stand 
upon  the  principle  that  what  has  been 
created  by  the  State  belongs  to  the 
State.  There  can  be  confiscation  from 
the  State  as  well  as  from  the  individual. 
There  can  be  robbery  of  public  property 
as  well  as  of  private.  The  nation  in  this 
Bill  is  not  endeavouring  to  take  from  any 
man  what  is  rightfully  his  ;  it  is  only 
determined  to  resume  what  is  rightfully 
its  own.  There  has  been,  and  it  is 
apparent  in  this  debate,  much  misunder- 
standing as  to  what  is  really  the  monopoly 
value  which  is  proposed  to  be  taken 
at  the  end  of  the  time-limit.  The  hon. 
Member  who  proposed  the  Amendment 
has  said  that  drinking  will  go  on,  and 
that  the  only  difference  will  be  that  the 
State  will  take  the  profits ;  and  the  hon. 
Member    who    seconded    him    declared 


that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
confiscate  the  whole  industry.  The 
monopoly  value  that  can  be  taken  under 
the  Bill  at  the  end  of  the  time-limit 
does  not  include — and  let  this  be  em- 
phatically stated  and  clearly  imderstood 
— the  ordinary  trade  profitof the  publican. 
It  does  not  include  the  normal  trade 
profit  of  the  brewer.  It  does  not  include 
the  goodwill  of  either.  It  does  not 
include  the  value  of  the  buildings.  All 
that  it  includes  is  merely  the  value 
of  the  advantage  which  is  conferred  on 
the  owner  of  particular  premises  by  the 
exclusion  of  free  competition  from  his 
neighbourhood.  The  right  to  impose  this 
time-limit  we  assert  can  hardly  be  con- 
tested. The  Act  of  1828,  on  which  the 
whole  of  our  licensing  system  is  now 
based,  declares  that  a  licence  is  to  remain 
in  force  for  one  whole  year  and  no  longer. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  interpret  these 
words  as  meaning  that  the  licence  shall 
remain  in  force  indefinitely  unless  for- 
feited by  misconduct  or  bought  up  at 
full  value.  Those  are  not  the  words  of 
the  Act.  That  has  not  been  the  practice 
of  the  justices.  In  the  year  before  the 
Act  of  1904  no  fewer  than  837  licences 
were  reduced,  the  majority  of  them  on 
the  groimd  merely  that  they  were  not 
required,  and  no  penny  of  compensation 
was  paid  for  any  one  of  them,  and  that 
fact,  as  we  all  know,  was  the  real  reason 
for  the  introduction  and  passage 
of  the  Act  of  1904,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  cheers  show  that 
he  agrees  with  that  view.  But] 
when  they  introduced  that  Bill  of  1904 
the  very  scheme  of  their  Bill  gave  a  denial 
to  their  own  contention.  As  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister  said  on 
the  First  Reading  of  the  Bill,  in  an  argu- 
ment which  no  Member  opposite  has 
attempted  to  answer,  because  it  is  un- 
answerable, if  licences  are  property,  why 
were  the  owners  of  that  property  called 
upon  to  compensate  themselves  ?  I 
invite  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  opposite 
who  I  believe  will  follow  me  in  this  de- 
bate to  give  an  answer  to  the  question 
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and  explain  why  it  is,  if  these  licences  are 
property,  the  licence-owners  and  not  the 
ii^tate  should  be  called  upon  to  com- 
pensate them  for  suppression.  It  is 
indeed  a  strange  kind  of  property  for 
which,  when  it  is  taken  away,  the  owner 
of  the  property  has  to  pay  compensation 
out  of  his  own  pocket.  Thit  there  is 
an  expectation  is  admitted;  it  is  un- 
deniable and  undenied.  We  are  of 
course  bound  by  the  conditions  of  the 
past.  All  progress  is  a  compromise 
between  the  past  and  the  ideal,  between 
what  has  been  and  what  ought  to  be. 
If  there  had  not  been  that  expectation 
in  the  past  there  would  be  no  compensa- 
tion and  no  time-limit,  and  the  com- 
pensation and  the  time-limit  are  inserted 
in  consequence  of  the  existence  of  that 
expectation. 

Before  coming  to  the  question  of  the 
length  of  the  time-limit  and  the  method  of 
payment  of  compensation,  I  should  like  to 
answer  one  preliminary  point  which  has 
been  made  by  some  hon.  Members 
opposite,  who  have  asserted  that  we  arc 
treating  with  unfairness  at  all  events 
the  ante-1869  beerhouses.  In  1870,  by 
an  astounding  provision,  for  no  reason 
that  one  can  ascertain,  those  licences 
were  given  the  privilege  that  they  were 
not  to  be  forfeited  except  on  grounds  of 
misconduct ;  but  as  early  as  1879  a  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  which  is  no 
very  confiscatory  or  revolutionary  tri- 
bunal, unanimously  recommended  that 
the  ante-1869  houses  should  be  put  on 
precisely  the  same  footing  as  the  ordinary 
public-houses,  and  in  1904  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seized  the  opportunity  and 
carried  that  recommendation  into  effect. 
They  have  already  had  a  time-limit  of 
thirty-nine  years  and  they  will  have 
fourteen  years  more  after  the  Act  comes 
into  operation,  which  is  surely  a  sufficient 
period  to  meet  the  equities  of  the  case. 
In  reference  to  the  number  of  years' 
time-limit  I  may  point  out  in  the 
first  place  that,  although  fourteen  years 
is  the  number  stated  in  the  Bill, 
Mr,  Uerhert  Samuel. 


the   time-limit   is    really  fifteen  pu, 
for  the  end  does  not  come  until  Apd, 
1923,   since  the   Act   only  comes  isti 
operation  at  the  beginning  of  next  yeu. 
There  are  two  questions  before  ii6,fim, 
whether  the  period  of  fourteen  or  fihm 
years  is  really  long  enough,  and, secondly, 
whether  the  assessment  of  compensatkn 
meantime    is    just    and     equitable.  A 
gloomy  picture  has  been  painted  of  tke 
position    of    the    brewery    trade.    We 
are  told  of  the  decline   in  demand,  of 
higher  taxation,  and    of  the  burden  of 
the    compensation    levy,   and  now  this 
crowning  blow  of   the   forfeiture  of  the 
monopoly  value  at  the  end  of  the  time- 
limit.    Against  this  there    are  many  oE- 
sets    to  the    advantage    of    the    trade 
w^hich  ought  in  fairness  to  be  taken  into 
account.     In  recent  years  there  has  been 
a  great  fall  in  the  price  of  materials  used 
by   the    brewery   industry.     There  hi 
been   a   remarkable    concentration  into 
fewer  hands.     There  are  only  a  tenth  of 
the  number  of  brewers  now  that  there 
were  half  a  century  ago,  and  that  has 
resulted  in  economies   that  come  from 
production  on  a  large   scale  and  from 
more  scientific  methods  of  manufactnxe 
which,    though  they  may    not   alwfvs 
produce  a  more  wholesome  product,  bring 
more  profit  to  the  brewer.    It  should  be 
remembered  also— and  this  is  a  point  which 
has  not  yet  been  made  in  this  debate, 
though  it  is  of  great  importance^that 
many  of  these  companies  in  anticipation, 
as  we  believe,  of  this  very  time-limit,  and 
in  view  of  the  insecurity  of  their  licences, 
had  made  it  their  business  to  build  up 
reserve  funds  for  the  protection  of  th^ 
shareholders.    I  have  had  an  examina- 
tion made  from  the  sources  of  information 
which  are  generally  open,  and  ako  from 
many  balance  sheets  of  brewery  com- 
panies that  are  not  usually  publiahed, 
and  I  find  that  taking  the  companiea 
to   the   figures   of   which   I   have  h^ 
access,  not  all,  by  any  means,  then  exmts 
at  the  present  time  in  England  and  Wakf 
a  reserve  fund  of  no  leas  than  £lS^i!00,OIWi 
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to  deduct  that  in  so  far  as  the  reserve  funds  exist 
so  far  they  relieve  the  burden  of  those 
who  have  subscribed  the  original  capital 
of  the  companies.  But  that  £11,000,000 
of  reserve  funds  already  accumulated  is 
not  all.  In  the  last  year  there  was 
added  to  the  reserve  funds  a  sum  of  at 
least  £225,000.  It  was  more  than  that, 
but  those  are  the  figures  of  the  companies 
whose  balance  sheets  I  have  been  able 
to  ascertain.  That  annual  increase  in 
fifteen  years  at  compound  interest  of  4 
per  cent.,  which  is  not  a  high  interest, 
would  amount  to  a  further  sum  of 
£4,500,000.  In  addition  to  that  there  is 
the  compensation  levy  which  is  now 
being  paid  by  the  trade,  which  in  fifteen 
years  will  amount  to  £16,500,000.  Onp 
can  only  form  the  vaguest  estimate  as  to 
what  proportion  of  that  will  be  found  in 
fact  to  go  to  the  owners  of  the  properties, 
and  what  proportion  to  the  licence- 
and  other  securities,  but  that  does  not  ;  holders.  At  least  we  may  assume  that 
ill  the  slightest  degree  alter  my  argu-  i  £11,500,000  will  goto  the  owners  of  the 
meut.  The  reserve  funds  surely  stand  licensed  properties.  If  you  add  these 
on  a  different  footing  from  subscribed  .  together  the  trade  will  be  found  at  the 
capital.     If  a  group   of    companies  has  I  end  of  the  time-limit  to  have  in  hand, 
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From  that  it  is  only  fair 
£2,500,000,  for  that  includes  the  firm  of 
Guinness,  which  is  really  an  Irish  firm  and 
ought  not  to  be  counted.  That  leaves 
£11,000,000,  and  there  are  many  other 
brewery  companies  whose  reserve  funds 
I  have  not  ascertained,  as  well  as 
distillery  companies  which  have  con- 
siderable reserve  funds  and  large  interests 
in  licensed  property,  and  there  are,  of 
course,  many  private  individuals  who 
have  made  provision  against  the  possi- 
bility of  such  a  proposal  as  the  time- 
limit. 

Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs)  :  Will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the  House  how 
these  funds  are  invested  ? 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  They 
are    very    largely    invested    in    licences 


£10,000,000  in  licences  and  then  they 
put  by  £2,000,000  of  reserve  in  order 
to  make  good  the  insecurity  of  their 
licences,  and  if  they  invest  that  reserve 
in  fresh  licences,  and  therefore  hold 
£12,000,000,  my  contention  is  that,  if 
the  licences  do  prove  to  be  insecure,  the 
shareholders  will  already  have  made  pro- 
vision for  £2,000,000  of  whatever  loss 
there  may  be,  and  that  the  actual  pro- 
vision remaining  to  be  made  is  the 
£10,000,000  which  represents  their 
subscribed  capital,  and  not  the  whole 
sum  of  £12,000,000  which  represents  the 
subscribed  capital  plus  the  reserve  fund. 
Therefore,  whether  those  reserve  fimds 
are  or  are  not  invested  in  additional 
licences,  it  does  not  alter  the  contention 


without  bearing  the  charge  of  a  single 
extra  sixpence  of  expenditure,  £27,000,000 
towards  the  loss  of  their  monopoly  value. 
If  it  were  fair  to  add  the  interest  on  the 
existing  £11,000,000  or  reserve  funds, 
they  would  have  a  further  sum  of 
£8,800,000.  I  do  not  emphasise  that 
£8,000,000,  although  some  people  might 
contend  that  the  interest  on  the  reserve 
funds  now  invested  might  be  properly 
put  by.  It  is  impossible  to  estimate  the 
total  value  of  the  licences  in  this 
country.  No  figures  exist  on  which  any 
precise  or  approximate  estimate 
can  be  formed.  It  is  certainly  very 
much  below  the  sum  that  was  originally 
paid  for  the  licence  values.  The  Inland 
Revenue  Department  stated  in  December, 
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1905,  that  in  face  of  the  facta  and  figures  j  longed  to  one  great  trust  it  would  not 
available  ■  dream  of  maintaining  them  in  the  same 

they  felt  they  must  pay  very  little  attention  numbers  as  now,  not  for  the  sake  of  tern- 
t<.  tlie  ,,rice  actually  i>aid  in  the  ,.ast  by  the  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^  business  matter,  adit 
nrewers  for  licensed  premises,  but  must  regard    ^  ^  ^ 

tliem  as  evidence  of  the  accidental  value  would  immediately  set  itself  to  work  to 
realised  for  the  ])ro])erty  by  the  holder  for  '  reduce  the  plethora  of  public-housei 
whom  it  is  acijuired,  rather  than  as  a  guide  to    _  . 

the  prices  which  the  present  holder  might  hope    ^^^  ^^^ce   competition    prevents   BUCh  ft 


to  obtain  in  the  open  market." 
That  fact  sweeps  away  practically  all  the 
estimates  published  in  the  papers  as  to 
the  losses  which  will  fall  upon  brewery 


voluntary  reduction,  since  a  brewer  ean- 
not  close  one  house  out  of  the  three  he 
owns  in  a  town  unless  the  competing 
brewer  will  also  close  one  house  out  of  Ik 


ooiupanies    owing    to     the     time-limit,  :  three,  the   State    steps    in,    from   quite 
because  almost  without  exception  they  arc  ;  another  motive  it  is  true,  and  does  by  this 
based  on  the  cost  value  of  the  licences,  \  Bill  what  the  trade  would  do  for  itself  as 
and  it  is  notorious  that  the  values  have  j  a  business  matter  if  it  had  the  power.  It 
fallen  very  greatly  since  the  time  when    is  true  that  we  carry  the  process   some- 
they  were  bought.     But  it  is  certain,  of .  what  further  for  the  sake  of  temperaoce 
course,    that   the    value  of  the  licences  ,  than    the    brewers    would    for    business 
will    be    considerably    more     than   the  '  reasons,  but   out  of  the    30,000  housw 
£30,000,000    or   £40,000,000  which   the  i  that  would  go,  if  they  are  fairly  selected 
companies  will  have  in  hand  to  recoup  '  among  the  competing  owners,  the  trade 
themselves  at  the   end   of    the    period.  '  will  be  glad  to  be  rid  of  half   of  them 
The    question    really    is    whether    the    and  the  closing  of  them  will  be  regarded 
period   of    fourteen    years    is    sufficient    more   as   a   reUef   than    a    burden.    In 
to  (Pliable  them  to  make  the  provision    selecting  the  Schedule  A  value  for  the 
thjit  is  required.     The  min<^rity  of  the  ■  basis  of  the  compensation,  we  are  only 
Peel  Commission  recom mended  a  period    taking  the  financial  arrangement  adopted 
of  seven  ye  irs  ;    Mr.  Bruce  in  his  IJill  of    by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  under 
1871    ])roposed  a   period   of  tc!i   years.  I  the  late  Grovernment  as  their  interprets- 
The  (iovornment  have  sujz^ested  in  their    tion  of  the  Act  of  1904,  and  going  back 
Hill  a  figure  of  fourteen.    But,  as  my  right!  merely  to  the  days  before  the  Kennedy 
hon.   friend  has  said,  he  is  very  ready    judgment, 
to  listen  to  anv  well -authenticated  facts  • 

whi<h  will  toud  to  »h.,w  tint  such  a       Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor 
l-oriod  is  either  too  l...i,u  or  too  short  for    ^^stershire,    E.) :    The    hon.   G«ntIein>B 


the  purpose  wliich     it     has     in     view. 


speaks    of    the    late    €roverament,    bat 


I  lomc  now  to  the  question  of  whether .  ""^^'-^  ^"^  ^""^  """^  ™'*"  to  suggest  that 
the  compensation  durin-  the  reduction  |  *^"*  ''*«  ^"^  executive  act  of  the  late 
period  is  being  assessed  on  a  fair  value.  ,  Government  ? 

The  reduction  of  30,000  licences  is  not  net       ^^^    HERBERT  SAMUEL :  Yes,  of 
loss   to   the   trade,    for    they   will   save    ^^^^^  j^  ^^  ^^„^  ^^  ^j^^  ^^  ^ 
^rreatly  m  rent,  management,  and  other    Gentleman's  authority. 
incidental   expenses   attaching   to   those 

public-houses.     One     may    venture     to  |      Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBBBLAIN :  No. 
xifTirm  that  if  all  the  public -houses  be- .  It  was  not.    I  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Mr,  llerh'1't  Samuel, 
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Exchequer.  A  distinct  duty  was  cast 
upon  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities, 
and  the  duty  was  of  a  judicial  character. 
I  did  not  in  any  way  influence  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  in  their  interpretation 
of  the  Act.  I  regarded  it  as  a  matter  on 
which  I  had  no  right  to  eicpress  an  opinion, 
I  should  have  felt  I  was  committing  the 
gravest  breach  of  duty  if,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  I  had  endeavoured  to 
influence  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  in 
their  interpretation  of  the  Act. 

*Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  disclaims  responsibility, 
but  the  fact  remains  that  the  interpreta- 
tion placed  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  upon  the  Act  for  which  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  and  his  colleagues 
are  responsible  is  that  the  right  basis  of 
assessment  is  the  Schedule  A  valua- 
tion. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes, 
but  that  was  subject  to  appeal  to  the 
Courts,  and  on  the  appeal  to  the  Courts 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  were  found 
to  be  wrong. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  The  basis 
of  valuation  which  is  adopted  by  Mr. 
Justice  Kennedy  in  his  judgment  un- 
doubtedly goes  far  beyond  what  would 
be  the  intention  of  any  Member  of  this 
House — certainly  on  this  side  of  the 
House — either  in  1904  or  at  any  other 
time,  in  interpreting  what  is  really  the 
licensed  value  of  a  house.  The  Kennedy 
judgment  does  go  beyond  the  licence 
value  of  the  public-house  as  a  place  of 
retail  sale,  and  includes  an  element 
of  the  profit  which  the  owner  of  the 
premises  derives  through  his  wholesale 
trade  from  the  house.     The  effect  of  that 


judgment  has  been  to  increase  by  50 
per  cent.,  sometimes  by  100  per  cent., 
the  cost  of  compensation,  and  if  the 
necessary  reduction  is  to  be  effected 
without  a  large  increase  of  the  com- 
pensation levy  it  is  essential  to  go  back 
to  what  we  believe  to  be  the  fair  basis  of 
licence  value.  And  the  compensation 
must  necessarily  diminish  as  the  time 
limit  draws  towards  a  close.  It  is 
obviously  wrong  that  a  house  suppressed 
in  the  fourteenth  year  should  get  the 
same  compensation  as  a  house  suppressed 
in  the  first  year.  Before  1904  the  tenure 
of  a  public-house  licence  may  be  com- 
pared with  an  annual  lease  with  some 
expectation  of  renewal.  After  1904  it 
was  converted  into  a  freehold  tenure 
subject  to  good  behaviour,  and  a  small 
compensation  charge.  We  propose  now 
to  convert  the  tenure,  not  into  an  annud 
tenancy  again,  but  into  a  fourteen  years' 
lease,  rent  free  except  for  the  compensa- 
tion levy.  It  is  clear  that  if  a  man  has 
a  lease  of  fourteen  years  of  his  house, 
and  that  house  is  closed,  he  would  be 
entitled  to  compensation  in  proportion 
to  the  duration  of  the  lease  which 
remained.  On  that  basis  only  can  com- 
pensation, consistent  with  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  be  calculated. 
With  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
publican,  the  publican  has  very  little 
reason  to  be  satisfied  with  his  present 
state  of  things.  If  for  the  most  part  the 
publicans  are  opposed  to  the  Bill  it  is 
because  their  political  activities  are  often 
tied  as  well  as  their  custom.  [Opposi- 
tion cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !  "]  But  it  is  not 
the  case  that  the  effect  of  the  measure 
will  be  to  throw  upon  the  streets  30,000 
licence-holders.  The  reduction  will  be 
gradual,  about  2,400  a  year,  and  the 
wastage  of  the  trade  already  must  be  far 
greater  than  that.     There  has  been  some 
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misunderstanding  on  the  point  of  assess- 
ment. Under  the  present  law  the  value 
of  the  licence  is  assessed  according  to  its 
value  to  the  owner  of  the  premises.  It 
is  assessed  on  an  extravagant  scale,  as 
the  Government  believe.  The  owner's 
value  is  then  divided  between  the  owner 
and  the  licensee — last  year  the  division 
was  in  the  proportion  of  eight-ninths 
to  the  owner  and  one-ninth  to  the 
licensee.  That  is  unjust  to  both  parties. 
It  is  unjust  to  the  owner,  because  another 
interest  is  compensated  out  of  the  sum 
which  is  intended  to  represent  the  value 
of  his  own  interest  alono.  It  is  unjust  to 
the  licensee  l^ecause,  if  in  a  particular  case 
the  owner's  value  is  small,  the  tenant 
may  be  awarded  quite  inadequate  com- 
pensation. The  scheme  of  the  Bill  will 
secure  the  assessment  of  the  actual 
owner's  value  on  a  moderate  but  sufficient 
and  just  scale,  securing  to  the  owner  the 
whole  of  that  value,  while  the  tenant's 
compensation  will  he  calculated  on  a 
separate  basis  and  paid  to  him  directly. 
I  think  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Cliippenham  overlooked  that  point 
when  he  assumed  that  the  compensation 
under  this  Bill  would  be  unduly  small. 
Now  I  come  to  the  effect  of  this  Bill  as 
regards  employment  generally,  and  I 
must  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  position 
of  the  barmaids.  It  may  be  Jiecessary 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  hardship 
from  being  done  under  the  Bill  to  women 
now  engaged  in  this  trade,  and  we  shall, 
therefore,  dcA-ise  some  form  of  personal 
certificate  for  the  protection  and  benefit 
of  those  who  now  hold  situations  as 
barmai(is.  Perhaps  in  the  future  in  the 
language  of  the  Licensing  Law  the  term 
**  ante-1908  barmaids  "  may  become  as 
well-kjiown  as  the  ante-1869  beer-houses. 
But  there  is  another  party  \dtally  in- 
terested in  this  question,  besides  the 
Mr.  Herbert  Samuel. 


owners   of   licensed    premises  and  ftt 
publicans  and  their  emploTees,  and  tbtt 
is  the  taxpayers  and  the  latepayeDit 
large.      At  the  end    of   the  time-linut 
we  believe  that  the  monopoly  valne  irill 
bring  to  the  public  purse  an  abonnding 
revenue,  and  more  important  than  that, 
the  indirect  savings  to  the  commimity 
through  the  operation  of  the  Bill  will  be 
large.    Millions  and  tens  of  millions  ue 
being  spent  in  restraint  of  the  criminil, 
in   support  of  the   lunatic,    and  in  ttie 
maintenance  of  the  pauper.      If  by  this 
Bill  the  Grovernment  succeed  in  lessening, 
as  we  believe  we  shall  be  able  to  lessen,  & 
main  source  of  these  heavy  charges,  «• 
shall  indeed  have  done  much  to  lighten 
the  burdens  that  press  upon  the  peo|de. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "Hut 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Long) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow* 


SUMMARY   JURISDICTION    (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Standing  Committee. 


BUSINESS   OF   THE    HOUSK 
Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,. 
''That  the  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
(Mr.  George  JVtMUy.) 

Mb.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Box- 
ton)  :  Can  the  Parliamentaiy  Secntair 
inform  me  when  the  Education  Bill  will 
be  proceeded  with  ? 

The  PARLIASfENTARY  SBCEE- 
TARY  TO  THE  TBEASUEY  (Mr. 
George  Whitblbt,  Ydrkahire,  W.B., 
Pudsey) :  That  is  a  question  which  most 
be  addressed  to  the  Prime  Ifinister. 


Adjourned    at 

after  Eleren  o'olodc. 
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The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

London  United  Tramways  Bill  (by 
Ord^r). — Read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  3)  Bill.—"  To  confirm  a  Provisional 
^  Order  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  the  Boroughs  of  Burslem, 
Hanley,  Longton,  and  Stoke-upon-Trent, 
and  the  Urban  Districts  of  Fenton  and 
Tunstall,"  presented  by  Mr.  M:)8terman  ; 
supported  by  Mr.  Burns  ;  read  the  first 
time  ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  201.] 

^  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No,  4)  Bill. — "  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 

'  Board  relating  to  Bromley,  Crewe,  Milford 
Haven,  Rhyl,  Sawbridgeworth,  and  York, 
presented  by  Mr.  Masterman  ;  supported 
by  Mr.  Burns  ;  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  apd  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  202.] 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
^  (No.  1)  Bill.— "To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
'  visional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts, 
1882  and  1888,  relating  to  Bispham-with- 
Norbreck,  Caldy  Manor,  Carmarthen, 
Fleetwood,  Halesowen,  Heswall,  Lowes- 
toft (Amendment),  Lymington  (Exten- 
sion), Portsmouth  (Amendment),  South- 
ampton (Amendment),  and  Woking  (Ex- 
tension)," presented  by  Mr.  Kearley ; 
read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  203.] 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill.—"  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts, 
1882,  and  1888,  The  Electric  Lighting 
(Scotland)  Act,  1890,  and  The  Electric 
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Lighting  (Scotland)  Act,  1902,  relating 
to  Barrhead,  Clydebank  (Amendment), 
Dundee  (Extension),  and  Rutherglen 
(Amendment),"  presented  by  Mr.  Kear- 
ley ;  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred 
to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  204.] 

London  County  Council  (Money  )Bill. — 
*'  To  regulate  the  expenditure  of  money 
by  the  London  County  Council  on  capital 
account  during  the  current  financial 
period  and  the  raising  of  money  to  meet 
such  expenditure  ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 


PETITIONS. 

CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petitions   in   favour  :      From   Brigg  ; 
Glasgow  ;     Kidderminster  ;     Inverness  ; 
and  Islington  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COAL    MINES     (EIGHT     HOURS)     (No.    2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  against :  From  Aberdeen  ; 
Horwich ;  and  North  Stafiordshire 
Chamber  of  Commerce  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

COAL    MINES     (EIGHT    HOURS)     (No.    2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :    From  Aberaman 
Colliery ;         Aberbeeg ;         Abercwmboi 
Colliery ;       Allhallows    Pit ;       Alsager's 
Bank  ;      Ammanford    (No.    1) ;      Arrail 
Griffin  ;    Ashton  Field  ;    Audley  ;    Bar- 
goed  ;    Batley  (No.  1)  Branch  ;     Batley 
West     End  ;       Bedwellty     Pits     (No. 
1)  ;     Bestwood  ;     Birlog ;     Birley   Col- 
lieries    (No.     2) ;       Bishop       Sutton ; 
Blackbreas;       Black    Heath    (No.    1); 
Blackhill ;      Blackwood   (two) ;      Blaen- 
nant    Colliery  ;       Boglea  ;       Bowlings  ; 
Brithdir  ;        British- Rhondda    Colliery ; 
Bromley  ;      Broxtowe  ;      Brown  Edge  ; 
Brynhenllys  ;   Bucknall  Lodge  ;  Bunkers 
Hill  (three) ;    Burslem  Lodge  ;    Buttlane 
Lodge  ;       Bwllf a    Colliery  ;       Caedder ; 
Caeren;    Callendar;    Carluke;    Carran- 
hall ;    Cheadle ;    Cheadle  Park ;    Cinder 
Hill ;    Coalburn  ;    Crown  Lodge  ;    Trede- 
gar Valley ;    Cwm  ;   Cwmaman  Colliery ; 
Cwmtillery  ;  Denaby  Main  ;  Dinnington ; 
Douglas   Water;       Dowlais;       Dulais; 
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East  Ardsley;  Easton;  Ebbw  Vale; 
Empire  Colliery  ;  Farrington  ;  Fenton ; 
Fforchaman;  Forth;  Foxfield;  Ged- 
lisg ;  Gerrards ;  Glasshoughton  ;  Gk>lden 
Hill ;  Goldthoroe,  Thumcoe,  and  Bolton  ; 
Gorllwyn ;  Grange  Colliery ;  Gray 
Lodge  (Monmouth) ;  Halmer  End ; 
Haijord ;  Hanley  (five) ;  Hodroyd ; 
Howden  Clough ;  Howley  Bark ;  Hul- 
tons ;  Kidsgrove  (three) ;  Knutton ; 
Llay  Hall;  Uetty  Shinlrin  Colliery; 
Longton  (two) ;  Low  Laithes ;  Lower 
Conygre  ;  Maddeston  ;  Madeley ;  Mans- 
field ;  Moresley ;  Milton  Lodge ;  Morley 
Main ;  Moston ;  Mortlyr ;  Mossband 
Colliery;  Mow  Cop;  New  Haden  Col- 
liery ;  Norton  Green  (two) ;  Norton  Hill ; 
OatlandsPit;  Old  Mills  ;  Oliver  Ward  ; 
Ossett  Roundwood ;  Padell-y-Bwlch 
Colliery ;  Partan  ;  Pewchapel  Colliery ; 
Pochin ;  Radford ;  Rhymney ;  Robin 
Hood ;  Rockingham ;  Rookery ;  Squ- 
borwen  Colliery  (two) ;  Silverdale  (two) ; 
Sneyd Colliery ;  Springfield;  Stafford ;  Sug- 
dcle ;  Swinhill ;  Talke  (three) ;  Tankersley ; 
Tegswood  ;  Thomhill ;  Thrushbush ; 
Tillery;  Tinglsy;  Tredegar;  Trowell 
Moor;  Tunstall ;  Ty  Trist  (No.  2); 
Victoria  Colliery  ; Waterloo  Main  Branch; 
Watermills  ;  Wath  Main  ;  Werfa  Col- 
liery ;  Whamcliffe  (No.  3) ;  Wharn- 
cliffe  Silkstone  ;  Wharton  Hall ;  Wheat 
Sheaf  Colliery  (two) ;  Whitehaven ; 
White  Rose ;  Whitworth  (No.  1) ;  Whit- 
worth  (No.  2) ;  Wimblebury;  WoUaton; 
and  Wythemoor ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DAIRIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from  Renfrewshire,  against ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

ELKMKNTARY    EDrrATION    (ENGLAND 
AND  WALKS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Blaenau 
Festiniog  ;  Bromsgrove  ;  Corwen  ; 
Hebden  Bridge  ;  Leighton  Buzzard  ; 
Uanbadamf awr ;  Mytholmroyd;  Towyn; 
and  Twyford ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSIXC;  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Aldershot 
(two) ;  Armley  (three) ;  Banbury ; 
Bath  (two) ;  Batley ;  Bedworth  ;  Birm- 
ingham, So  th;  Bridgtown;Bridport,  etc.; 
Catcliffe  ;  Chester  le  Street ;  Chipping 
Norton ;  Durham,  North-West ;  Fam- 
ham ;     Fishlake  ;     Gravesend ;     Grays  ; 


Great   Grimsby ;       Hallamshire   (two) 
Handsworth    (three) ;        Harley    (two) 
Highworth;     Holmes;      'ELock.  Noitoa 
I  Horsforth  (two) ;  Hoyland  ;  Hull  (three); 
I  Ickles ;  Incorporated  Society  of  licensed 
Victuallers ;        Keighley ;        Kilnhmst ; 
\  Elingswinford ;     Leeds  (ten) ;     Licensed 
j  Victuallers'    Asylum    (two) ;       Ma3l)o^ 
I  ough ;    Millom ;    Middlesbrough    (fifty- 
nine)  ;       Mirfield ;       Monmouth    (two) ; 
Morley  (three) ;    Mortomley ;     Newhill; 
Newton   Bromswold;       New    Wortley; 
Ossett;     Oxford;    Pangboume;    Park- 
gate  (two) ;    Rawmarsh  (three) ;    Read- 
ing (two) ;  Redditch ;   Rodley ;   Rothcr 
I  ham  (eight) ;     Scarborough ;      Sheffield 
i  (Central  Division) ;  Sheffield  (Ecclesall); 
I  Sheffield  (Hallam)  (three) ;    South  Elms- 
all;   South  Suffolk;    Stourbridge;   Sud- 
bury (two) ;     Sunderland ;     ^omhill 
Todmorden ;   Vale  of  Leven ;    Waltham- 
stow ;    West  Dorset ;    West  Hartlepool 
Whitby ;        Whitstable ;        Willenhall 
Wolverhampton ;        and     Woodhridge 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL, 
Petitions  for  alterations  :  From  Aller* 
ton;  Babell;  BeUidu;  Bdpw;  Brad- 
ford (Yorks);  Brych-goed;  Burslem; 
Buttershaw ;  Cwmcamlais ;  Devynock 
(two) ;  Doncaster ;  Glasgow ;  Grecnihill ; 
Horton;  Islington;  Leeds;  Nantybian 
(two) ;  Newcastle ;  Nottingham ;  Old 
Hutton ;  Peterborough ;  Ryton-on- 
Tyne ;  Senny  Bridge  (two) ;  Trallwm; 
and  Trecastle ;    to  he  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions   in   favour:       From   Aber* 

crave ;    Aberdeen  (three) ;    Aberdovey ; 

Abergavenny        (seven) ;      Abertilleiy ; 

Abertysswg ;      Aberyscir ;      AocringtoD 

(fifteen) ;  Acocks  Green ;  Airdrie  (two) ; 

Aldershot  (two);     Allamun;     Alsagar; 

Alston  Cross ;    Alton ;    Alva ;    Andlem ; 

Ardrishaig;  Armley;  Armside;  Andhin- 

don  ;  Aybham ;  Bacup  (two) ;  Baddesky 

Ensor;  Baddiley;  Bfurfaridge;  Bardaley; 

Bargoed ;       Barmouth ;       Barrowford ; 

Bath  (seven) ;  Batley  (four) ;  Beaoon- 
I  tree  Heath ;  Beamish ;  Beaufort  (two) ; 
I  Bedlington ;       Belmont ;       Bembridge ; 

Betley ;  Biggar ;  Blackenhall ;  BlacUaj ; 
!  Blackwood ;  Blaenan  (three) ;  Blaenavoo; 
I  Blaencown ;  Blaenffos ;  Blaina ;  Boltoo 
,  (eleven);     Borough  Ifarket;     Boston; 
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Bottwnog  ;    Bournemouth  (two) ;    Brad- 
ford ;  Brecon  ;   Bridge  of  Weir  ;   Bridge- 
ton  ;    BrierclifEe  ;    Brierton ;    Brigham ; 
Brixton        (six) ;      Bromsgrove    (two) ; 
Broomhill ;      Brynamman ;      Bryncem- 
maer  ;   Brynmawr  ;   Bucksburn  ;    Bude  ; 
Builth  Wells;     Bulwell ;     Bumopfield; 
Burslem  ;       Burton    Latimer  ;       Bury ; 
Butley  ;  Caersalam  ;  Calveriey ;  Camber- 
well  ;     Carlisle ;     Carluke ;     Carnarvon 
(two) ;  Carradale  ;  Cartsdyke  ;  Catford  ; 
Caton  ;     Chadwell  Heath ;     Chad  worth  ; 
Chester    le    Street    (two) ;       Chopwell ; 
Chorlton  ;   Chorlton  cum  Hardy  ;    Clack- 
mannan ;        Clayton    le    Moors    (two) ; 
Cleator  Moor ;    Clevedon  ;    Clynderwen; 
Coatbridge  ;   Colne  ;    Comhill  on  Tweed ; 
Corwen  ;    Coulsdon  ;    Cove  ;    Coventry  ; 
Cowes  ;       Cowling  ;       Craghead    (two) ; 
Craithie  ;  Criccieth  (three) ;  Cricklewood  ; 
Cromer ;       Crowborough ;       Crymmych 
(two) ;     Cults  ;     Cwmtwrch  ;     Dalkeith  ; 
Delabole  ;   Denaby  ;   Dewsbury ;   Dyce  ; 
Dinnyloanhead  ;      Distington  ;      Doals  ; 
Doncaster  (two) ;      Donside ;     Douglas, 
N.B. ;       Douglas    Water ;       Dovenby  ; 
Droitwich  ;       Drusycoed ;       Dufftown  ; 
Dulwich  ;     Dumbarton  ;     Dunfermline  ; 
Dunoon  ;      Duns   (two) ;      Dunston   on 
Tyne  ;  Earlsfield  (three) ;  East  Gloucester- 
shire ;      East  Ham  (two) ;     Eastwood  ; 
Ebbw  Vale  ;     Edgworth ;     Edinburgh  ; 
Erith  ;     Faddiley  ;     Failsworth  (three)  ; 
Fam worth  ;       Fordingbridge  ;       Forest 
Gate  ;  Forres  ;  Four  Lanes  ;  Frizington  ; 
FuJham  ;     Galley  Hill ;     Gateshead  on 
Tyne    (three) ;       Gamdiffaith ;       (Jam 
Dolbenmaen  ;      (Jateshead ;      Glascoed ; 
Glasgow  (fifteen) ;    Glossop  ;    (Jorleston ; 
Grorwydd ;     (Jovan  (nine) ;     (Jovanhill ; 
Grange  Villa ;    Grays ;    Great  Harwood ; 
Greenlaw ;   Greenock  (nineteen) ;   Green- 
wich ;    Groanhill ;    Groeglon ;    Guston ; 
Halifax    (two) ;       Hamsterley ;       Ham 
Bridge  ;     Hanging  Heaton ;     Hanston  ; 
Harley  ;    Hartlepool  (six) ;    Hatherton ; 
Haverigg ;       Haworth ;       Hay ;       Hay 
Mills  ;    Heaton  ;    Hebden  Bridge  (two) ; 
Helston  ;      Hendon    (two) ;      Henfield ; 
Hexham  ;     Heywood  (two) ;     HiUsbro' ; 
Holbeck    (two) ;        Holloway,    London 
(two) ;      Honddu  Vale ;      Honor  Oak  ; 
Hove  ;   Hoylake  ;   Hoyland ;  Hull  (six) ; 
Hulme  (two) ;      Hford  (three) ;     Ingle- 
borough  ;    Inverness  (five) ;    Inverurie ; 
IrthUngborough ;       Islay ;       Jedburgh ; 


Keighley  (three) ;    Kendal  (five) ;    Ken- 
may  ;       Kettering    (fifteen) ;       Kidder- 
minster ;       Ealbrandin ;       Kincardine ; 
Kingston    on    Hull ;       Elinross    (two) ; 
Kirkby  Lonsdale  ;     Klirkstall ;     Knowle 
Park  ;  Lanark  (three) ;   Lancaster  (ten) ; 
Lambeth ;    Laurencekirk ;    Leeds ;    Lee 
Mount ;  Leigh  (eight) ;  Leighton  Buzzard ; 
Lesmahagow ;  Letterstone ;  Levenshulme; 
Lewes;  Leyton ;  Lichfield;  Linlithgow; 
Little  Lever ;    Liverpool  (two) ;    lAanae- 
thaiam ;    Llanbedr  (three) ;    Llandelre  ; 
Llandovery ;      Llanelly ;      Llanfymach ; 
Llanfyrnach ;     Llangadock ;     Llangam- 
march ;  lAannon ;  Llanover  ;  Llansadwrn 
Llanvapley ;    Uanvihangel ;    Llanwrtyd 
Wells ;    liwynyrhwrdd ;    Lochwinnoch ; 
Long  Eaton  ;     Lowca  ;     Lower  Chapel ; 
Lower  Cwmtwrch ;     Low  Hill ;     Lower 
Wincobank ;      Luddenden  Foot   (two) ; 
Lumb    in    Rossendale  ;        Lumphanin ; 
Luton    (two) ;       Lynturk  ;       Maesteg  r 
Maiden  Wells  ;  Maidstone  (two) ;  Malvern 
Mankelow ;    Manor  Park  (two) ;    Martin 
Top  ;     Melton  Constable  ;     Mexborough 
(two) ;         Middlesbrough  ;         Midmar  ; 
Millom   (two);      Moelwyn ;      Moncrieff 
(two) ;  Morley  (two) ;  Moseley ;  Mossley ; 
Moss  Side  ;     Moston ;     Mull ;     Muswell 
Hill ;    Mya  Sound  Unit ;    Nairn ;    Nan- 
turch  ;     Nelson  ;     Nettlesworth  ;  .  New- 
castle on  Tyne  (two) ;    Newhills  ;    New- 
I  port  (Isle  of  Wight) ;  New  Tredegar  (two) ; 
I  New  Washington  ;   Nitshill ;    Northamp- 
ton   (eight) ;       North   Kelsey ;      North 
Salford  ;    North  Walsham  ;    North wich ; 
Norwich   (nine) ;      Nottingham   (three) ; 
Notting    Hill ;       Nuneaton  ;        Ossett ; 
Oswaldtwistle  (two) ;  Ouston  ;  Ovenden  ; 
Oxford  (four) ;  Paisley  ;  Partick  (three)  ; 
Paynton  (three) ;    Pendlebury  ;    Penge  ; 
Pentrelygwyn ;     Pennal ;     Penrhynden- 
dreath  ;     Penygroes  ;     Penzance  (two) ; 
Plymouth  ;        Pontnewyndd  ;        Poole  ; 
Portisham  ;        Portmoak  ;        Premnay  ; 
Preston  (Hull) ;  Prestwich  ;  Princeville  ; 
Pumpsaint ;       Pydeltrenthide       (two) ; 
Radcliffe  (two) ;     Ramsbottom ;     Ram- 
sough  ;     Rhymney  (three) ;     Ripponden 
(three) ;       Riveton    Park  ;       Roberton  ; 
Rodley ;      Romsey  (two) ;      Rotherham 
(two) ;       Rowlands    Castle  ;       Royton  ; 
Rugby ;    Rugeley  ;    Rushden  ;    Ruther- 
ford ;     St.  Abbs  ;     St.  George's  in  the 
East ;       St.    Mary    Cray  ;       Salisbury  ; 
Saundersfoot ;  Scarborough ;  Scotstoun ; 
2  Y  2 
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Sedburgh  ;  Sennb\Tidge  ;  Seren  Dyfi ; 
Sheffield  (thirteen) ;  Sheringham  ;  Shore- 
ham  ;  Sidcup ;  Siloh ;  Skene  (two) ; 
Skipton  (two) ;  South  wick  ;  Sowerby 
Bridge;  Sparkhill ;  Stafford;  Stand; 
Stirling  (two) ;  Stithians  ;  Stockport ; 
Stone  ;  Stonehaven  ;  Stonehousc,  N.B. 
(two) ;  Stranraer ;  Strathaven  (two) ; 
Streatham  ;  Street ;  Stretford  ;  Strom- 
ness  (three) ;  Styal ;  Summerstown  ; 
Sunniside  ;  Swancomhe  ;  Swindon  ; 
Talybont  (two)  ;  Talgarth  (three)  ; 
Tamworth  ;  Temple  Cloud  ;  Thorne  ; 
Tillicoultry  ;  Todmordcn  ;  Tooting  ; 
Totton  ;  Trecastle  ;  Tredegar  ;  Trenddyn 
(three)  ;  Trevor  ;  Tun  bridge  Wells  ; 
Upper  Tooting  ;  Urniston  ;  Wald ridge 
Fell  (two) ;  Walkden  ;  Walsall ;  Wands- 
worth (nine)  ;  Wanstoad  (two) ;  Ware- 
stow  ;  Washington  Station  ;  Waterfoot ; 
Weirdale ;  Wellingborough ;  West 
Dorset ;  West  Dulwich  ;  West  Nor- 
wood ;  Westruther  (two) ;  Wettenhall ; 
Whitegate  ;  Whitoiiuh  ;  Willaston  ; 
Wilsden  (two)  ;  Wimbledon  ;  Winlaton  ; 
Witheridge  ;  Wood  Green  ;  Woore  ; 
Wootton  Bridge  ;  Worcester  ;  Working- 
ton ;  Worthing  ;  Wroxall  (two)  ;  and 
Wybunbury  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIGHTS  OX  VEHICLES  (SCOTLAND)  BILI^ 
Petition  from  Renfrewshire,  against ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


LIQUOR      TRAFFIC      (LOCAL      OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition       from       Clackmannanshire, 
against ;  to  lie  upcm  the  Table. 


LIQUOR      TUAFFIC       (LOCAL      OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Airdrie  : 
(•unningsburgh  ;  l)(mglas  ;  Drumlemble  ; 
Dunoon  (two) :  Dunr(»ssan  ;  Flotta  ; 
(rovan  ;  Hillheadand  Kelvinside  ;  Insch  ; 
Inverness  ;  Lerwick  :  Lcx-hwinnoch  ; 
Mid  Lanark  ;  St.  Margaret's  Hope  ; 
and  Virkie  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PUBLIC-HCU'SES  (EXCLUSION  OF  CHIL- 
DREN)    (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Ardrossan  : 
<ila.sgow  :  and  Hillhead  and  Kelvinside  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SALE   OF   FOOD    AND    I>RUGS  ACTS 
(AMENDMENT)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

Petition  from  Ayr,    against ;     to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SALE    OF    FOOD    AND     DRUGS    ACTS 
(AMENDMENT)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

Petition  from  Renfrewshire,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING    LIQUORS  0.V 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Eleven  Petitions   from   Oat^shead,  in 
favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


EXPLOSIONS  (DINAS  MAIN  COLLIERY). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment by  William  Atkinson  and  J.  Dyer 
Lewis,  His  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Mines, 
upon  the  circumstances  attending  an 
Explosion  of  Coal  Dust  at  Dinas  yim 
Clolliery  on  Uth  December,  1907  [bv 
Command] ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904  (COUNTY  BOB- 
OUCH  OF  CROYDON). 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by 
the  Council  of  the  County  Borough  of 
Croydon,  and  confirmed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
fixing  the  Hours  of  Closing  for  Rutchezs* 
Shops  witliin  a  certain  part  of  the  Borough 
[by  Act] ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


EDUCATION 


(SCOTLAND) 
REPORTS). 


(GENERAL 


Copy  presented,  of  General  Repoit 
by  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  Western 
Division  of  Scotland  for  the  year  1907 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT    DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return  ordered,  "of  the  Amonnti 
of  British  Government  Securities  hdd 
by  the  several  (Government  Departmenti 
and  other  Public   Offices   on   the  Slit 
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day  of  March,  1908,  specifying  whether  I  tion  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  159, 
held  in  England  or  Ireland  (in  continua-  I  of  Session  1907) — 


£24  per 
Cent.  Consols. 

£2f  per 

Cents. 

(1905). 

£2iper 
Cents. 

£2f  per 

Cent.  War 

I/win. 

Other  Securities. 

Annuties  for  terms 
of  years. 

Exchequer  Bonds 
and  Treasury  Bills. 

— (Mr.  Hothouse.) 

NATIONAL    PHYSICAL'  LABORATORY. 
Copy  ordered,  '*  of  Account  of  Receipts 
and  Expenditure  of  the  National  Physical 
Laboratory,  with  Balance  Sheet,  for  the 
year  1907>— (A/r.  Hobhouse.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH   THE    VOTES. 


Hackney  Unemployed. 
Mr.  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  a  grant,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Unemployed  Workmen 
Act  of  1905,  has  been  applied  for  by  the 
Hackney  Borough  Council;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  has  been  refused,  and  on  what 
grounds. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  John  Burns.)  I  do 
not  find  that  I  have  received  any  applica- 
tion from  the  Hackney  Borough  Council 
for  a  payment  from  the  Parliamentary 
grant  in  artd  of  expenditure  under  the 
Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  1905.  I 
may  add  that  the  borough  council  were 
not  a  body  to  whom  payments  from  the 
grant  could  be  made.  In  London,  such 
payments  were  only  made  to  the  Central 
(Unemployed)  Body. 

Be-election  of  Ministers  on   Attaining 
Cabinet  Bank. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOLLAND  (York- 
shire, W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  To  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety,  in  the  public 
interest,  of  taking  the  requisite  steps  to 
relieve  Ministers  of  the  Crown  from  the 
necessity  of  seeking  re-election  on  attaining 
Cabinet  rank. 

(Anstvered  bi/  Mr.  Asquifh.)  I  am 
disposed  to  think,  with  my  hon.  friend, 
that  the  necessity  for  seeking  re-election 
is  out  of  date  and  not  in  accordance  with 


public  interest  or  convenience.  But  its 
removal  would  require  legislation,  for 
which,  in  the  pressure  of  more  urgent 
matters,  there  is  not  at  present  room. 

Milk  Legislation. 
Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  in  the 
Bill  he  proposes  to  bring  forward  with 
regard  to  milk  supply,  he  can  find  means 
to  provide  that  foreign  fresh  milk  shall 
not  be  sold  in  this  country  unless  it  is 
produced  under  conditions  or  restrictions 
as  regards  sanitation  at  least  equal  to 
those  to  be  imposed  on  British  farmers 
and  cowkeepers. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  John  Burns.)  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  undertake  to  say  before- 
hand what  provisions  will  be  contained 
in  the  Bill  I  propose  to  introduce  with 
regard  to  milk  supply. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

H.M.S.  **  Gladiator." 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  sister  ships  to 
H.M.S.  "Gladiator"  which  are  in  full 
commission  carry  as  many  as  five 
lieutenants,  or  four  lieutenants,  and  a 
sub-lieutenant,  for  watch-keeping  duties, 
in  addition  to  the  specialist  gunnery  and 
navigating  lieutenants,  and  that  the 
Navy  List  where  this  information  is 
given  shows  no  lieutenants  whatever  for 
watch-keeping  duties  on  board  H.M.S. 
"Gladiator,"  and  only  the  specialist 
gunnery  and  navigating  lieutenants  who 
have  very  arduous  duties  to  perform, 
whether  he  can  state  if  any  watch-keeping 
lieutenants  were  drafted  into  H.M.S. 
"  Gladiator "  for  her  cruise  in  very  bad 
weather  from  Plymouth  to  Sheerness  via 
Portsmouth. 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  McKenna  Monmouthshire, 
N.) :  All  the  lieutenants  are  available  for 
watch-keeping  duties.  With  regard  to 
the  last  part  of  the  Question,  Lieutenant 
M.  C.  Brotherton  was  lent  for  service  in 
the  "  Gladiator,"  so  that  there  were  three 
lieutenants  in  the  ship  available  besides 
the  commander. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  is  the 
full  complement  of  H.M.S.  "  Gladiator"  ; 
and  what  was  the  size  of  the  nucleus 
crew  with  which  she  proceeded  from 
Plymouth  to  Portsmouth  en  route  to 
Sheerness. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  full  comple 
ment  is — 23  officers,  424  men,  total 
447.  The  nucleus  crew  on  board  was — 
13  officers,  244  men,  total  257. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS:  Does  that  include 
the  supernumeraries  on  passage  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  No,  Sir.  They  are 
not  included  in  the  nucleus  crew. 

Naval  War  Training. 
Mr.  MENZIES  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
him  some  notice,  i.e.,  whether  it  is  neces- 
sary in  his  opinion  for  the  efficiency  of 
our  Navy  that  ships  should  patrol  the 
seas  in  mimic  warfare  during  the  night 
without  lights,  breaking  all  ordinary 
maritime  law  and  becoming  a  constant 
danger  to  merchant  ships  with  their 
crews  and  passengers,  as  well  as  to  the 
lives  of  His  Majesty's  sailors. 

Mk.  McKENNA:  I  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  having  given  me  notice.  If 
the  Fleet  is  to  maintain  its  high  effi- 
ciency some  amount  of  risk  must  always 
be  uken.  The  Board  of  Admiralty  may 
be  relied  upon  to  prevent  unnecessary 
risk  being  run  in  the  war  training  of  the 
Fleet  and  to  issue  any  such  fresh  instruc- 
tions Jis  may  be  necessary  from  time  to 
time  to  minimise  this.  These  exercises 
are  undertiiken  hundreds  of  times,  and 
the  number  of  accidents  that  occur  are 
remarkably  few. 

Mobilisation  of  the  Gibraltar  aarrison— 
aunners'  Hours  of  Duty. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  (I^incashire,  Blackpool) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 


War  if  he  will  state  during  what  i 
of  hours  out  of  each  twenty-four  th* 
gunners  were  on  duty  at  Gibraltar  duiif 
the  recent  mobilisation  of  the  garrimi: 
and  whether  the  number  of  gunnenin 
the  garrison  is  suffioient  to  keep  tin 
batteries  continuously  manned  in  tbe 
event  of  a  siege. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Acland,  YoA- 
shire  Eichmond) :  No  report  of  the 
mobilisation  mentioned  has  yet  reached 
the  War  Office.  •  I  am  not  therefore  in  i 
position  to  deal  with  the  hon.  Membert 
Question. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  When  will  the  report 
be  receive*!  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  will  let  the  hon. 
Member  know  when  we  receive  it. 

Territorial  Artillery  GKuib. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  when  shields 
for  the  guns  of  the  Territorial  Artillerr 
will  be  issued;  and  what  will  be  the 
weight  of  the  gun  and  shield  as  compared 
with  the  gun  and  shield  of  the  r^ular 
Field  Artillery. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  pattern  of  shield 
has  not  yet  been  settled,  and  I  am  not 
therefore  able  to  say  when  the  shieldi 
are  likely  to  be  issued.  The  weight  of 
the  gun  and  shield  of  the  converted  15- 
pr.  will  be  25  cwt  2  qrs.  24  lbs.  as  againflt 
24  cwt.  3  qrs.  SI  lbs.  for  the  18-pr.  Q.  F. 
gun. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  By»): 
When  will  the  accessories  necessary  to 
enable  these  guns  to  be  used  for  practiee 

be  supplied  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
had  better  give  notice  of  that  Question. 

I  Army  Horses- 

I      Mr.    NEWNES  (Nottinghamshiwi 

>  Bassetlaw) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaij 

of  State  for  War  whether  a  scheme  hsi 
i  been  put  forward  for  the  purpose  of  on- 
!  couraging  the  breeding  of  norses  for  the 
'  use  of  the  Army ;  if  so,  whether  he  cia 
I  give  the  details   of  this   scheme ;   snd 

whether  he  can  state  what  he  proposes  to 
I  do  in  this  matter. 
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^  Mr.  ACLAND:  I  am  not  yet  able 
to  give  my  hon.  friend  any  information 
•beyond  that  which  has  already  been 
given  to  the  House  to  the  effect  that  the 
negotiations  with  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture are  proceeding  satisfactorily. 

Eapl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
liam) :  Was  the  account  of  the  proposed 
«cheme  which  appeared  in  the  Press 
official  or  was  it  a  leakage  ? 


Mr.    ACLAND: 
ask  for  notice. 


I  am  afraid  I  must 


Army  Estimates. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  figure  quoted  by  him  on  the 
£rst  page  of  his  Memorandum  accompany- 
ing the  Army  Estimates  for  the  total  of 
the  Army  Estimates  for  the  year  1905-6, 
namely,  £29,813,000,  represents  the 
Estimates  as  now  arranged;  and,  if  so, 
vhat  is  the  meaning  of  the  statement 
made  on  page  3  of  the  Army  Estimates 
that  this  figure  represents  the  Estimates 
:as  arranged  in  former  years ;  and  whether 
lie  wishes  the  Members  of  this  House 
to  take  this  figure  or  the  figure 
X28,478,863  given  in  the  Army  Estimates 
-as  the  true  basis  of  comparison  with  his 
Estimates  for  the  current  year. 

Mr.  ACLAND:  Thefigures£29,813,000 
represent  the  total  Estimates  for  the 
year  1905-6,  and  these  total  figures  are 
not  affected  by  the  rearrangement  of 
Army  Votes.  The  figures  £28,478,863 
represent  the  total  sum  actually  ex- 
pended for  the  year  1905-6. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX :  Which  figures 
oompare  with  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND :  You  must  take  the 
iirst  figure ;  the  second  represents  the 
•expenditure  and  not  an  Estimate  at  all. 

The  Amir  of  Afghanistan  and  the 

Anglo-Bussian  Agreement. 
Mk.  SM  EATON  (Stirlingshire) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Amir  of  Afghanistan  has 
yet  signified  his  assent  to  the  Afghan 
articles  of  the  Anglo-Bussian  Agreement. 


The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Charles  Hob- 
house,  Bristol,  E.):  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  this  Question  in  the 
absence  of  the  Under-Secretary.  The 
Answer  is  in  the  negative. 

Mohmand  Rising. 

Mr.  SMEATON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  the 
Amir  of  Afghanistan  has  made  an^^  effort 
to  prevent  the  influential  Mulla  Hazrat 
Sahib,  supported  by  bodies  of  Afghan 
subjects,  from  joining  in  the  Mohmand 
rising. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE :  M^ 
hon.  friend  is  informed  that  the  Amir 
has  taken  action  to  prevent  his  subjects 
from  joining  in  the  rising  and  that  it  is 
producing  the  desired  result. 

Hallway  Surveys  and  Indian  Frontier 
Troubles. 

Mr,  SMEATON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  one 
important  cause  of  the  rising  of  the 
Mohmands  is  the  projected  railway  across 
the  old  frontier  up  to  the  Afghan  border ; 
whether,  in  spite  of  the  opposition  of 
the  tribes,  and  also  of  the  Amir,  to  this 
railway,  it  is  intended  still  to  continue 
making  the  line ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  the  Amir  clearly  indicated  to  the 
late  Viceroy  his  dislike  of  so-called 
peaceful  penetration  by  railway,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  abandoning 
this  project,  which  can  at  the  best  be  of 
little  use  and  must  always  be  a  cause  of 
irritation. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  There 
is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  railwav 
sjurveys  recently  carried  out  in  British 
territory  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Kabul 
River,  outside  the  limits  of  the  country  in- 
habited by  the  Mohmands,  have  been  a 
cause  of  the  tribal  rising.  As  regards  the 
present  position  of  the  railway  project  and 
the  attitude  of  the  tribes  and  the  Amir  to- 
wards it,  I  would  refer  my  hon.  friend  to 
the  full  statement  on  the  subject  made  on 
6th  February  last  in  reply  to  a  Question 
from  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire.  Forest  of  Dean) :  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  in  that  reply  it  was  admitted  that  the 
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survey  was  carried  on  under  fire  from  the 
Mohmands  1 


{COMMONS} 

and  \yhether  the 
been  fixed. 


Questions.  r2W 

date  of  his  trial  \» 


Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  :  I  can- 
not admit  that.  The  Answer  was  that 
some  firing  took  place. 

Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
Is  it  not  the  case  that  there  is  almost 
always  some  firing  taking  place  in  these 
regions  ? 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Slaiford): 
Is  it  advisable  thus  to  continue  irritating 
these  mountain  tribes  1 

Mr.  SMEATOX  :  Has  not  the  Amir 
protested  more  than  once  against  the 
approach  of  the  railway  to  his  frontier  ? 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE :  Not 
so  far  as  I  am  aware. 

♦Sir  CHAKLES  DILKE  :  We  are  in 
rather  a  difficult  position,  because  my 
hon.  friend  is  not  now  officially  connected 
with  India,  although  he  has  been,  and 
indeed  has  just  returned  from  that 
country.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  it  has 
already  been  decided  not  to  make  this  | 
railway,  the  survey  for  which  seems  to  ' 
have  caused  the  firing  1 

*Mr.  speaker  ;  The  circumstance  to  ■ 
which  the  right  lion.  Baronet  has  alluded  , 
seems  to  point  to  the  desirability  of  giving  i 
notice  of  the  (Question.  ' 


Diniznlu.  j 

Mr.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire,  Rush-  i 
clifte) :  1  bog  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  j 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  what   law   of 
Natal  empowers  the  Govenmient  of  that 
Colony  to  arrest   a  British   subject  and 
detain  him  month  after  month  in  prison,  | 
as  has  been  done  in  the  case  of  J)inizulu,  ■ 
without  formulating  and   informing   the  : 
prisoner   of   the  definite  charge  against  I 
him. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Dinizuhi  is  still  confined  to 
prison,  and  in  that  case  have  hi>:  legal 
advisers  full  access  to  him  and  to  any 
papers  that  they  may  (leern  necessary, 
especially  such  as  were  taken  from  Dini- 
Zulu  when  arrested  ;  whether  any  definite 
charges  against  Dinizulu  have  been 
formulated   and  communicated   to   him ; 


The  UNDER-SECRETARY  or 
STATE  IX)R  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel 
Seely,  Liverpool,  Abercromby)  :  Perhaps 
I  may  take  my  right  hon.  friend's  two 
Questions  together.  Dinuzulu  is  still  con- 
fined to  prison.  The  utmost  access  to  the 
prisoner  has,  I  am  assured,  all  along  been 
given  to  his  counsel.  The  proceeding! 
against  Dinuzulu  are  being  tuken  under 
the  Ordinance  of  1845  for  regulating  the 
manner  of  proceeding  in  criminal  cases  is 
Nata],  and  the  indictment  which  will 
si)ecify  the  exact  charges  on  which  the 
prisoner  will  be  tried  unless  discharged 
l)y  the  magistrate,  cannot  as  I  understand 
be  framed  until  he  has  been  committed 
for  trial.  The  long  delay  is  regrettable, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  has  beeo 
in  communication  with  the  Governor  of 
Natal  on  the  subject,  who  has  tele- 
graphed the  following  reply  from 
Nlinisters  : — "  Dinuzulu's  preliminary  ex- 
amination is  proceeding  as  already  stated 
and  until  it  is  completed  no  date  can  be 
fixed  for  trial.  No  papers  were  taken 
from  him.  He  had  between  the  date  he 
was  told  to  surrender  and  the  date  of  his 
surrender  some  five  days  in  which  to 
arrange  for  the  disposal  of  any  corre- 
spondence. What  this  Government  has  is 
a  ma*3S  of  papers  evidently  abandoned 
and  thrown  about  on  the  floor  and  else- 
where." The  Secretary  of  State  is  again 
pressing  for  an  answer  as  to  the  coneludoD 
of  the  preliminary  examination,  even  if 
only  an  approximate  date  can  be  given  at 
the  moment.  I  may  add  that  Dinuzulu's 
advisers  have  full  access  to  all  statements 
and  depositions  used  by  or  before  the 
magistrate,  with  libertv  to  cross  examine 
witnesses  on  them,  and  the  Government 
of  Natal  has  promised  to  give  the  luoal 
opportunities  to  the  defence  to  collect 
evidence  before  the  trial  comes  on.  I 
would  remind  my  right  hon.  friend  that» 
as  my  predecessor  stated  in  reply  to  t 
({uosiion  which  he  put  on  the  31st  of 
March,  if  any  grievance  as  to  the  course 
•  f  the  proceedings  is  felt  to  exist  ly 
Dinizulus  advisers,  application  can  be 
made  on  his  behalf  to  the  higher  Courts. 

Mr.  ELLIS  asked  if  under  ibis 
Ordinance  there  was  any  limit  to  this 
preliminary  examination ;  could  a  bha 
1)0  indefinitely  detained  before  trial  t 
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Colonel  SEELY  said  no ;  so  fir  as  the 
Ordinance  was  concerned,  there  was  no 
limit)  of  time,  but  he  thought  it  was 
reasonable  to  assume  that  the  delay  would 
not  be  inoixlinate.  The  Secretary  of 
State  was  pressing  to  be  informed  as 
to  the  approximate  length  of  the 
proceedings. 

Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.)  asked  if 
there  was  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
prolongation  of  the  proceedings  was  with 
the  idea  of  finding  evidence  to  support 
charges  which  it  was  not  yet  possible  to 
formulate — whether,  in  fact,  it  was  a 
fishing  inquiry. 

Colonel  SEELY  siid  there  was 
nothing  at  the  Colonial  Office  that  would 
give  colour  to  such  a  suggestion.  Though 
regrettable  in  many  ways,  so  far  as  he 
had  information  the  delay  was  not 
objected  to  by  Dinizulu's  counsel. 

Law  relating  to  Coroners. 

♦Siu  W.  J.  COLLINS  (St.  Pancras,W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  in  con- 
nection with  the  proposed  reforms  in  the 
law  relating  to  coroners,  he  will  have 
regard  to  the  representations  made  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  on  this  subject  in  March, 
1907,  by  the  Medico-Legal  Society  and 
by  the  London  County  Council. 

*The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Hekbert  Samuel,  York- 
shire, Cleveland)  :  My  hon.  friend 
will  be  aware  that  the  subject  of 
death  certification  was  fully  dealt  with 
by  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  reported  in  1893,  and 
that  the  proposals  to  which  he  refers  are 
substantially  covered  by  that  Committee's 
recommendations.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  under  consideration,  as  I 
announced  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Coroners'  Inquests  Bill,  the  question  of 
appointing  a  Departmental  Committee  to 
inquire  into  certain  points  relating  to 
coroners'  inquests,  and  so  far  as  the  pro- 
posed reforms  affect  coroners,  they  would 
come  within  its  scope,  and  form  part  of 
its  investigation. 

♦Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  :  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  to  which  he  refers  has 


not  achieved  any  legislative  result  up  ta 
the  present  time  1 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  I  am 
aware  of  that,  and  I  think  it  very  desir- 
able that  the  Departmental  Committee^ 
so  far  as  the  terms  of  reference  allow,, 
should  review  the  question. 

Children  Bill  and  Crdches. 
SirW.  J.  COLLINS:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  will  be  prepared 
to  consider  the  introduction  of  a  new- 
clause  into  the  Children  Bill  to  enabler 
local  authorities  to  establish  and  maintain 
creches,  or  day  nurseries,  where  children 
of  parents  engaged  on  work  away  from 
home  may  be  received  and  cared  for 
during  the  daytime  at  reasonable  charges. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  The 
subject  comes  within  the  purview  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  rather  than  of 
the  Home  Office,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  cannot  undertake  to  deal  with  it  in 
the  Children  Bill. 

Intemperance  on  Election  Days. 
Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney,  S.) ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  can  state  the 
number  of  persons  arrested  for  drunken- 
ness in  Hastings,  Dewsbury,  and  North- 
West  Manchester  on  the  polling  days  at 
the  recent  by-elections. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  My  rigkt 
hon.  friend  has  not  got  the  information, 
but  he  is  making  inquiries. 

Mr.  BOTTOM  .EY:  Will  the  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  send  him 
the  information  ? 

Lon^cy  throngh  Beligious  Excitement. 
Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  can  state  the  number 
of  persons  at  present  confined  in  public 
lunatic  asylums  whose  insanity  is  classified 
as  due  to  religious  excitement. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  unable  to  say  how 
many  persons  are  at  present  confined  in 
public  lunatic  asylums  whose  insanity  is^ 
classified  as  due  to  religious  excitement^ 
but  the  yearly  average  number  of  patient» 
admitted     into     county     and     borough 
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quality   and  condition   of  this  imported 
milk? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  According  to 
figures  which  I  have  obtained  from  the 
Commissioners  of  Customs  the  quantity  of 
fresh  milk  imported  into  the  United  King- 
dom during  the  nine  weeks  ended  1st 
February,  1908,  and  during  those  ended 
2n(l  February,  1907,  was.  499  cwts.  and 
94  cwts.  respectively.  Samples  of  im- 
ported milk,  as  of  any  other  milk,  may 
be  taken  under  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Acts  with  a  view  to  their  being 
analysed  and  dealt  with  under  those 
Acts.  Moreover,  samples  of  imported 
milk  are  from  time  to  time  taken  by  the 
officers  of  Customs  and  sent  to  the 
Government  Laboratory  under  the  same 
Acts.  If  adulteration  is  discovered,  the 
cases  are  reported  to  the  Commissioners, 
who  institute  legal  proceedings  where 
this  seems  to  them  desirable.  Further,  I 
am  arranging  to  have  some  samples  of 
imported  milk  examined  as  to  bacterial 
contamination  and  the  presence  of  dirt. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  When  will 
the  result  of  the  examination  be  made 
public  1 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  As  soon  as  it  is 
completed. 

Mortality  among  Manufacturers  of 
Temperance  Drinks. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  will  grant  a  Return 
showing  the  relative  mortality  of  persons 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  ginger 
beer,  lemonade,  soda  water,  and  other 
aerated  drinks,  as  compared  with  those 
engaged  in  breweries  and  public-houses  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  this  Question.  1  am 
afraid  I  could  not  assent  to  the  proposed 
Return.  1  have  communicated  with  the 
Registi-ar-General  with  regard  to  it,  and 
I  find  that  his  records  do  not  sbow 
separately  the  mortality  of  persons 
engaged  in  the  manufiicture  of  aerated 
drinks.  Consecjuently  great  labour  and 
expense  would  be  involved  in  getting  the 
particulars  necessary  for  arriving  at  this 
mortality.  1  may  add  that  the  number 
of  persons  engaged  in  the  maimfacture 
of  aorated  drinks  is  too  small  to  aUbrd  a 
basis    for    trustworthy    statistics.     The 


total  number  of  males  between  the  ip 
of  25  and  65  who  were  so  employed  in 
England  and  Wales,  according  to  the 
census  of  1901,  was  only  5,587. 

iMr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  Is  it  not  a  fiet 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  gOM 
to  the  trouble  and  expense  of  giving  the 
comparative  mortality  of  people  en^ged 
in  tne  brewery  trade,  and  would  it  be 
more  costly  a  proceeding  to  do  the  same 
in  regard  to  people  employed  in  the 
aerated  water  trade  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  That  is  a  perfecdj 
natural  and  proper  question  to  put,  but 
the  whole  of  the  information  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  has  been  for 
some  time  in  the  hands  of  the  Registrar- 
General.  It  costs  no  money  to  secure^ 
and  very  little  trouble  to  compile. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY :  Is  it  not  poeaibla 
to  supplement  the  Annual  Report  of  the 
Registrar-General  with  information  on 
this  question  of  mortality  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  shall  be  pleased 
to  communicate  with  the  Registrar-General 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich)  asked 
whether  a  Return  could  be  got  out  ^ving 
the  number  of  lunatics  in  proportion  to 

j  the  two  trades. 

I  Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  (York):  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  a  Return 
of  the  number  of  women  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  aerated  waters  f 

Mr,  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  wiU  look  into 
the  matter.  I  shall  be  very  pleased  to 
satisfy  hon.  Members'  curiosity. 

Political  Organisations  in  the  Pdst 
Office. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  the  puUie 
demonstration  of  the  Civil  Servants 
Socialist  Society  at  Lambeth  Baths,  on 
Friday,  21th  March,  was  held  with  his 
approval ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
postal  servant  took  the  chair,  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  objects  of 
this  society  are  to  preach  Socialism 
amongst  Civil  servants. 

The  POSTMASTER^ENERALCMr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  P(»»- 
lar) :  I  have    made    inquiry  about  ths 
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meeting  to  which  the  hon.  Member  draws 
my  attention.  It  was  apparently  a 
meeting  which  the  public,  and  not 
merely  members  of  the ,  Service  were  in- 
vited to  attend.  I  have  pointed  out  to 
the  chairman  of  the  meeting,  who  was  a 
Post  Office  servant,  and  to  the  secretary  , 
of  the  society  in  question,  that  when  such 
societies  hold  or  organise  public  meetings 
with  the  object  of  advancing  certain 
political  views  among  the  public  in  general 
and  not  merely  among  members  of  the 
Service,  there  is  an  infringement  of  the 
Regulations  on  the  part  of  the  members 
of  the  Service  responsible  for  sucl\ 
action. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON:  May  I 
ask  whether  in  view  of  the  privileges 
which  are  allowed  to  Socialists  in  the 
Post  Office,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
now  alter  his  decision,  and  either  allow 
oqual  rights  to  all  political  organisations 
or  do  away  with  them  entirely  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON.  I  am 
«orry  that  I  have  been  so  singularly  un- 
successful in  convincing  the  hon.  Member 
on  more  than  one  occasion  that  I  have 
dealt  in  exactly  the  same  way  and  on 
identically  the  same  lines  with  all  these 
various  Post  Office  associations. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  to  go  into  the  whole 
question  1 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :    A  Committee  of  one  hundred. 

[No  Answer  was  ret^jmed.] 

Premium  Bonds  and  the  Lottery  Acts. 
Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  the  Post 
Office  authorities  have  recently  intimated 
ito  various  newspaper  publishers  that  copies 
of  their  publications  will  not  be  permitted 
to  be  sent  through  the  post  if  containing 
advertisements  ottering  premium  bonds  for 
sale  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  ground  for 
this  new  regulation. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  hive 
been  advised  that  the  premium  bonds  in 
.question,  the  distinctive  feature  of  which 
is  the  distribution  of  large  prizes  by 
ballot,  are  in  the  nature  of  a  lottery,  and 
that  the  transmission  through  the  post 


of  advertisements  relating  to  such  lot- 
teries is  contrary  to  the  law.  In  accord- 
ance with  this  advice,  I  have  communicated 
with  the  publishers  of  various  newspapers 
with  the  object  of  preventing  the  publica- 
tion of  such  advertisements. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  inquired  whether 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  called  by  a  responsible  firm  of 
solicitors  to  the  fact  that  under  a  recent 
decision  of  the  Courts  it  had  been  dis 
tinctly  held  that  premium  bonds  did  not 
come  within  the  Lottery  Acts. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  sid  he 
was  advised  that  they  did.  He  was 
determined  to  prohibit  their  being  sent 
through  the  post  so  far  as  he  could,  and  if 
anyone  desired  to  bring  an  action  against 
him,  he  would  be  glad  to  defend  it. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  But  has  the  at- 
tention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
called  to  this  letter  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  No,  Sir, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  would  alter  my 
decision. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  many  responsible  newspapers 
relying  on  the  decision  of  the  Courts  have 
entered  into  long  contracts  for  such  adver- 
tisements, what  indemnity  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  give  the 
owners  of  these  newspapers  ? 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH:  Give  them  a 
fourteen-years  limit. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Newspapers 
must  take  the  responsibility.  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  in  regard  to  some  newspaper 
publishers,  at  all  events,  whose  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  matter  they  have 
at  once  fallen  in  with  the  view  I  have 
formed  and  put  before  them,  and  are  not 
continuing  the  publication  of  these  adver- 
tisements. 

Postal  Transmission  of  Lottery 
Circulars. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  T  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  -  General  whether  it  is  the 
practiee  of  his  Department  to  permit  the 
transmission  through  the  post  of  circulars 
relating  to  lotteries  when  such  lotteries 
are  connected  with  religious  objects. 
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Mitchell,  farmer,  of  Heighington  Fen, 
near  Lincoln,  has  been  repeatedly  prose- 
cuted on  account  of  the  non-attendance  of 
two  of  his  sons  at  the  council  school,  over 
two  miles  distant,  and  that  in  eighteen 
months  the  fines  have  aggregated  over 
£20  ;  if  it  is  permissible  to  force  a  parent, 
hy  repeated  penalties,  to  send  his  boy 
to  a  school  which  he  considers  unsuitable ; 
and  if  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
continuance  of  this  kind  of  treatment. 

Mr.  RUXCIMAN:  The  law  requires 
that  parents  shall  cause  their  children  to 
attend  school  unless  there  be  reasonable 
excuse  for  their  non-attendance.  It  rests 
with  the  magistrates  to  determine  what  is 
a  reasonable  excuse.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  initiate  legislation  conferring  on  the 
parent  the  right  of  deciding  whether  the 
education  provided  at  a  jmrticular  school 
is  or  is  not  suitable  to  his  children.  This 
would  be,  in  practice,  equivalent  to  the 
-abolition  of  compulsory  school  attendance. 

Mr.  LUPTON.  Is  the  r'ght  hon. 
Oentleman  aware  that  the  magistrates  in 
deciding  this  case  expressed  sympathy 
with  the  defendant  and  were  of  opinion 
that  his  children  were  being  well  educated 
at  home,  ibut  by  reason  of  the  peculiar 
by-laws  which  differ  from  the  general 
Act  they  felt  it  necessary,  against  their 
'Own  judgment,  to  inflict  a  fine. 

Mr.  RUXCIMAN:  That  has  not  been 
'brought  to  my  attention.  Of  course  no 
k)cal  magistrate  can  be  allowed  to 
abrogate  the  general  law. 

Medical  Inspection  in  Elementary  Schools. 
Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
nn  authorised  copy  of  his  recent  statement 
as  to  the  cost  of  medical  inspection  in 
elementary  schools. 

Mr.  RUNTIMAN:  I  think  the  only 
-point  of  public  interest  in  the  statement 
to  which  the  hon.  Meml>er  refers  was  to 
the  effect  that,  at  a  time  when  the 
amalgamation  of  the  existing  grants  is  to 
be  undertaken,  the  Government  could  not 
propose  a  special  grant  for  medical 
inspection  or  any  increase  in  Exchequer 
aid  towards  the  expenses  of  Local  Educa- 
tion Authorities  under  the  Elementary 
Education  Acts  in  anticipation  of  the 
;additional  snm  to  be  provided  in  connec- 


tion with  the  Education  Bill  now  before 
Parliament. 

Walsall  School  Dispute. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  whether  bis  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  a  yoong 
man  named  JeUyman,  nineteen  years 
of  age,  and  attending  Queen  diary's 
Grammar  School,  Walsall,  and  who  it  is 
alleged  has  been  guilty  of  smoking  t 
cigarette  in  the  precincts  of  the  Walsall 
Railway  station;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  head  master  offered  as  a  punish- 
ment for  the  affair  either  a  flogging  before 
the  whole  school  or  his  immediate  resigna- 
tion ;  and  whether  he  can  take  such  action 
as  will  modify  such  punishment  under  the 
circumstances. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  From  unofficial 
information  which  I  have  received  I 
gather  that  the  Governors  of  the  School 
investigated  the  case  referred  to  and 
decided  unanimously  to  confirm  the  action 
of  the  head  master.  I  further  under- 
stand that  the  matter  has  been  placed  by 
the  friends  of  the  young  man  in  the 
hands  of  lawyers,  and  I  do  not  therefore 
propose  to  initiate  any  official  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS:  It  is  not  the 
case  that  the  friends  have  placed  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  solicitors ;  there- 
fore I  ask  for  an  Answer  to  my  QuesUoa 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  I  arti  rfraid  that 
the  information  I  have  clashes  with  that 
of  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  My  informant 
is  the  father,  and  therefore  the  statement 
cannot  be  denied. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  If  the  hon.  Member 
cares  to  send  further  information  I  wfll 
consider  it. 

Mr.  LUPTON :  Is  it  a  common  prictice 
in  this  school  publicly  to  flog  young  men 

of  eighteen  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Eirkburton  Qrammar  BctaooL 
Mr.  CLOUGH:    I   beg    to    ask  the 
President  of  the  Board    of    EducatioD 
whether  the  endowment  of  the  foundatioa 
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known  as  the  Kirkburton  Grammar 
School  was  undenominational  in  origin ; 
whether,  since  the  Act  of  1902  came  into 
operation,  the  funds  have  accumulated 
by  £93  per  annum ;  whether  there  is 
now  a  balance  of  £400  in  the  bank  ; 
whether  these  endowments  can  be  used 
in  furtherance  of  education  higher  than 
elementary ;  and  whether  he  will  order 
an  inquiry  into  the  origin  and  present 
administration  of  the  educational  endow- 
ments at  Kirkburton. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Instructions  have 
been  given  for  the  holding  of  a  local 
public  inquiry,  the  scope  of  which  will 
include  the  application  of  the  endowment 
as  well  as  questions  arisiig  in  connection 
with  Section  8  of  the  Education  Act, 
1 902.  Pending  the  report  of  the  inquiry, 
it  would  bo  premature  to  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  future  application  of  the 
funds  or  as  to  the  character  of  the  endow- 
ment. The  Board  have  no  information 
as  to  whether  the  income  is  accumulating 
or  as  to  the  balance  in  hand. 

University  of  London. 
*SiR  W.  J.  COLLINS :  I  b  g  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  inadequate  accommodation  at  present 
provided  by  Government  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London  at  South  Kensington  ;  and 
whether  additional  accommodation  can 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  University 
proportionate  to  the  increased  duties 
which  have  been  entrusted  to  the  Uni- 
versity by  statute. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  :  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  Question.  In  view  of  the 
liberal  provision  made  for  the  University 
in  the  years  1899-1901,  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  hope  that  an  extension  of  the 
existing  accommodation  can  be  provided 
at  the  public  expense. 

*SiR  W.  J.  COLLINS  :  Will  the  rigit 
hon.  Gentleman  be  willing  to  receive  from 
the  University  further  representations  on 
the  subject  1 

Mr.  (HARLES  HOBHOUSE  :  Cer- 
tainly. 

*SiR  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versity) asked  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  the  University 
was  at  present  housed  in  only  part  of 
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j  the  building  known  as  the  Imperial 
Institute,  and  whether  he  would  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  placing  the  whole 
of  it  at  the  disposal  of  the  University. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  said  that 
he  could  hardly  be  expected  to  answer 
that  Question  off-hand,  but  he  might  state 
that  the  accommodation  now  provided 
was  very  much  larger  than  that  which 
the  University  had  in  Burlington-gardens. 

*SiR  W.  J.  COLLIiVS:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Univer- 
sity was  reconstituted  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  abrogated  its  charter,  and  that 
since  then  its  work  has  greatly  extended  % 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  am  aware  of  that,  but  I  am  also 
aware  of  the  fact  that  a  considerably 
increased  money  provision  was  made  for 
it  when  it  was  transferred  from  Burling- 
ton-gardens to  the  present  site. 

*SiR  W.  J.  COLLINS  :  Before  the 
reconstitution. 

The  Public  Trustee. 
Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  state  what  amount  was  expended  in 
printing  and  advertising  in  connection 
with  the  establishment  of  the  Department 
of  the  Public  Trustee ;  what  is  the 
estimated  total  annual  expense  of  such 
I  department ;  and  what  fees  were  re- 
ceived during  the  three  months  ending 
30th  March  last. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  I  am. 
informed  that  £110  has  been  spent  on 
printing  (including  paper)  in  connection 
with  the  establishment  of  the  Department 
of  the  Public  Trustee.  No  expenditure^ 
on  account  of  advertising  has  been  in- 
curred. The  total  annual  estimated 
expenditure  as  shown  in  the  published 
estimates.  Glass  III.,  Vote  5,  for  salaries, 
wages,  and  incidental  expenses,  is  £6,500,. 
and  in  addition  sums  of  £810  and  £500 
respectively  are  estimated  to  fall  on  other 
Votes  in  respect  of  office  accommodation 
and  stationery.  The  estimated  receipts- 
in  respect  of  fees  are  for  the  first  year 
to  31st  March,  1909,  £4,000.  The  fees 
estimated  to  be  received  up  to  30th 
March,  1908,  were  £400  ;  the  fees 
actually  received  amounted  to  £532. 
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Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  U  view  of  th- 
heavy  loss  on  the  working  of  the  Depart- 
ment, will  the  hon.  Gentleman  reconsider 
the  question  of  whether  he  ought  to  keep 
the  Department  open  ? 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  :  Cer- 
tainly not. 

Irish  Intermediate  Education  Board  Rules. 
Mr.  O'M ALLEY  (Galway,  Connomara) : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Kerry.     I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
any    opportunity    will  "be    atlbrded    of 
discussing  any  objectionable  points  which 
may  be  contained  in  the  new  rules  of  the  i 
Irish  Intermediate  Board  :    and  whether  I 
the  Board   will   supply  the   Joint  Com- . 
mittee  of  the  Heads  of  Secondary  Schools  | 
with  copies  of  the  new  rules  as  soon  as  | 
they  are  ready  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  i 

The  VICE  -  PRESIDENT  of  the 
DEPARTMENT  op  AGRICULTURE! 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell.  | 
Tyro.ic,  S.)  :  Perhaps  in  th*^  absence 
of  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  through  indisposition  I  may 
answer  the  Questions  addressed  to  him. 
The  Intermediate  Education  Act  provides 
the  method  by  which  the  rules  made  by 
the  Board  and  approved  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  may  be  reviewed,  that  is  to 
say,  the  rules  are  not  to  l)ecome  operative 
until  they  have  lain  before  Parliament 
for  forty  days  without  being  disallowed. 
The  suggestion  that  draft  rules  should  be 
promulgated  for  discussion  by  heads  of 
schools  before  being  adoj)ted  is,  my  right 
hon.  friend  is  advised,  <iuitc  impracticable, 
l^pon  a  former  occasion  when  the  Board 
distrl))uted  rules  which  were  afterwards 
disallowed  by  this  House,  much  incon-  . 
venience  arose  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  | 
it  was  found  impossible  to  recall  all  the 
copies  issued,  with  the  result  that  some  of 
the  schools  prepared  their  students  upon 
the  disallowed  rules.  It  is  understood  ' 
that  the  Board  are  always  ready  to  receive 
and  consider  suggestions  which  may  be 
made  to  them  by  any  body  or  person 
interested,  before  submitting  rules  for ' 
the  approval  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  i  | 

Mh.   O'MALLEY:    On  beh.lf  of    tho 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry,  1  beg  to  ' 
ask   the   Chief    Secretary   to   the   Lord-  ' 
Lieutenant   of   Ireland   whether  he  can  i 


state  if  the  Intermediate  Board  intend  to 
make  the  rules  stereotyped  for  ten  yean; 
and  when  the  new  rules  will  be  published 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Intermediate  Board  have  uot 
yet  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Question,  and  consequently 
eannot  say  when  new  rules  will  be 
published. 

Irish  Secondary  School  Bnles. 
Mr.  O'MALLEY:  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Heads 
of  the  Irish  Secondary  Schools  has  on 
more  than  one  occasion  requested  the 
Intermediate  Board  to  appoint  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Board  with  a  view  to  the 
holding  of  a  conference  concerning  the 
amending  of  various  rules  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  this  request  has  been 
refused  ;  and  can  he  state  the  reason  for 
this  refusal. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  Inr^r- 
mediate  Board  do  not  consider  that 
a  conference  such  as  is  sug- 
gested in  the  Question  would  be  a 
satisfactory  method  of  dealing  with 
the  matter.  The  Board  have  informed 
the  Joint  Committee  that  it  would  he 
more  satisfactory  tliat  their  views  should 
be  submitted  in  the  form  of  a  memorial, 
as  on  previous  occasions,  so  that  the 
various  points  may  be  fully  and 
accurately  stated  for  consideration  by  the 
Board. 

Kenmare  Fair  Bent  Applications. 
Mr.  O'MALLEY:  On  behalf  of  thekon. 
Member  for  South  Kerry,  I  beg  to  aik 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieo- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
the  number  of  applications  to  fix  fiir 
rents  received  by  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mission from  the  rural  district  of  Ken- 
mare, county  Kerry,  during  the  niM 
months  ended  31  st  December,  1907,  and 
the  three  months  ended  31st  MtrcL 
190S,  respectively;  and,  having  itffA 
to  the  fact  that  the  latest  sitting  of  the 
Sub-Land  Commission  at  Kenmarawis 
on  the  3rd  October,  1907,  at  which 
only  applications  lodged  before  the  1st 
April,  1907,  were  dealt  with,  can  hettat0 
the  earliest  date  of  the  holcUi^  of  * 
further  sitting  of  the  Sub-Land  Cos- 
mission  at  Kenmare. 
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Ma.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  number 
of  applications  received  from  the  Kenmare 
district  during  the  nine  months  ending 
31st  December,  1907,  was  twenty-seven, 
and  the  number  received  during  the 
three  months  ending  31st  March,  1908, 
was  twenty-eight.  The  Land  Commission 
will  appoint  a  further  sitting  as  soon  as 
possible  having  regard  to  the  claims  of 
other  districts,  but  cannot  at  present  fix 
a  date. 

Irish  Boyal  Ck)llege  of  Surgeons. 
Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS:  I  beg  to 
■ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  considered  a  memorial  from  the 
Royal  College  of  Surgeons  of  Ireland 
praying  that  that  body  may  become  a 
constituent  college  in  the  new  University 
to  be  established  in  Dublin ;  and  whether 
tie  will  be  prepared  to  advise  the  inclusion 
•of  that  college  within  the  University. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  make  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  Ireland  a  constituent  college 
of  the  proposed  new  University  in 
Dublin. 

Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS:  Will  the  Chief 
Secretary  be  prepared  to  consider  any 
further  representations  that  may  be  made 
hy  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Yes,  Sir;  I  am 
^uite  sure  my  right  hon.  friend  will  be. 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (DubUn,  S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  was  the 
authorised  strength  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  on  the  1st  December,  1905, 
and  1st  March,  1908,  respectively. 

Mr.T.  W.RUSSELL:  The  authorised 
strength  of  the  force  on  1st  December, 
1905,  was  9,436,  but  on  the  following  day 
authority  was  given  to  increase  the  force 
by  fifty  men.  Since  then,  the  number 
has  been  further  increased  by  414  men, 
making  the  total  9,900,  at  which  figure  it 
stood  on  1st  March,  1908. 

Irish  Resident  Magistrates. 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG:     I  beg  to  ask 
the    Chief   Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant   of    Ireland  what  has  been  the 


number  of  vacancies  in  the  office  of 
resident  magistrate  in  Ireland  since  1st 
January,  1906  ;  and  whether  the  vacancies 
have  all  been  filled 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Since  1st 
January,  1906,  four  vacancies  have 
occurred  in  the  office  of  resident 
magistrate.  Three  new  appointments 
have  been  made  in  respect  of  these 
vacancies,  and  one  resident  magistrate's 
station  has  been  abolished. 

Staff  of  the  Estates  Commission. 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  what  additional  appoint- 
ments were  made  to  the  staff  of  the 
Estates  Commission  consequent  on  the 
passing  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Act  of 
1907,  and  what  is  the  cost  of  such  addi- 
tional establishment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  No  additional 
appointments  to  the  staff  of  the  Estates 
Cx)mmissioners  have  been  made  conse- 
quent upon  the  passing  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act,  1907,  but  the  services  have 
been  retained  of  the  fourteen  temporary 
inspectors  who  were  appointed  in  April, 
1907,  as  part  of  the  general  staff  engaged 
on  the  purchase  and  re-sale  of  land,  and  in 
connection  with  the  restoration  of  evicted 
tenants.  These  temporary  inspectors  are 
paid  £800  per  annum  each,  inclusive  of 
subsistence  allowance.  A  temporary 
clerical  staff  of  ten  persons  engaged  upon 
evicted  tenants  inquiry  work  has  also 
been  retained  as  part  of  the  general 
indoor  staff,  at  a  total  approximate  cost 
of  X600  per  annum.  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  it  is  impossible 
to  say  what  portion  of  the  staff  is  en- 
gaged exclusively  on  the  restoration  of 
evicted  tenants.  They  think  it  probable 
that  if  the  Evicted  Tenants  Act  had  not 
been  passed  the  whole  of  the  present 
staff  would  have  been  required  in  connec- 
tion with  their  purchase  proceedings  and 
with  the  restoration  of  evicted  tenants 
under  the  voluntary  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1903.  It  is,  in  fact,  under  these 
voluntary  provisions  that  the  reinstate- 
ment of  evicted  tenants  is  for  the  most 
part  being  effected. 

Inspectorship  of  Irish  Reformatories. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
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that  it  was  proposed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, so  soon  as  the  opportunity 
presented  itself,  to  amalgamate  the  In 
spectorship  of  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools  with  one  of  the  Commissioner- 
ships  of  the  Prisons  Board ;  whether  the 
opportunity  has  yet  arisen  ;  if  so,  what 
steps  have  been  taken  for  carrying  out 
the  proposed  arrangement ;  and  what  is 
the  resultant  saving  to  the  Exchequer. 

Mp.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  There  is  no 
official  record  of  any  proposal  by  the 
late  Government  to  amalgamate  the 
offices  named  in  the  Question.  But  when 
the  Medical  Commissionership  of  the 
Prisons  Board  became  vacant  on  1st 
September,  1906,  His  Majesty's  present 
Government  decided  to  fill  the  vacancy 
by  appointing  thereto  the  Inspector  of  I 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  the  I 
two  offices  to  be  held  jointly.  The 
saving  to  the  Exchequer  as  the  result  of 
this  arrangement  amounts  to  £550  per 
annum. 

Mr.  Keaneny,  J.P. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.):  I 
beg  to  iisk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  remarks 
reported  to  have  been  made  by  Mr.  J. 
Keaneny,  a  county  councillor  and  justice 
of  the  peace,  at  a  public  meeting  on 
Sunday,  19th  April,  at  Tulsk,  county  Ros- 
common, advising  the  people,  wherever 
there  was  a  grazier  or  rancher,  to  make 
the  place  a  little  hell  for  him ;  and 
whether  he  intends  to  take  any  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  This  nutter 
has  been  referred  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  is  under  his  consideration. 

Cattle-Drives  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  LONSDALE:  I  b^g  to  ask  th- 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  cattle-drives  reported  to  the 
police,  or  within  their  cognisance,  during 
the  months  of  January,  February,  March, 
and  April,  resi^ctively. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Th^  number 
of  cattle-drives  reported  in  January  was 
35  ;  in  February,  31 ;  in  March,  57 ;  and 
in  April,  to  date,  47. 


Tanderaffea  Evicted  Tennt. 

Mr.  LONSDALE:  I  beg  to  ask  tfe 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loni-LieatenuK 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners will  give  further  consideratiot 
to  the  case  of  Samuel  Bainey,  an  ericted 
tenant,  of  Ballymore,  Tandera^e,  counK 
Armagh,  with  a  view  to  placing  him  in 
possession  of  a  holding  in  lieu  of  tbu 
from  which  he  was  evicted. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  fully  considered  this 
case,  and  see  no  reason  to  alter  the 
decision  of  which  my  right  hon.  friend 
informed  the  hon.  Member  on  17th  July 
last. 

Mr.  LONSDALE :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  two  inspectors  have 
reported  that  this  is  a  case  for 
reinstatement  ? 

Mr.   T.  W.   RUSSELL:    I    hj^ve  no 

knowledge  as  to  that. 

Land  Porchase  Axmnities. 
Mr.  LONSDALE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lioutenunt 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  eases  in  which  legal  proceed- 
ings have  had  to  be  instituted  by  the 
Land  Commission  during  the  last  six 
months  to  recover  from  tenant  purchasers 
annuities  due  under  the  Irish  Land  Act 
of  1903. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  number 
of  cases  in  which  the  Land  CommissioD 
directed  proceedings  to  be  taken  last 
month  for  the  recovery  of  land  purchaie 
annuities  due  on  1st  December  last  waft 
1,074.  Payment  has  since  been  made  in 
549  of  these  cases,  leaving  only  525  now 
in  arrear  out  of  a  total  of  38,963  payers 
of  annuities. 

Charlestown  Petty  S688ion8~-Oharge  of 
Unlawfiu  AasemUy. 

Mr.  LONSDALE:  I  b.»g  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  magistratei^ 
sitting  at  Charlestown  Petty  Sessions  on 
the  10th  April,  by  a  majority  refused 
informations  in  the  case  of  six  meo 
charged  with  unlawful  assembly  on  the 
18th  March,  when  it  was  alleged  that 
they  formed  part  of  a  crowd -who  took 
letters  containing  processes  of  ejectmeat 
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for  rent  from  the  rural  postman ;  whether 
two  resident  magistrates  dissented  from 
the  decision  of  the  majority,  and  one  of 
them  stated  that  he  had  never  heard  a 
clearer  prima  facie  case  put  forward  by 
the  prosecution ;  and  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  take  further  steps  to  place  these 
men  upon  trial  for  the  offences  alleged 
against  them. 

Mr.  T.  W.RUSSELL:  Tho  ficts  are 
eubstantially  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  question  of  taking  further 
proceedings  has  been  fully  considered  by 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland,  who  has  decided  that  having 
regard  to  the  decision  of  the  majority  of 
the  bench,  the  case  is  not  one  in  which 
he  would  be  justified  in  sending  up  a 
Bill  to  the  grand  jury. 

Forestry  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  LONSDALE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  intended  to  take 
any  action  to  give  effect  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Departmental  Committee 
on  Forestry  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  on  Irish 
Forestry,  which  has  only  recently  been 
issued,  is  under  consideration,  but  there 
has  not  yet  been  time  to  arrive  at  a 
decision  upon  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee.  The  importance  of  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  is  fully  recognised, 
and  the  Government  will  come  to  a 
decision  upon  it  as  soon  as  may  be 
possible,  having  regard  to  the  financial 
and  other  considerations  involved. 

Irish  Department  of  Agriculture— Salary 
of  Secretuy. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Ireland)  whether  it  was 
upon  his  recommendation  that  the  salary 
of  the  secretary  of  the  Department  has 
been  increased  from  £1,300  to  £1,500 
per  annum,  and  what  are  the  reasons  for 
the  increase. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  Answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
atfirmative.  The  salary  was  increased 
by  the  sum  stated  in  order  to  make  it 
more  nearly  commensurate  with  the  ex- 
ceedingly onerous  responsibilities  of  the 
office,  which  are  not  less  than  those  of  the 


permanent  heads  of  other  great  Depart- 
ments of  State  on  which  the  official  con- 
stitution of  the  Department  has  been 
modelled  and  in  which  a  higher  scale  of 
salary  obtains. 

Orders  in  Council. 
♦Mr.  BELLAIRS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  with  reference  to  the 
Answer  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  14th 
March,  1907,  stating  that  he  proposed  to 
confer  with  the  l^ord  President  of  the 
Council  with  reference  to  the  enforcement 
of  the  rule  that  all  Orders  in  Council 
should  be  published  in  the  London 
Gazette^  whether  he  can  now  state  what 
action  has  been  taken,  and  if  the  rule 
will  be  invariably  enforced  in  the  future ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Privy  Council  states 
that  Members  of  Parliament  are  not 
entitled  to  copies  of  Orders  in  Council, 
when  applying  on  a  matter  in  which 
they  are  interested. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and 
FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
ASQUITH,  Fife,  E.) :  All  Orders  in 
Council,  where  required  by  Statute,  are 
published  in  the  London  Gazette,  Some 
misconception  must,  I  think,  exist  as 
regards  the  statement  attributed  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Privy  Council,  as  that  officer 
states  that  he  has  not  expressed  such 
an  opinion. 

♦Mr.  BELLAIRS :  As  the  statement 
was  made  by  letter  in  answer  to  an 
application  by  me  for  a  copy  of  an  Order 
in  Council,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man communicate  with  the  Clerk  to  the 
Council  on  the  matter  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  Yes. 

Trade  Combinations  in  Great  Britain. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend): 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  is  aware  of  the  existence  in  Great 
Britain  of  trusts,  rings,  cartels,  and  other 
combinations  having  for  their  object  the 
monopolisation  of  trades  and  markets,  by 
regulating  the  output  or  by  keeping  up 
prices  and  stifling  competition;  and, 
seeing  that  such  combinations  are  in 
restraint  of  trade,  and  are,  therefore, 
inconsistent  with  the  present  free-trade 
policy  of  this  country,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  restrain  the  increasing 
monopolistic  operations  of  foreign  trusts 
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in  the  United  KingfJom ;  and  whether 
the  Government  will  grant  a  Royal 
Commission  or  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  existence  of  railway 
conferences,  shipping  rings,  coal  rings, 
industrial  combinations  of  the  iron  and 
steel  trades,  such  as  the  Kail  makers 
Syndicate  and  other  organisations  like 
the  Imperial  Tobacco  Trust,  the  Meat 
Trust,  and  the  German  Electrical  Manu- 
facturers Tnist. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  am  aware  of  the 
existence  of  trade  combinations  of  the 
kind  referred  to  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  I  agree  that  in  some  cases  the  effects 
of  these  may  be  prejudicial  to  the  public 
interest.  But  the  operations  of  such 
trusts  are  necessarily  more  circumscribed 
and  less  mischievous  here  than  in  other 
countries  in  which  they  are  fostered  by 
a  general  customs  tariff,  and  I  doubt 
whether  there  would  at  the  present  time 
be  any  advantage  in  such  an  inquiry  as 
the  hon.  Member  suggests. 

The  Budget. 
Mr.  McCRAE  asked  the  Prime  Minister 
if,  having  regard  to  the  near  approach  of 
the  Whitsunday  Term,  and  in  view  of 
the  inconvenience  caused  in  Scotland  by 
delay,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
now  say  when  the  Budget  would  be 
introduced. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  hope'on  Thursday, 
7th  May. 


NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 
William   Joynson-Hicks,    esquire,    for 
Borough    of    Manchester     (North-West 
Division). 

Captain  the  hon.  Arthur  Cecil  Murray, 
County  of  Kincardine. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Second  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


NEJF  BILL, 

WHALING  STATIONS. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (O.knoy 
and  Shetland),  in  asking  leave  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  closing 
of  existing  whaling  stations  during  the 


summer  herring  fishing  and  to  pnil 
whaling  stations  being  establishedinik 
future  on  any  part  of  the  shores  (rf  Gm 
Britain  and  Ireland,  said  the  case  whickbr 
had  the  honour  to  present  to  the  coDiidflv 
tion  of  the  Government  was  of  tlie  ntmoB 
importance  to  the  great  herring  feldae 
of  Scotland,  of  which  Shetland,  at  w- 
tain  seasons,  was  the  prineipal  groni 
In  1903  things  were  going  well  withtbn. 
Good  fishings  and  consequent  ionoRJ 
commercial  prosperity  had  pot  life  i» 
the  people.  In  the  summer  of  that  tw 
two  foreign  whaling  companies,  vidioa 
leave  or  licence  from  any  public  authoiiiT. 
invaded  the  most  beautifnl  Voe  b 
Shetland  and  in  a  short  timerenM 
its  waters  unfit  for  life.  Uerring  suom 
had  to  be  abandoned,  and  fishenncn  k 
afterwards  met  at  Pittenweem  am 
him  that  cuts  on  their  hands  would  ns 
heal,  trifling  sores  became  ulcers,  otos 
to  the  polluted  waters.  He  visited  tk 
Voe  as  soon  as  possible,  and  the  mcbi 
could  only  be  described  by  a  Zola  or  a 
[Jpton  Sinclair.  Not  only  that,  hat  \x 
miles  down  the  Voe  the  mussel  beds  woe 
destroyed.  At  a  public  meeting  !» 
denounced  the  beastly  businesi,  ba 
landlordism,  capital,  and  cunning  v«( 
too  strong,  and  no  public  feeling  m 
aroused.  The  following  year  Mr.  Gnka 
Murray  appointed  a  Commission  to  rA 
Shetland,  and  the  result  was  presented  ti 
the  House  in  the  form  of  a  Kll,  bot  ^ 
side  influence  being  brought  to  bear  a 
the  Government,  no  serious  attempt  w 
made  to  pass  it,  and  on  the  west  ooaaic 
Shetland  the  herring  fishing  had  p* 
from  bad  to  worse,  and  the  indusliy  w 
in  despair.  Naturally  enough  lAn 
people  saw  ruin  staring  them  in  the  iMe 
they  must  find  someone  on  whomikr 
might  ventilate  their  indignation,  am 
although  he  had  done  everjrtldng  ^ 
possibly  could  to  impress  botk  di 
present  Government  and  the  li^ 
Government  with  the  gravity  of  ^ 
situation,  he  was  bitterly  blamed  h;  ^^ 
local  Tory  Press  for  not  liaving  8aooeMhl|r 
compelled  either  of  the  GovemmenSi  * 
adopt  his  views.  His  hon.  frwMl  di 
Secretary  for  Scotland  also  came  '^ 
for  a  considerable  share  of  alM 
and  with  equal  justice  he  «m  J^ 
nounced  most  vigorously  for  the  tf** 
lessness  and  apathy  of  Ui  ^ 
dccessors,  who,  knowing  and  a^f"'^^ 
the  gravity  of  the  situaticm,  did  nai* 
His  hon.  friend   the  Member  Iv  fti 
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Tyrone  told  the  House  the  other  day  that 
he  proposed  introducing  a  Bill  to  legalise 
whaling  stations  in  Ireland,  and  in  view 
of  the  disastrous  results  that  had  followed 
in  the  west  coast  of  Shetland,  he  wanted 
to  be  t  Id  what  they  knew.  They  knew 
as  facts  that  since  this  inhuman  work 
started,  the  herring  fishing  on  the  west 
coast  of  Shetland  had  i^one  from  bad  to 
worse.  They  know  that  the  Norwegian 
fishermen  drove  the  whale  killers  from 
their  shores,  and  that  the  Nor  »  ogian  fishing 
had  not  yet  recovered.  They  knew  that 
the  operations  polluted  the  waters  for  miles 
round,  and  destroyed  the  mussel  beds. 
A  petition  had  been  presented  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  from  the  Shetland 
Herring  and  White  Fishing  Association, 
praying  that  the  Government  would, 
without  delay,  appoint  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  to  examine  and  report  on  the 
subject.  He  and  other  Members  repre- 
senting the  fishing  industry  strongly 
supported  that  petition,  and  he  could  not 
imagine  any  reasonable  ground  on  which 
it  could  bo  refused,  and  they  were  pre- 
senting a  memorial  to  the  Secretary  lEor 
Scotland  prayihg  that  he  would  accede  to 
the  request.  Many  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  departing  from  their  usual 
custom  of  not  associating  themselves  with 
them,  had  supported  the  principle  of  this 
Bill,  and  he  was  grateful  for  the  support. 
And  until  the  Commission  which  it  was 
hoped  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would  at 
once  appoint  made  its  report,  he  trusted 
that  the  Irish  Government  would  stay  its 
hand  and  refrain  from  granting  any 
permits  for  the '  establishment  of  these 
stations.  All  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  justified  the  Government  in  accepting 
the  principle  of  this  Bill,  that  meantime 
no  further  stations  would  bo  permitted 
on  the  British  or  Irish  coasts,  and  that 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  should  take 
power  to  prohibit  the  working  of  such 
stations  as  were  now  erected,  during 
certain  seasons  of  the  year. 

Question — "That  leave  be  given  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  closing 
of  existing  whaling  stations  during  the 
summer  herring  fishing,  and  to  prohibit 
whaling  stations  being  establishea  in  the 
future  on  any  part  of  the  shores  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland," — put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Cathcart  Wason,  Mr.  Gwynn, 
Mr.  Leicester  Harmsworth,  Dr.  Ambrose, 
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Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  O'Malley,  Mr.  Morton, 
Mr.  Hugh  Law,  Mr.  John  Sutherland, 
and  Mr.  Ainsworth. 

WHALING  STATIONS  BILL 
"  To  provide  for  the  closing  of  existing 
whaling  stations  during  the  summer 
herring  fishing  and  to  prohibit  whaling 
stations  being  established  in  the  future 
on  any  part  of  the  shorei  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,"  presented  accord- 
ingly, and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Wednesday,  13th 
May,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  205]. 


LICENSING  BILL. 
Order  read,   for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [28th 
April],    "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Which  Amendment  was, 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,'  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words,  '  this  House  declines  to  proceed 
further  with  a  measure  which,  while  failing 
to  promote  the  cause  of  temperance,  violates 
the  principles  of  equity'" — [Mr,  Cave)-^ 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.'* 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (DubUn,  S.) : 
Before  I  approach  the  question  which  we 
have  under  discussion  a  pleaaanter  and 
an  easier  duty  falls  to  my  lot  owing  to 
the  fact  that  yesterday  during  the  course 
of  our  proceedings  no  Member  sitting  on 
this  Bench  had  the  opportunity  to  offer 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  on  his  first  appear- 
ance in  what  I  may  call  perhaps  our 
practical,  ordinary,  everyday  life  here, 
our  warm  congratulations  upon  his  acces- 
sion to  the  most  distinguished  office  in 
the  State,  and  our  conviction  that  he  will 
fill  it  with  credit  to  himself  and  with 
honour  to  the  great  country  over  whose 
destinies  he  is  now  called  upon  to 
preside.  I  am  also  glad  and  ready 
to  bear  testimony  to  the  very  admirable 
speech,  if  my  hon.  and  learned  friend 
will  permit  me  to  praise  him  and 
his  words,  delivered  yesterday  by  the 
Member  for  the  Kingston  Division, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  as  far 
as  I  am  entitled  to  voice  any  of  the 
opinions  of  the  Opposition,  and  as  far  as 
I  desire  to  see  the  case  for  the  Opposition 
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put  before  the  House,  everything  that  I 
could  desire  or  ask  for  was  done  yester- 
day by  my  hon.  and*  learned  friend,  and  I 
believe,  however  strongly  Members  op- 
posite may  have  differed  from  him  either 
in  his  arguments  or  in  his  conclusions, 
nobody  will  deny  that  he  put  his 
case  in  very  strong  and  clear  terms,  and 
put  it  to  the  House  in  a  manner  which 
made  even  his  strongest  opponents  un- 
able to  differ  from  him  with  any  feeling 
of  bitterness.  For  my  part,  I  wish  with 
all  my  heart  that  the  d!ebate  could  end 
there,  especially  because  it  would  relieve 
me  of  the  duty  which  devolves  on  me  of 
taking  part  in  it,  but  also  because  it  is 
very  difficult  for  anybody  who  does  not 
possess  my  hon.  and  learned  friend's 
acute  intellect  and  long  training  in 
judicial  work  to  speak  upon  this  question 
without  running  the  risk  of  possibly 
spoiling  the  excellence  of  some  of  the 
points  which  he  put  so  clearly.  But  I  sup- 
pose it  would  be  regarded  as  contrary  to 
our  Party  system  if  we  were  to  introduce 
so  simple  a  procedure  as  a  speech  on  each 
side  and  then  a  division,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  while  the  Government  of  the 
day  would  accept  such  an  innovation  with 
delight,  whenever  that  Government  be- 
came an  Opposition  their  views  would  be 
diametrically  changed  as  to  the  advant- 
ages of  the  proposition.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  speech  yesterday  at  the 
opening  of  our  proceedings,  called  upon 
us  on  this  side  to  formulate  our  case.  He 
referred  to  the  Act  of  1904  for  which 
we  were  responsible,  and  references  were 
also  made  to  it  by  succeeding  speakers, 
including  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Home  Office,  and  it  was  more  than  once 
asked  "  How  can  you  justify  the  ground 
you  have  taken  up  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  you  were  responsible  for  and 
passed  the  Act  of  1904?"  I  venture  to 
say  that  there  is  to  be  found  in  the  Act 
of  1904  no  precedent  whatever  for  the 
legislation  which  we  are  now  called  upon 
to  consider.  Further,  I  venture  to  say 
that  this  Bill  proceeds  upon  lines  exactly 
opposite  to  those  which  were  pursued  by 
the  promoters  of  the  Act  of  1904.  What 
was  the  main  object  of  that  measure? 
It  was  to  provide  an  easy,  and 
above  all,  an  equitable  machinery  by 
which  unnecessary  and  superfluous 
licences  could  l)e  got  rid  of.  That 
Bill  when  it  was  introduced  brought 
about  with  a  section  of  the  licence- 
holders      a      distinct      bargain,     value 
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being  given  for  value.  The  Under. 
Secretary  claimed  as  evidence  of  the 
force  of  the  law  that  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1904,  and  quite 
recently,  there  had  been  700  or  800 
licences  suppressed  without  compensation. 
Nobody  denies  that  fact ;  nobody  on  this 
side  of  the  House  denies  that  right  to 
the  exercise  of  their  powers  in  what 
we  regard  as  an  arbitrary  way  by  certain 
limited  benches,  which  brought  thii 
question  to  the  fore.  And  why  was  it  that 
the  use  of  these  powers  was  limited  to 
certain  benches  ?  it  was  because,  in  the 
case  of  the  great  majority  of  the  magis- 
trates of  the  country,  their  sense  of 
justice  revolted  against  the  idea  of 
exercising  a  power  which,  however  long 
it  might  have  existed,  had  certainly  lain 
dormant  for  a  long  time,  in  order  to  take 
away  without  compensation  the  living  of 
respectable  people  who  had  regarded 
their  property  as  one  which  would  be 
continuous  if  they  took  proper  care  of  it 
and  behaved  themselves  properly.  That 
bargain  was  made,  and  what  did  thoae 
ante-1869  licence-holders  surrender  1 
They  surrendered  a  right  which  nobody 
novr  disputed.  It  was  not  disputed  that 
the  anteld69  licence-holders  had  a  right 
different  from  those  who  followed.  They 
surrendered  it,  and  in  return  for  what  ? 
In  return  for  the  right  to  full  compensa- 
tion for  the  business  and  property  they 
were  surrendering,  that  compensation  to 
be  provided  out  of  a  levy  to  which  they 
were  themselves  to  contribute.  To  claim 
the  Act  of  1904  as  a  precedent  for  this 
legislation  is,  I  venture  to  say,  a  claim 
which  cannot  be  sustained  by  anybody 
who  remembers  what  took  place  when 
that  Bill  was  in  Parliament,  or  who 
realise  what  was  the  efifect  of  that  Act 
upon  our  licensing  laws.  It  was  claimed 
by  the  Under-Secretary  last  night  that 
one  of  the  great  reforms  the  Gk>vemment 
were  effecting  was  one  dealing  with  the 
new  licences.  That  was  one  of  the 
reforms  contained  in  the  Act  of  1904,  for 
which  we  were  responsible.  The  fact  that 
that  Act  was  claimed  as  a  measure  of 
temperance  reform  is  undoubtedly  true, 
but  it  was  only  based  upon  this  ground, 
that  where  it  is  proved  that  unnecessaiy 
licences  exist,  there  it  is  desirable  to 
enable  their  removal  to  be  effected  with* 
out  arousing  bitter  controversy  and  without 
doing  a  great  injustice,  and  these  results 
were  arrived  at  by  the  passing  of  that  BilL 
Those  results  were  effected  by  die  Act  of 
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1904.     Can    anybody    say    that    similar 
results  will  follow  from  the  Bill  we  are 
now  considering  ?     We  heard  last  night  a 
speech  from  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Home    Office    which    did    not   want    in 
ability.     He  certainly  had  official  sources 
of  information  at  his  command,  but  there 
was  not  one  statement  controverting  the 
case  advanced  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
friend   the   Member  for  Kingston,   who 
showed   that   if   this   Bill   passed  in   its 
present  form  or  practically  in  any  form 
and  if  its  operation  were  to  extend  to  the 
the  country  generally  the  gravest  injustice 
would  be  inflicted  upon  a  large  number 
of  innocent  people.       The  only  way  in 
which  the  Government  and  theirsupporters 
have   met   that  case   is   by   falling  back 
upon    the    fact,    which    was    known    to 
everybody   and   has   no  relation  to  this 
question  of  injustice,  that  at  one  period 
in   the   history    of    the    licensing   trade 
advantage  was  taken  of  what  was  believed 
to  be  a  time  of  great  prosperity  and  that 
some    businesses  were    sold  at    greatly 
inflated  prices.     Nobody  denies  that  at  all. 
But  the  great  brewers  and  the  owners  of 
these  businesses  are  not  the  only  people 
who  have  suffered  by  what  has  happened, 
and     they     are     not    the    only    people 
who  ought  to  be  considered.       And  what 
is  more ;     surely  it  is   bad  enough  that 
people  should  have  suffered  by  bad  finance 
and  operations  of  that  nature.     In  some 
cases   these    businesses    have   recovered. 
But  there  are  many  cases,  as    the   hon. 
Member   for   Kidderminster  stated    last 
night,    where    the    publichouses    belong 
to  small  local   brewers.       There   are  no 
harder    cases  to    be   found    than    those. 
In  a  part  of  Wiltshire  there  are  a  large 
number    of    public-houses  which  are  at- 
tached to  small   breweries  and  are  con- 
ducted by  the  men  who  own  both.     How 
are  you  going  to  deal  with  those  cases  ] 
The  only  answer  which  has  been  given 
to  that  question  is  that  they  are  trading 
on  the  results  of  the  folly  and  bad  finance 
of  these  people,  or  that  they  are  making 
calculations  in  regard  to  the  future  upon 
some  false  basis.     Of  course,  it  is  quite 
natural  for  those  who  are  responsible  for 
this  measure,  and  who  I  hope  believe  in 
it,  to  wish  to  make  the  best  case  they  can, 
but   there   has  not   been  one  statement 
made  on  the  Government  side  which  dis- 
poses  of   the   facts  and   figures  brought 
before  the  House  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
friend.     Those  facts  and  figures  are  the 
results  not  of  fancy  calculations  of  laymen, 


not  of  persons  interested  in  making  ou^ 
the  best  possible  case,  but  of  the  best 
experts  in  the  land,  men  who  are  intim- 
ately acquainted  with  all  the  pitfalls  and 
difficulties  of  such   estimates.     I  repeat 
that  neither  in  its  composition  nor  in  its 
operation  can  the  Act  of  1904  be  cited 
as  a  precedent  for  the  Bill  we  are  now 
considering.      The  Prime   Minister   has 
asked  us  two  questions,  and  I  will  en- 
deavour plainly  and  briefly   to  answer 
them.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
realise  what  is  sometimes  not  realised  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway — I 
do  not  blame  them  for  it — that  we  are  in 
a  difficult  position  in  the  absence  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  was  him- 
self responsible  for  the  Act  of  1904,  and 
who  is  the  only  man  entitled  to  speak 
with  a  single  voice  on  behalf  of  his  Party. 
But  I  believe  I  shall  not  be  misstating  the 
position  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  although 
I  cannot  hope  to  express  it  in  his  terms, 
in  answering  those  two  questions.     The 
first  question   was.   Do  you  admit  and 
approve  of  a  time-limit  ?     I   confess  I 
was    rather  surprised    that    the    Prime 
Minister   asked   that   question,   and    for 
this  reason.    That  question  was  frequently 
raised  by   hon.   Gentlemen   on  his  side 
of  the  House  during  the  debates  on  the 
Act  of  1904,  but  it  was  raised  in  difierent 
circumstances  and   in  a  different  form. 
My   right    hon.   friend    who  was    then 
Prime    Minister  stated   dibtinctly,    and 
I  believe  it  is  his  opinion  now,  that  a 
time    limit    is    absolutely    incompatib  e 
with  a  concurrent  levy   for  insurance. 
That  is  our  view  now.     The  Act  of  1904 
involved    a    serious    compact     between 
Parliament   and   those   with   whom  we 
were  then   dealing,   and  it   gave    most 
clearly   power    to     dispose    of    licences 
on  condition    that   fair  and  reasonable 
compensation     was     paid.       The     hon. 
Member  for  Appleby,   who  dealt  with 
many    of    these    questions    in    a    very 
light-hearted  fashion,  talked   about  this 
insurance    as   a   thing    which   could  be 
easily  done.     I  wonder  on  what  authoiitv 
he    spoke !      I    heard    him     afterwaros 
talking  about  the  way  in  which  beer  was 
brewed,     and     when     challenged     with 
making      an      absurd      statement      he 
immediately  confessed  he  knew  nothing 
about   it.     I   do  not  know  whether  he 
made  the  statement  about  insurance  on 
the  same  foundation  ;  but  this  I  do  know, 
that     no      one     has    yet    produced     a 
practical     scheme    of    insurance     which 
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would  enable  the  owners  of   a  property 
like   this   to   provide   against   the   time 
limit  if  concurrently  they   had  to   pro- 
vide   the    money     necessary    for    their 
own     insurance.     That    is    a    complete 
answer  to  the   question  of  a  time-limit. 
Now  the  second  question  which  the  Prime 
Minister  asked  us  was :  Are  you  in  favour 
of  the  recovery  of  the  monopoly  valine  by 
the  State  ?     The  Prime  Minister  said  he 
he  was  entitled  to  an  arswer,  and  I  think 
he  is.     I  regard  it  very  much  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  injury  you  would  do 
to   the   owner   of    a    particular  class  of 
property.     I  deny   altogether  that   this 
question    has   any   connection,    however 
remote,  with  the  question  of  temperance, 
and  I  believe  that  those  who  have  studied 
this  question  longest  hold  tho  same  view. 
If  you  take  the  grave  step  of  transferring 
these  licences  from  the  individual  to  the 
State,    a     diminished     consumption     of 
alcoholic  liquor  is  not  likely  to  be  the 
result.     I  am  not  sure  that  the  Under- 
Secretary,  in  the  inner    recesses  of  his 
mind,  does  not  hold  the  same  view.     He 
himself  hardly   became  enthusiastic  last 
night  until  he  reached  that  part  of  his 
speech  in  which  he  told  the  House  that  a 
vast  revenue  would  come  to  the  State 
from  this  change.     Therefore  I  deny  that 
this  question  of  the  recovery  of  the  mono- 
poly to  the  State  is  a  temperance  question. 
It  is  not  a  temperance  measure,  but  a  fiscal 
measure  pure  and  simple.     The  Under- 
Secretary  seemed  to  say  that  we  had  con- 
fused  what  is  meant  by  the   monopoly 
value.     We  are  grateful  to  him  for  that, 
and  for  attempting  to  give  us  fuller  infor- 
mation; but  I  can  assure  him  that  we 
quite  understand  that  aU  the  State  desires 
to    become   possessed    of  is  the    licence 
value.     But  before  the  Government  come 
forward  with  a  proposal  of  that  kind — if 
the  State  decides  that  it  is  right  in  the 
interests  of  public  morality  and  of  the 
general  community  that  that  should  be 
done — they  must  be  prepared  to  accom- 
pany it  with  an  undertaking  that  a  fair 
and  reasonable  price  will  be  paid  for  that 
which  is  to  be  tiiken  away.     The  Prime 
Minister  has  said  that  he  thought  owners 
of  property  were  ill-advised  to  fight  this 
Bill,  and  that  they  were  incurring  risks 
to  themselves.     I  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   that    these   statements 
as    to    the    effect    of    this    Bill     upon 
the  rights  of  property    come    not  fi-om 
us     or     from     propert}'     owners,    but 
from  the  Iciiders  of  the  Socialist  Party. 
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The  Prime  Minister  went  on  to  aay  tbit 
he  had  settled  all  these  points  to  his  ov:) 
and  his   Government's    satisfaction,  and 
that  now  all  thai  was  necessary  was  togiie 
the  trade  time  to  turn  round  and  make 
provision    for  themselves.       The   trade 
must  turn  round  uncommonly  quickly  if 
they  are   to  make   provision   for  them- 
selves in  the  time  allowed  by  this  BiL 
The  Prime  Minister  told  lis  that  all  the 
owners  of  this  vast  property    had  long 
been  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  owner- 
ship was  attended  by  risks,  and  that  the 
fact   that  they  had  made  no   proviBion 
showed  them  to  be  most  imprudent  io 
matters  of  finance.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Appleby  whose  language  was  not  well 
chosen,  talked  of  it  as  rotten  finance. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  What  I  said  was  that  if  they 
had  not  made  provision  it  was  rotten 
finance. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Thatis 
exactly  what  I  said.  I  was  only  refer- 
ring to  the  elegant  language  of  the  hon. 
Member.  The  hon.  Member  is  not 
responsible  for  this  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment are.  I  am  informed  that  not  an 
inconsiderable  number  of  licensed  hoiue» 
have  been  owned  by  Government  Depanr 
ments.  1  should  like  to  ask  the  Rime 
Minister  whether  anyone  of  those  Depart- 
ments, whether  under  a  Unionist  or  a 
Radical  Administration,  has  ever  made 
provision  for  the  case  that  has  arisen. 
We  know  that  in  most  recent  times  they 
have  not  only  not  made  provision  by 
that  prudent  finance  which  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  hon.  Member  Ux 
Appleby  warmly  extol,  but  that  they 
have  sold  public-houses  at  the  hidiest 
market  price,  and  left  it  to  someoodf 
else  to  indulge  in  prudent  finance  to 
protect  the  new  owners  of  the  property 
which  has  been  depreciated  by  this  pro- 
posed legislation.  1  think  that  the  ownen 
of  brewery  property,  large  and  small^ 
may  regard  with  complacency  the  chargei 
of  rotten  finance  when  they  find  that  tb 
Government  as  owners  of  public-hooMi 
have  made  no  provision  of  a  aimilir 
kind  themselves.  The  Prime  Minister 
told  us  that  he  would  welcome  suggeetkoi 
with  regard  to  clubs.  That  ia  all  veiy 
well,  but  the  Prime  Minister  knows  ihat 
this  club  question  touches  the  pe(^ 
more  closely  than  any  other.    To  panfli 
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this  Bill  as  an  efficient  measure  of  tem- 
perance reform  because  it  deals  with 
public-houses  and  not  with  clubs,  and 
then  to  say  to  the  Opposition,  "  We  ask 
you  what  we  are  to  do  with  clubs,"  is  to 
act  as  a  parent  of  this  Bill  in  a  very  in- 
different manner.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Appleby  Division  made  two  statements 
which  I  venture  directly  to  challenge. 
He  made  a  statement  about  the  personal 
honesty  of  all  those  who  are  opposing 
this  Bill.  That  reminds  me  that  I  ought 
not,  I  suppose,  to  address  the  House,  and 
shall  come  under  his  ban  because  I  own 
£2,000  or  £3,000  worth  of  shares  in  a 
brewery,  and  I  suppose  my  position  is 
vitiated  by  that  fact. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES:  My  statement 
was  that  those  from  whom  I  have  re- 
ceived protests  were  interested  in  the 
trade. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  If  the  hon. 
Member  denies  the  accuracy  of  my  re- 
collection I  at  once  withdraw  the 
statement.  But  his  statement  was  that 
he  had  been  unable  to  meet  anybody 
except  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
trade  who  were  not  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES  :  Whit  I  intended 
to  say  and  what  I  think  I  said  was  that 
the  protests  I  had  received  were  from 
persons  interested,  and  I  went  on  to 
mention  letters  which  I  had  received. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Of  course  I 
will  accept  his  explanation  at  once.  If  I 
have  misrepresented  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  at  once  withdraw.  But  he  will  not 
forget  that  in  one  of  his  perorationn — I 
forget  which — he  made  a  magnificent 
statement.     He  said — 

"  Mr.  Speaker,  thia  is  a  case  of  good  or  evil.*' 
When  he  made  that  statement  I  ceased  to 
wonder  why  the  temperance  party  made 
such  little  progress.  I  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  which  to  wonder  at  most — the 
arrogance  of  the  claim  which  he  advanced 
for  himself  as  the  representative  of  good, 
or  the  insolence  in  describing  us  as  the 
representatives  of  evil.  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  cause  of  temperance  reform  will 
not  be  advanced  by  charges  of  that  kind 
flung  across  the  floor  of  the  House. 
We  are  entitled  to  claim  that  we  are 
actuated  by  motives  as  honest,  and  con- 
victions as  strong,  as  are  those  of  Gentle- 


men opposite.  [Cheers.]  It  is  all 
very  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite- 
to  cheer  those  sentiments,  but  to  allow 
your  colleagues  to  describe  us  as  evil 
against  your  good  is  a  different  thing. 
I  bring  no  accusation  of  motives  against 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  believe  that 
the  strongest  advocates  of  the  temperance- 
movement  are  the  men  who  are  the  real 
authors  of  this  Bill,  because  their  action 
in  the  country  has  led  to  its  introduction,, 
and  they  have  never  concealed  their  view 
that  they  look  upon  the  drink  trafiBo- 
as  an  immoral  traffic.  Their  object  is  to- 
get  rid  of  the  traffic  altogether.  I  do  not 
blame  Gentlemen  who  hold  those  views  if 
they  wish  to  destroy  it  altogether ;  but^ 
holding  those  views,  I  object  when  they 
say  that  they  are  pleading  here  only  for 
a  moderate  Bill.  They  believe  that  they 
have  no  cause  to  be  ashamed  of  those- 
views,  and,  holding  them,  they  ought 
to  demand  that  all  those  connected  with 
the  traffic  should  be  suppressed,  and  the- 
scantiest  justice  meted  out  to  them.  I 
complain  that  some  of  the  hon.  GentlemeD 
opposite  come  here,  assume  for  themselves- 
all  the  virtues  in  the  world,  and  attribute 
to  us  all  the  evils,  and  say  that  all  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  is  confined  to  those- 
interested  in  the  trade.  How  any  man 
who  goes  about,  who  travels  by  train 
or  'bus,  or  walks,  can  make  that  state- 
ment, amazes  me.  He  must  go  about 
with  his  eyes  shut.  I  am  not  going 
to  talk  about  by-elections,  because  I  do* 
not  think  one  thing  alone  affects  by- 
elections;  but  anybody  who  reads  the 
reports  of  these  bv-elections  knows  how 
this  Licensing  Bill  has  aroused  a  great 
feeling  amongst  men.  It  is  not  a  fair 
charge  to  say  that  those  only  who  are 
interested  in  the  trade  are  opposed  to  it» 
We  have  wondered  why  the  Government 
think  it  necessary  to  oring  in  this  Bill. 
The  Under-Secretary  said   last  night — 

"  You  will  not  deny  that  intemperance  is  a. 
great  evil." 

No  one  on  this  side  of  the  House 
denies  that,  and  much  is  being  done 
to  make  this  nation  sober.  I  agree 
that  there  is  still  room  for  amendment^ 
but  the  Bill  is  far  more  likely  to  set  back 
the  hands  of  the  clock.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  yesterday  that  he  had  never 
listened  to  a  temperance  debate  in  which 
Members  did  not  say  they  agreed  with 
temperance  reform,  but — there  are  always 
**buts."     Is     there     not     the     biggest 
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"  but "  to  be  found  in  this  Bill  1  What 
is  the  "  but "  ^  You  are  seeking  to 
advance  temperance  at  the  cost  of  fair 
dealing  and  justice.  Is  not  that  a  fair 
justification  for  our  opposition  ?  We 
know  that  the  Act  of  1904  was  working 
smoothly  and  well,  and  with  increased 
rapidity.  Though  it  might  be  necessary 
to  make  some  amendment  in  it,  I  do  not 
believe  any  radical  alteration  was  neces- 
sary. It  is  claimed  by  the  Government 
that  the  present  Bill  is  better  than  the 
Act  of  1904.  Looking  at  the  clauses,  I 
cannot  find  that  there  is  any  certainty 
jfchat  any  man  who  owns  a  public-house 
will  get  a  penny  more  than  under  the 
Act  of  1904,  and  I  do  not  think 
his  prospects  are  so  sound  as  they 
were  under  the  previous  Act.  If 
that  falls  to  the  ground,  what 
becomes  of  the  rest  of  the  arguments 
which  rest  on  the  connection  between  the 
number  of  licensed  houses  in  the  country 
and  temperance  itself.  It  has  been  con- 
ceded by  the  Prime  Minister  that  it  is  not 
held  or  claimed  by  the  Government  that 
this  reduction  of  public-houses  is  in  itself 
likely  to  result  largely  in  temperance,  but 
that  it  only  contributes  to  that  result.  I 
think  that  is  a  fact  that  will  be  generally 
accepted.  But  I  think  you  can  carry  it. 
farther.  The  figures  quoted  by  my  hon. 
friend  yesterday  dealing  with  the  number 
of  licences  in  various  counties  and  the 
number  of  convictions  for  drunkenness 
are  very  startling.  But  anyone  who 
studies  them  carefully  as  I  have  done 
■cannot  but  see  that  the  relation  between 
the  number  of  houses  and  the  number  of 
•convictions  for  drunkenness  form  very 
unreliable  evidence  in  support  of  reduc- 
tion as  a  means  towards  sobriety.  I  was 
Amazed  at  the  argument  of  the  Under- 
Secretary  for  Home  Aftairs,  based  upon 
Home  Office  information,  that  these  figures 
are  not  reliable  because  of  the  difterent 
methods  among  the  ix)lice,  who  were 
more  active  in  some  places  than  in  others. 
We  are  told  that  the  Government  lay  down 
what  the  minimum  reduction  shall  be, 
and  they  say  that  in  projwrtion  to  the 
population  per  acre  there  shall  be  only  a 
certain  number  of  houses,  and  that  this 
will  contribute  to  temperance.  I  take 
the  case  of  two  villages  I  know  myself, 
in  one  of  which  I  live.  The  other  is  seven 
miles  away.  Both  are  under  the  same 
police  force,  and  both  are  well  policed  by 
iictive  and  admirable  men,  who  are 
changed  from  time  to  time,  so  that  there 

Mr.  JFalter  Long, 


may  be  no  risk  of  collusion.     These  ir 
the  results.     In  one  village  you  have  a 
population  of  459,  you  have  two  licensed 
houses,  and  there  has  been  one  conviction 
in    five    years    for    drunkenness.     Tlte 
reports  from  the   police,  who  are  very 
active,  are  thoroughly  satisfactory.    In 
the  other  village,   where   the    class  of 
people  and  the  employment  and  general 
conditions  are  the  same,  the  population  is 
about    760.     There    are    four    licensed 
houses  and  one  off-licence.     There  have 
been  two  convictions  in  ten  years,  and 
one    in    five  years,   and    one  of   these 
persons  did  not  belong  to    the    place. 
What  is  going  to  be  the  operation  of  this 
Bill  in  such  a  case  1     How  are  you  going 
to  difierentiate  between  the  two  villages  ? 
The  number  of  convictions  is  the  same ; 
the  sobriety  of  the  villagers  is  the  same; 
their  general  conduct  is  the  same,  and 
the  police  are  the  same.     Are  you  j|ping 
to  re  luce  these  licensed  houses,  and  if  so, 
what  evidence  is  there   that    by  their 
reduction  you  will  do   anything  except 
to  close  a  public-house  which  at  present 
is  well  conducted,  and  which,   from  all 
we  can   tell,  is  desired  by  the  people 
themselves?      What    advantage    woold 
there  be  in  closing  that  public-house  T    It 
would  be  closed   simply   because    hon. 
Members  opposite  saia  that  whether  it 
was  necessary  in  the  Interests    of  the 
people  or  not  it  was  to  go,  because  it  was 
a  public-house.     I  come  now  to  what  I 
think  is    the   most  remarkable    chanp 
under  this  Bill.     This  Government,  this 
great  strong  Liberal  Gk)vei'nment,  talk- 
ing   as    they    have    done    of    trusting 
the    people — what  have    thev  done  to 
local  government   by  this   BilH    They 
have  made  the  most  startline    change 
that  has  been  made  in  our  locsd  goven* 
ment  system  for   many  a  year.    Ever 
since  they  came  into  office  they  have 
been  doing  their  utmost  to  int<>rfere  with 
local    government,     first    with     regard 
to    land,     and     now    in    a    still   more 
I  drastic    and     startling    way    with    the 
!  local      authorities      in      the      oountiei 
j  When   we,  in  our   1904   Bill,   gave  an 
'  appeal  against  the  local  authority  to  the 
quarter  sessions  they  denounced  us  for 
doing  so,   because  they  said   the   local 
authority  would  know  the  wants  of  the 
people    better    than    quarter    sesaions. 
How  have  they  followed  their  preaching 
by  practice  ?     ^^^7  ^^  ^^^  go  to  the 
quarter  sessions.    They  appoint  a  Com- 
mission to  sit  in  London,  whidii  if  th0 
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local  authority  say  there  is  no  change 
required,  and  that  everything  is  satis- 
factory, come  down  and  say,  **  You  are 
to  frame  a  scheme,  whether  you  like  it  or 
not,  which  will  result  in  so  many  houses 
being  reduced.  You  can  select  the 
people  who  are  to  suffer  under  the  scheme, 
but  we  order  you  to  do  this  against  your 
better  opinion."  Is  that  a  democratic 
reform  of  local  government  1  When  this 
Government  have  done,  if  they  live  another 
year  or  two,  I  wonder  what  will  be  the  re- 
sult on  our  local  governing  bodies  1  They 
will  have  practically  no  power  left.  Two 
or  three  Commissions  in  London  will  do 
all  the  work  of  local  government.  A 
more  extraordinary  change  than  this  has 
never  been  made,  I  think,  in  local  govern- 
ment, nor  one  that  is  more  improper. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  clubs, 
and  some  of  the  Grovemment*8  own 
supporters  have  plaintively  implored  the 
Government  to  do  something  more  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  On  this  question 
I  desire  only  to  speak  for  myself.  I 
admit  that  in  the  club  papers  that  have 
reached  me  quite  a  startling  list  of  clubs 
is  given  in  which  the  performances  seem 
to  bo  of  rather  a  peculiar  character.  I 
do  not  know  why,  but  they  are  all 
put  down  as  Radical  democratic  clubs. 
I  daresay  there  may  be  others.  I  have 
not  selected  them,  but  the  fact  remains 
that  in  these  papers  they  are  so 
described. 

Si!i  THOMVS  WHITTAKER  (York- 
shire,  W.R.,  Spen  Valley) :  The  papers 
are  circulated  in  Radical  clubs,  and 
therefore  give  information  about  the 
Radical  clubs. 

M'^.  WALTER  LONG:  Obvious'y. 
They  would  not  advertise  Conservative 
clubs  as  that  would  spoil  their  takings. 
I  have  some  knowledge  of  working 
men's  clubs  myself,  and  I  do  not  think 
this  House  ought  to  jump  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  majority  of  such  clubs  are 
conducted  on  the  lines  we  have  heard 
described.  The  majority,  I  believe,  are 
conducted  by  men  as  honourable,  as  fond 
of  sobriety  and  good  conduct  as  fny 
man  in  this  House  or  oat  of  it.  But  the 
Government  say,  "We  must  reduce  the 
number  of  licences  by  a  fixed  and 
wholesale  quantity."  Why  1  "  Because," 
as  the  hon  Gentleman  the  Under-Secre- 
tary for  Home  Affairs  said  yesterday, 
"  we  do   not   want  to  offer  this   extra 


temptation  to  drinking."  Now  whether 
a  club  is  well  or  badly  conducted  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  argument  of  the 
Government,  whose  ground  is  the  reduc- 
tion of  places  where  drink  can  be  obtained.. 
I  hold  that  to  bring  in  this  Bill  is  to> 
destroy  a  large  portion  of  this  trade,, 
which  proceeding,  not  only  the  trade,  but 
thousands  of  other  people  regard  a» 
grossly  unjust,  and  it  will  bring 
about  the  almost  inevitable  result  of 
opening  clubs  which,  however  well-con- 
ducted, are  not  subject  to  any  of  the 
limitations  imposed  on  public-houses. 
To  introduce  as  a  measure  of  tem- 
perance reform  such  a  Bill  is  a  sham 
and  a  farce.  It  is  idle  to  ask  us  to  frame 
clauses  in  regard  to  clubs.  The  Govern- 
ment are  responsible  for  their  own  Bill, 
and  they  have  no  right  to  pretend  that 
by  police  regulations  they  are  really 
dealing  with  the  temperance  question. 
It  has  been  said  that  we  who  are  supposed 
to  be  for  some  reason  the  special  de- 
fenders of  the  rights  of  property  are 
unwise  in  allowing  this  class  of  property 
to  be  in  any  way  associated  with  pro- 
perty such  as  freehold  estates.  We- 
do  not  ourselves  select  the  methods 
by  wh'ch  we  are  attacked.  We 
have  only  to  defend,  and  when  we 
observe  the  easy  steps  by  which  Gentle- 
men opposite  pass  from  the  old  paths  of 
Liberalism  into  the  paths  of  modern  up- 
to-date  Rfdicalism  we  are  naturally  ap- 
prehensive of  suggestions  of  this  kind,, 
especially  when  we  find  how  they  are 
being  used  by  some  of  the  most 
thoughtful  and  capable  of  those  who 
call  themselves  Socialists.  Mr.  Hyndman 
said — 

**One  part  of  this  Bill  he  did  like,  and  that 
was  the  fourteen  years  time-limit,  for  the 
expropriation  of  brewers  and  publicans.  If  the- 
expropriation  of  public-hou'sej  and  breweriej 
could  be  done  in  fourteen  years,  why  not  cotton 
mills,  coal  mine?,  etc.  ?  He  thought  it  was  an. 
excellent  proposal,  and  was  mu?h  obliged  to 
Mr.  Asquith  for  telling  him  that  fourteen  years 
was  the  limit  for  the  expropriation  of 
property." 

Then  there  was  the  Member  for  Black* 
burn  who  said — 

**The  Labour  group  in  Parliament  do  not. 
think  that  the  Government  produced  this  Bill 
under  the  belief  that  it  is  a  Socialist  Bill,  but- 
we  do  believe  that  in  principle  it  is  a  Socialist 
Bill,  tending  to  leave  in  the  hands  of  the  people- 
and  restore  to  the  people  that  which  they  ought 
never  to  have  parted  with.** 

That  is  cheered.     Then  where  does  the- 
blame  arise  for  the  part  we  took  ?     We- 
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follow  the  example  of  those  justices. 
Another  respect  in  which  we  have 
followed  the  Act  of  1904  is  that  we  grant 
compensation  in  respect  of  all  licences 
which  would  be  extinguished  during  the 
fourteen  years,  from  1st  April,  1909.  It 
is  really  a  period  of  fifteen  years  from  the 
present  time.  I  am  coming  directly  to 
the  amount  of  compensation.  Of  course 
the  amount  of  compensation  is  a  very 
important  matter  in  connection  with 
this  Bill.  The  basis  of  compensation  is 
different  in  our  Bill  from  that  which  it 
has  been  determined  to  be  under  the 
Act  of  1904.  Then  another  respect  in 
which  we  have  followed  the  Act  of  1904 
as  a  precedent,  is  that  we  say  that 
after  the  reduction  period;  in  respect 
not  only  of  new  licences  but  of  all 
licences,  the  State  has  an  interest  in 
and  claims  the  monopoly  value.  If  the 
reduction  is  right,  I  have  shown  how  we 
have  extended  the  operation  of  the  Act 
of  1904.  Now  I  want  to  come  to  the 
question  of  the  amount  of  compensation. 
We  on  this  side  have  alleged,  I  believe 
with  truth,  and  we  have  challenged  the 
authors  of  the  Act  of  1904  to  deny  it, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  that  Act  to 
give  compensation  not  upon  the  basis 
of  profits  to  the  brewer  but  upon  the 
basis  of  the  difference  in  value  of  the 
premises  with  a  licence  and  the  value  of 
premises  to  which  no  licence  is  attached. 
We  know  what  the  decision  of  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy  was,  and  we  know  what  it  is. 
Of  course  the  trade  fastened  upon  that 
decision,  and  they  desired  to  have  com- 
pensation upon  the  profits,  showing,  as 
has  been  said,  that  they  can  have  125 
years  purchase  of  the  value  of  pre- 
mises as  assessed  for  poor  rate  purposes. 
But  was  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Bill  they  introduced  in  1904  ? 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  knows,  and  if 
he  does  not  answer  I  cannot  compel  him 
to  answer.  We  are  satisfied  that  the 
intention  of  the  framers  of  that  Act 
was  the  same  as  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment, namely,  to  compensate  merely 
upon  the  basis  not  of  the  profits  of  the 
brewer  but  of  the  difference  between 
the  value  of  the  premises  licensed  and 
the  value  of  the  premises  without  a 
licence. 

Mr.   LYTTELTON   (St.   George's, 
Hanover  Square) :   Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
Sir  Samuel  Evans. 


man  quote  a  single  word  in  support  oi 
that  argument  ? 

Sir  SAMUEL  EVANS  :  Yes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  tb 
authors  of  the  Act.  Will  lie  deny  that 
that  was  the  intention  ?  I  have  asked 
him,  and  he  does  not  deny  it. 

SirE.  CARSON  (DubUn  University): 
May  I  say  that  I  had  to  do  with 
that  Bill  in  its  conduct  through  the 
House,  and  I  know  that  that  never 
was  the  intention.  The  intention  was 
that  the  market  price  should  be  taken, 
just  as  you  take  the  market  price  for 
the  death  duties.  What  we  always  had 
in  our  mind  was  that,  as  the  death  duties 
were  assessed  so  ought  the  compensation 
to  be  assessed. 

Sir  SAMUEL  EVANS :  That  does 
not  answer  the  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  yet  said  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  promoters  of  that 
Bill  to  compensate  on  the  basis  of  profits 
to  the  brewer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  in  terms  of  praise,  in 
which  I  join,  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kingston  yesterday,  which 
was  admirable  in  many  respects,  but  it 
was  not  accurate  hi  every  particular, 
and  it  was  not  accurate  upon  this  ques- 
tion of  compensation.  He  referred  to 
the  argument  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
to  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy 
and  said — 

"  The  effect  of  the  Kennedy  judgment  ms 
that  if  under  the  present  Act  a  licence  was 
refused  the  owner  was  entitled  to  the  mnrket 
value  of  the  licence.  What  the  learned  Judce 
said  was  that  in  order  to  get  the  market  valofr 
3^ou  must  consider  what  the  licence  would  fetch 
by  public  auction." 

So  far  from  that  heing  accurate,  the 
learned  Judge  based  his  calculations 
upon  the  profits  which  the  brewer  made. 

Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs):  The 
retail  profit  too. 

Sir  SAMUEL  EVANS :  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy,  in  regard  to  one  of  the  houses 
called'* The  Crown,"  assessed  tiie  com- 
pensation in  the  following  way.  He 
took  the  barrelage  which  was  a^eed  ta 
be  169  barrels  and  the  variouB  figures 
given  by  the  expert  witnesses  of  tiie 
profit   on   the   barrels   to   the  brewer; 
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then  he  adopted  a  middle  figure, 
put  ing  the  profit  at  14s.  6d.  per  barrel, 
and  this  annual  profit  capitalised  at 
ten  years  purchase  made  the  total 
figure  £1,412  10s.  Therefore,  the 
method  adopted  by  the  learned  Judge 
was  the  number  of  barrels  supplied  by 
the  brewers  for  consumption  on  the 
premises,  and  the  profit  to  the 
brewer  in  respect  of  each  barrel,  and 
then  he  took  the  ten  years  purchase 
on  that ;  yet  the  hon.  Member  said  the 
learned  Judge  said  they  must  not  have 
regard  to  the  profit  of  the  brewer. 
With  regard  to  compensation,  I  have 
admitted  that  it  will  not  be  anything 
like  as  much  under  our  Bill  so  far  as 
the  brewer  is  concerned  as  it  is  now  under 
the  law  declared  by  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy. 
So  far  as  the  fairness  and  justice  of 
the  case  admits,  we  are  giving  com- 
pensation on  a  proper  basis  when  we 
take  into  consideration  the  number  of 
years  purchase  accorded  by  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy.  Under  the  Act  of  1904,  it 
was  never  intended  that  this  House 
should  never  adhere  to  the  principle  of  a 
time -limit.  The  matter  was  left  entirely 
open.  What  is  the  remedy  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  and  his  Party 
now  for  the  evil  which  he  admits  does 
still  exist?  He  has  a  right,  of  course, 
in  this  debate  to  make  a  speech 
purely  by  way  of  criticism,  but  I  did 
not  hear  a  single  suggestion  of  any  sort 
of  remedy  to  meet  the  gigantic  evil 
which  still  exists  in  the  carrying  on  of 
the  drink  trafl&c  in  this  coimtry.  The 
1904  reduction  would  not  go  on  for  a 
long  time  for  many  reasons.  The 
justices  when  they  were  weeding  out 
the  worst  houses  would  not  use  their 
discretion  to  shut  up  the  larger  houses, 
and  there  would  be  this  difl&culty  in 
the  way — that  they  would  not  have  the 
means  wherewithal  to  pay  compensation 
for  them ;  therefore,  the  time  must 
come  when  the  policy  of  the  Act  of 
1904  would  come  to  an  end  and  must 
be  supplemented  by  some  measure  such 
as  the  one  we  are  now  bringing  in. 
This  is  a  Second  Reading  debate. 
Many  points  have  been  made  which 
are  Committee  points,  although  I 
admit  they  are  important;  points, 
for  instance,  as  to  the  fourteen  years 
being  a  sufl&cient  reduction  period,  and 
the   terms   of  the  compensation  basis, 
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but  there  is  nothing  underlying  this 
Bill  except  the  principle  of  control  of 
the  licences  by  the  nation  and  the 
principle  of  having  a  reduction  period 
at  all.  I  am  prepared  personally 
to  adopt  as  my  own  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  as  stated  by  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  in  a  speech  he  made 
yesterday.  That  is  a  clear  issue  upon 
which  the  House  can  divide  upon  the 
Second  Reading.    The  Archbishop  says — 

"  The  main  principle  is  that  after  all  such 
processes  as  may  be  required  to  make  it  fair 
and  considerate  have  been  carried  through 
the  State,  shall,  and  the  people  of  England  shall, 
for  that  is  the  same  thing,  regain  and  hold  due 
control  and  power  over  a  trade  which  stands 
in  some  respect  apart  from  all  other  trades  as 
to  its  possible  effect  upon  national  well-being  in 
the  lives  of  the  men  and  women  cl  England." 

That  is  a  simple  principle  which  is  really 
the  dividing  issue  between  us  apart  from 
these  other  questions  more  fitly  and 
properly  and  conveniently  dealt  with  in 
Committee  upon  which  the  House  will  be 
asked  to  record  its  views.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answer  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  gave  this  rather  qualified  reply 
to  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  he 
Supported  and  approved  the  time-limit. 
He  says — 

*'  We  do  not  approve  of  the  time-limit  because 
it  is   incompatible  with   the  compulsory  levy." 

That,  of  course,  says  that  the  time-limit 
in  this  Bill  does  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman,  and 
of  the  Party  which  he  now  leads,  as  applied 
in  this  Bill.  There  still  remains  the  ques- 
tion :  Is  he  in  favour  of  a  time-limit  for 
the  purpose  of  being  able  to  deal  with 
this  trade  or  not,  because  you  will  never 
deal  efiectually  with  the  evil  arising  out 
of  the  drink  traffic  unless  you  have  at  some 
period  or  other — and  this  is  not  the  time 
to  discuss  whether  fourteen  years  is  the 
right  period — the  full  right  of  control  by 
the  State,  which  unfortunately  it  has  lost 
since  1904,  but  which  up  to  that  time 
it  had  in  the  fullest  measure  except  with 
regard  at  the  pre- 1869  beer-houses.  I 
am  not  going  into  the  long  controversy 
with  regard  to  that.  The  House  is  very 
familiar  with  the  history  of  the  subject, 
but  I  desire  to  protest — ^I  think  I  did  once 
before — against  the  suggestion  that  any 
bargain  was  made  by  this  House  with 
respect  to  buying  the  right  of  the  State 
to  control  these  licences.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mentioned  the  word  bargain 
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to-day.  Between  whom  was  the  bargain 
made  ?  Who  are  the  agents  on  the  one 
side  and  on  the  other  ?  Who  are  the 
principals  represented  by  those  agents  ? 
A  bargain  was  never  made  in  this  House, 
and  this  House,  whatever  bargain  was 
made  outside  by  other  people  of  which 
we  know  nothing,  cannot  be  tied  to  any 
such  bargain  as  that.  Brewers  can  tie  their 
houses,  but  they  cannot  tie  this  House. 
I  want  to  say  one  or  two  words  with 
reference  to  the  alleged  injustice  at  the  end 
of  the  fourteen  years  period.  I  hope  the 
House  will  forgive  me  if  I  do  not  argue 
the  question  of  the  fourteen  years. 
I  have  referred  already  to  the  Kennedy 
judgment,  where  the  House  will  have 
observed  in  the  one  case  ten  years  pur- 
chase and  in  the  other  eleven  years  was 
given  as  the  basis  of  compensation. 
That  in  itself  might  be  a  short  answer 
to  the  argument  that  fourteen  years  is 
too  short.  But,  at  any  rate,  now  is  not 
the  time  to  discuss  that  question,  or  if 
anyone  else  wishes  to  discuss  it,  I  do  not. 
What  is  to  happen  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
years  ?  The  monopoly  value  is  to  be 
taken  by  the  State,  and  the  State  is 
to  have  ifull  control  over  all  the  licences, 
because  all  the  licences  will  be  put  upon 
the  same  basis  as  a  new  licence  is  put 
upon  now.  Has  the  State  any  right  to 
any  monopoly  value  ?  Answer  :  "Yes. 
The  Act  of  1  iK)4."  What  is  the  diiierence 
80  far  as  the  State  is  concerned  in  its 
claim  for  a  monopoly  value  in  respect 
of  this  kind  of  traffic  between  a  new 
licence  in  1904,  and  th.it  licence  after 
the  reduction  period  ?  After  the  reduc- 
tion period  that  monopoly  value  will 
be  siezed  in  respect  of  every  licence, 
but  the  statements  that  have  been  made 
all  over  the  country*,  and  which  have 
misled  many  people  with  regard  to 
what  will  take  place  at  the  end  of  the 
reduction  period,  I  think,  are  not  well- 
founded.  What  will  happen  undoubtedly 
will  be  thot  the  licences  then  in  existence, 
60,000  or  tio.OOO  or  whatever  the  num- 
ber may  b?,  more  or  less,  will  be 
held  by  respectable  tenants,  other- 
wise they  would  have  been  taken  away 
before,  and  what  will  happen  will  be  con- 
tinuity of  business  in  these  houses  until 
a  further  reduction  takes  place,  either  by 
the  action  of  the  public  or  by  the  action 
of  the  justices — a  continuity  of  the  busi- 
ness in  the  hands  of  the  same  tenants. 

Sir  Siimuel  Evans, 


Mr.  younger  :     The  Bill  does  not 
say  so. 

Sir  SAMXJEL  EVANS  :    The  Bill  does 
not  say  what  is  to  take  place  in  every 
particular  at  the  end  of  foarteen  years,  but 
does  anybody  suppose  that  the  licensing 
justices  in  this  country  are  going  to  torn 
out  neck  and  crop  the  tenants  of  60,000 
licensed    houses  ?    What     will    happen 
will  be  this,   that  if    there    is   a   very 
profitable  house  the   tenant   will  come 
and  say  :     "I  want  a   renewal  of  my 
licence."     The  justices  will  have  a  right 
to  say  :    "  Yes,  your  licence  is  required 
apparently  in    this    locality.     We    will 
renew  it,  but  the  State  is  entitled  to  so 
much  out  of  that  licence."     Why  shouM 
it  not  ?    Let  me  give  one  or  two  illustra- 
tions.   The  hon.   and   learned    Member 
for  Kingston  said  yesterday  that  in  the 
year  1907  three  Glamorganshire  licences 
were  granted  for  lump  sums,  by  way  of 
monopoly  value,  amounting  in  the  three 
cases  to  £13,500.    The  fi^nires  are  to  be 
seen  in  the  Blue-book.     They  are  £6,000 
for  one  house,  £4,500  for  the  second,  and 
£3,000  for  the  third.    We  make  it  im- 
possible under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
now  before  Parliament  to  have  a  lump 
sum    at   all.    It   is   necessary    for  the 
licensing  justices  to  fix  the   monopo^ 
value  year  by  year,  and   they  cannot 
go    any    further.    What    happens   with 
regard  to  these  houses  ?    For  the  moment 
I   %vill   take   the   annual   value   instead 
of  the   lump   sum.    At  £4,500  as  the 
average     monopoly    value,      at    4    per 
cent.,   you   get   £180   a   year.     That  is 
sufficiently    accurate    for    the    poipose 
of     my     illustration.      Supposing    the 
house     had     been     licensed     in      190S 
no    monopoly    value    is    raised   at    all 
Let  us  assume  that  that  village  with  its 
two  licensed  houses  increases  in  popn* 
1  at  ion,    and   a   third   house    is   licensed 
there.     The    houses    are    practically  of 
equal  value.     If  these  houses  have  been 
licensed  in   1903  they  will  have  saved 
during    the    fourteen    years    the    sum 
of  £3,600,  and  for  twenty  years  they  will 
enjoy  the  monopoly  vilue  of  £180  a  year, 
which   the    State   does   not    take,  and 
which  it  would  take  if  the  house  wis 
licensed  in  1905.     So  that  if  there  is  a 
difference   upon   this   hard   line   of  de- 
marcation of  two  years  in  the  time  the 
licence    was  granted,   in   the  one  case 
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gets  £3,000  odd,  in  the 
other  case  the  brewers  get  the  £3,000 
odd.  Under  these  circumstances  is 
there  any  injustice  in  putting  all  these 
houses  on  the  same  footing  ?  We  cannot 
make  the  brewer  disgorge  that  £3,000, 
but  we  can  take  from  him  the  £180 
monopoly  value.  It  was  never  thought 
by  the  best  leaders  of  the  Conservative 
Party  in  1904,  that  a  final  step  had 
been  taken  in  connection  with  tem- 
perance reform,  for  the  matter  was  kept 
open  specially.  I  will  quote  from  two 
speeches  made  on  this  question.  Lord 
Hugh  Cecil,  speaking  on  6th  June,  1904, 
said — 

*'  The  Bill  did  not  say,  it  did  not  imply,  that 
they  were  not  to  take  away  licences  after  a 
period  with  notice.  The  Bill  did  not  deal 
wit^  that  question  at  all,  but  it  dealt  with  what 
was  to  be  the  right  of  magistrates  under' the 
existing  law  as  to  refusing  licences  without 
conn>ensation.  It  did  not  interfere  in  the  least 
with  the  future  right  of  Parliament  to  set  up 
whatever  time-limit  it  might  think  proper  under 
which  licences  might  cease  altogether  after 
due  notice  given." 

Speaking  on  7th  June,  1904,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  said — 

"  I  believe  that  the  anxiety  about  the  time- 
limit  is  due  to  a  fear  lest  we  are  shutting  the  door 
on  any  kind  of  temperance  reform  in  the  future 
other  than  the  present  Bill.  There  is  nothing 
in  this  Bill  which  is  going  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  any  future  reform." 

That  shows  clearly  that  it  was  never 
Intended  that  it  should  be  finally  de- 
cided in  1904  that  no  time-limit  should 
be  imposed.  That  is  the  main  principle 
of  this  Bill,  and  the  same  principle 
is  laid  down  in  the  two  speeches  I  have 
quoted,  and  also  by  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury.  That  is  the  principle  upon 
which  we  depend  to  carry  out  temper- 
ance reform.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  asked  what  connection  has 
the  time-limit  with  temperance  reform  ? 
It  has  every  connection,  because  you  now 
tempt  people  into  the  trade  by  huge 
profits.  I  am  talking  about  the  people 
who  have  made  such  profits  as  £6,000  in 
one  day.  The  connection  between  the 
time-limit  and  temperance  reform  is 
that,  when  the  State  takes  the  monopoly 
value,  there  will  be  less  temptation  for 
people  to  embark  upon  such  a  trade, 
fewer  beer- houses  will  exist,  and  fewer  will 
be  built.  It  is  idle  for  anybody  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  temperance  reform 
to  say  that  the  consumption  of  drink 


does  not  depend  upon  the  law  of  supply, 
but   upon   the    law   of   demand.    [Op- 
position cries  of  "  Hear,  hear."]    Have 
hon.  Members  opposite  never  heard  of  the 
temptation  a  man  experiences  when  he 
sees  a  public-house  ?     Has  anybody  ever 
heard  of  the  provision  made  by  Act  of 
Parliament  forbidding  the  payment  of 
wages  in  public-houses  ?     What  is  the 
meaning  of  that  ?     The  danger  is  not  the 
demand  for  beer,  but  the  temptation  to  a 
man  to  drink.     You  have  by  law  for- 
bidden the  holding  of  election  meetmgs 
on  licensed  premises  because  there  would 
be  a  temptation  to  drink.     I  am  afraid 
that   that   provision   has   had   a   coach 
and  horses  driven  through  it  many  a  time, 
and  practically  every  public-house  and 
every  tied  house  has  been  used  in  the 
interest  of  one  Party.     The  Government 
have  been  asked :  Is  there  any  relationship 
between   the  number    of    public-houses 
and  the  temptation  to  drink  ?     I  have 
known  applications  made  for  the  erection 
of  a  public-house  in  a  convenient  place 
intended  to  catch  the  workmen  either  on 
their  way  to  their  work  or  on  their  way 
from    their    work.     I    know    this    is    a 
legitimate   practice   fcom    the   point   of 
view  of  the  trade,  because  it  is  well  known 
that  they  want  to  plank  their  public- 
houses    in    the    most    tempting    places. 
If  any  hon.  Member  opposite  happened 
to  be  sitting  as  a  licensing  justice  and  an 
application  were  made  for  a  licence  for  a 
gin   palace   just   at  the   entrance   to   a 
colliery  yard,  so  as  to  tempt  workmen 
on  their  way  to  the  colliery  or  from  it, 
would  he  think  that  that  was  a  con- 
venient  or   an   inconvenient  place   and 
would  he  grant  the  licence  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  But 

this  is  a  question  of  the  reduction  of 
licences. 

Sir  SAMUEL  EVANS  :  In  the  case 
I  have  mentioned  the  man  sees  a  public- 
house  in  front  of  him  and  at  once  he 
has  a  thirst  or  somebody  invites  him 
into  that  licensed  house.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  me  said 
he  did  not  like  hard  words  being  used 
by  one  side  of  the  House  against  the 
other,  but  nevertheless  he  said  that 
we  were  robbers  and  confiscators. 
That  was  equivalent  to  saying  that 
he    would   not   call    any   hon.    Member 
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of   this  House  a  thief  ;    all   he    means  '■  butcher,  say  :    "  I  won't  give  you  this 

order  unless  you  promise  to  vote  against 
this  Bill "  ?     That  is  the  way  in  whieb 
the  Bill  is  being  fought  by  the  brewers. 
The  meeting  at  the  Queen's  Hall  where 
those  speeches  were  delivered  did  not 
consist    of    publicans    in    the    ordinary 
sense,  but  they  were  the  owners  of  tied 
houses,  and  they  were  not  the  creation 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament.     The  intention 
of    Parliament    was    that     the    licence 
should  be  given  to  a  particular  individual, 
and  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  were  so 
held.     The  holders  of  those  licences  have 
been  got  hold  of  by  the  brewers,  and 
the  brewer  now  seeks  to  keep  this  pro- 
perty and  requires  to  be  compensated,, 
not  upon  the  value  of  the  licence,  but 
upon  the  basis  of  the   profits  he  has 
been  able  to  squeeze  out  of  the  wretched 
tenant  he  has  put  into  his  house.     What- 
ever hon.   Members  opposite  may  say, 
I  repeat  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  add  a  very  large  slice  to 
the  slices  that  have  already  been  given 
by  this  House  in  favour  of  temperance 
reform.    We  believe  that  the  only  way 
in  which  we  shall  get  any  real  temper- 
ance reform  in  this  country  is  by  reducing 
licences   compulsorily,    by    establishing 
a    time-limit,    and  by    controlling    the 
whole  of    the    licences    after    fourteen 
years    by   the  State.      You  will  never 
get  temperance  reform  unless  you    can 
abolish    the    tied-house     system,     and 
you  will  never  get  rid  of  tied   houses 
without  a  tinie-hmit.    You  will  never 
be  able  to    accomplish    this   unless   at 
the  end  of  fourteen  years  the  justices 
can    say  to  an    applicant  :     "  We  de- 
cline to  renew  this  licence  unless  the 
licensee  is  a  free  man  in  a  free  house." 
The  work  which  we  have  set  ourselves  to 
do  is  no  easy  task.    It  is  a  task  which 
demands  courage  by  reason  of  the  com- 
bined   interests    which   are    maishaUed 
against  us,  but  I  am  glad  to  say  that  it  is 
evoking  the  enthusiasm  of  some  of  the 
best  forces  in  the  country.     This  par- 
ticular Bill  in  itself  is  not  perfect.    It  is 
certainly  not  complete.    Other  problems 
connected  with  the  drink  traffic  will  still 
have  to  be  tackled,  but,  so  &r  as  this 
measure  goes,  we  say  in  presenting  and 
proceeding  with  it  that  our  aims  are 
honest    and    praiseworthy.      We    »y 
further  that  the  methods  are  not  imfuz, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  they  axe  fcir 


is  that  we  are  misguided,  and  that  we 
are  only  doing  something  which  is 
tantamount  to  robbery  or  confiscation. 
But  we  are  not  going  to  be  intimidated 
by  threats  of  that  kind  any  more  than 
the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  is  going  to  be  intimidated. 
We  are  quite  willing  to  rest  our  claim 
for  supporting  this  measure  upon  the 
justice  of  the  Bill  itself,  and  upon 
the  amount  of  good  which  it  is  likely 
to  do.  Let  me  remind  the  House 
what  was  stated  in  a  letter  written 
by  Lord  Burton,  which  was  read  at  a 
meeting  convened  by  the  Licensed 
Victuallers  Central  Protection  Society 
of  London  at  the  Queen's  Hall.  He 
said — 

**  I  trust  there  will  be  no  talk  of  compromise — " 
He   at   any   rate   does   not   desire   any  ; 
extension   of   the   fourteen   years  time-  , 
limit.     He  goes  on  to  say —  I 

" — ^no  sign*  of  weakening  in  the  slightest  degree 
in  the  general  opposition  to  this  attempt  to 
plunder  and  ruin  all  who  are  connected  with 
the  trade.  The  Bill  is  a  political  fraud.  Tern-  1 
perance  is  the  last  thing  it  is  intended  to  pro-  : 
mote.  Its  real  aim  is  to  rob  and  crush  who 
perforce  are  its  i)olitical  opponents."  I 

Then  his  Lordship  goes  on  to  say —  j 

■ii^  *'  They  might  smile  at  the  crude  suggestions 
of  a  private  Member  new  to  legislation,  but  for  ! 
this    impossible    and     mischievous    Bill     the 
Statesmen  who  were  at  this  time  the  advisers  . 
of  the  King  in  the  management  of  the  Empire 
were  responsible.     God   save   the  King.     The  ; 
Bill  was  the  first   effort  at   Socialism,  which  I 
meant  the  stamping  out  of  individuality  and  j 
the  absolute  negation  of  personal  liberty.     The  | 
Bill  must  he  defeated  or  withdrawn.     If  it  was 
not,  if  they  and  those  whom  they   represented 
eurrendered.  the  repetition  of  the  words  which 
declared   that   Britons   would   not   be   slaves, 
would  be  but  lip  service." 

Britons  have  to  be  slaves  to  the  drink 
trafTic,  and  in  other  respects.  I  will 
not  refer  further  to  the  other  portions 
of  the  speeches  made  in  the  Queen's 
Hall  beyond  quoting  the  words  of  a 
representative  who  spoke  on  behalf 
of  the  Liverpool  branch  of  the  Protec- 
tion Society,  who  asked — 

"  Every  man  and  woman  in  that  hall  during 
the  next  few  months  until  the  Bill  was  killed 
to  pay  not  a  farthing  to  any  tradesman — he 
did  not  care  who  he  was — who  was  favourable 
to  the  Bill." 

Would  anv  hon.  Member  in  this  House 
get  up  and  declare  that  he  would  himself, 
in  sending  his  order  to  the  grocer  or  the 
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and  just,  and  we  believe  that  the  ultimate 
result  of  the  measure  will  be  for  the 
lasting  good  of  our  people  and  our 
<*ountry. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  (Liverpool,  Walton) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
made  at  least  one  valuable  contribu- 
tion to  our  debate.  Those  who  have 
admired  at  a  respectful  distance  the 
strategy  which  has  determined  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  introducing  this 
particular  Bill  have  been  not  a  little 
puzzled  to  determine  what  motives  in- 
duced them  to  bring  it  forward  and  to 
persevere  in  it  with  such  determination. 
We  have  now  learned  the  reason  in  an 
illuminating  sentence  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  when  he  informed  us 
that  every  public -house  is  a  committee- 
room  for  the  Tory  Party.  This  is  really 
penetrating  to  the  heart  of  their  de- 
termination. 

Sir  SAMUEL  EVANS :  I  did  not 
say  every  public -house,  I  said  every 
tied-house.    [Opposition  cries  of  "  No."] 

Mr.  F.  E.  SMITH:  I  quite  accept 
^vhat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  states, 
but  even  putting  it  in  the  limited  form 
that  every  tied  public-house  is  a  Tory 
<?ommittee-room,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  correct  in  saying  that  these 
bouses  are  arrayed  against  him,  it  is  quite 
sufficient  to  explain  the  zeal  with  which 
this  Bill  is  being  pressed  forward.  The 
motives  of  the  moral  reformers  would 
appear  to  be  not  entirely  unmixed.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asked  a 
question  which  those  who  speak  on  that 
side  of  the  House  are  never  tired  of 
putting,  and  which  they  seem  to  think  is 
in  the  nature  of  the  case  unanswerable. 
He  asked :  Are  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  under  any  circumstances  in  favour 
of  the  policy  of  a  reduction  ?  And  then 
when  we  are  confronted  with  some 
supposed  answer  which  has  not  yet  been 
forthcoming,  when  we  are  confronted 
with  the  dilemma  that  we  are  not  in 
favour  of  that  policy,  we  are  asked — 
How  do  you  justify  your  introduction 
and  support  of  the  1904  Act  ?  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  answer  to  that  is 
obvious.  The  answer  is  that  under  the 
1904  Act  you  left  the  local  justices  who 
have    a    knowledge   of   each    particular 


locality  to  judge  for  themselves  and  of 
their  own  unfettered  discretion  whether 
that  particular  locality  did  or  did  not 
suffer   from   a   redundancy   of   licensed 
premises.     Do    you    put    forward    that 
discretion  as  comparable  in  any  degree 
with  a  proposal  for  the  automatic  reduc- 
tion  of   licences   by   a   triumvirate    in 
London  ?     If  you  do,  it  shows  that  you 
are    utterly    incapable    of    appreciating 
the  principles  on  which  the   1904  Act 
depends.     When  I  spoke  on  the  First 
Reading  of  this   Bill  I  said  that  the 
country  would  never  draw  a  distinction 
between  railway  investors  and  investors 
in  licensed  property  who  have  bought 
their     stock     on     the     open     market. 
I  remember  that  when  I  ventured  to 
make    that    observation    on    the    First 
Reading  it  was  treated  as  a  most  ex- 
quisite piece  of  humour.    I  do  not  know 
whether  it  appears  to  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  that  the  humour   was 
much    in    evidence     during     the     last 
few    weeks,    when    opportunities    have 
been       given       for       presenting      our 
views  of    the     Bill     to     the    coTmtry, 
Let  me  ask — ^What  is  the  answer  to  the 
suggestion  that,  so  far  as  the  purchaser 
of  brewery  stock  upon  the  market  is  con- 
cerned, he  is  entitled^  the  same  protection 
on  the   part  of  the  State  as  the  pur- 
chaser   of   railway    stock  ?    Only    one 
answer  has  been  attempted  in  the  whole 
course  of  the  debates,  and  it  is  that  in 
the  case  of  the  holder  of  licensed  property 
you  have  a  yearly  licence.     The  moment 
you  say  that  the  annual  value  is  not  the 
measure  of  what  such  person  possesses, 
you   give   away   the   whole   case.     One 
has    only    to    look    at    the     question. 
If  it  be  true  that  one  year  is  the  measure 
of  the  interest,  why  do  you  give  a  four- 
teen years'  time-limit  ?     Why  squander 
thirteen  years  of  the  nation's  monopoly 
of    which    they    have    been    too    long 
deprived  ?     Why   postpone   the    happy 
moment  when  the  country  will  repossess 
itself  of  that  which  it  ought  never  to 
have  lost  ?   [Ministerial  cheers.]    There 
are     many    hon.     Gentlemen     opposite 
who  think  it  ought  to  be  done  at  once  at 
the  end  of  a  year.    Fortunately,  for  many 
reasons,  they  are  not  in  the  majority,  and 
the     majority    are     rather    committed 
to  the    view  that    you   cannot    accept 
I  the  principle  that  the  interested  persons 
I  having  these  interests  are  limited  to  a 


1299 


Licensing 


{COMMONS} 


Bitt. 


1300 


single   year.     If   they   are   not   limited 
to  a  single  year,  how  are  you  going  to 
determine  them  ?     Is  it  pretended  that  a 
fourteen  years  time-limit  is  based  upon 
any  actuarial  calculation  which  can  be 
tested  ?     And   here   let   me    point    out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  (Jentleman  who 
said  that  there  never  was  a  statutory  right, 
and  who  passed  by  very  rapidly  indeed 
the  case  of  the  ante- 1869  beer-houses — let 
me  point  out  that  so  far  as  the  ante- 1869 
beer-houses  are  concerned  they  had  that 
very  statutory  right  on  the  absence  of 
which   you   have   again   and   again  in- 
sisted as  the  only  justification  for  any 
confiscation  at  all.     When  the  question 
was  asked  how  it  was  that  these  houses 
ever  obtained  this  privilege  the  answer 
was  that  until  the  year  1870  these  beer- 
houses were  allowed  to  sell  beer  without 
obtaining  a  licence  from  the  justices,  and 
simply  in   virtue   cf  the   enjo}ment  of 
an  excise  licence.      In  that  circumstance 
Parliament  recognised  a  vested  interest, 
and    thought    it     expedient     to     deal 
with     them      in    the      1870    Act.     So 
far   as  the  ante- 1869   beer-houses  were 
concerned,    they    provided     that    these 
licences  ought  never  to  be  taken  away 
but  on  one  of  four  causes.     I  can  sum- 
marise generally  the  character  of  these 
causes  by  saying  that  every  one  of  them 
had  something  to  do  with  bad  character 
or  bad  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  licensee, 
so  that  \mtil  the  1904  Act  was  introduced 
it  was  the  fact  that  no  less  than  one-third 
of  the  licensed  premises  in  the  country 
had  an  absolute  statutory  right  to  re- 
newal.    What  is  really  the  relation  of  the 
Government  to  them  ?     They  say  that  in 
1904    Parliament    interfered    with    that 
statutory  right  of  renewal.     Is  the  sug- 
gestion   brought    forward    that,    having 
taken  away  in  1904  for  good  and  valuable 
consicIe:ati(,n      this       absolute       statu- 
tory right  of  renewal,  we  are  entitled  in 
1908  to  say  that  we  shall  take  them 
away    still     further    on     the     basis    of 
the  i.lusory  compensation  which  we  now 
substitute  i     The     hon.     and     learned 
Gentleman      with      a     great    show    of 
indignation     says     that      there    never 
was    a    bargain     made.     I    agree,    but 
there  was  an  implied  undertaking  based 
upon  the  honour  of  this  House.     [Minis- 
terial cries  of  *'  No."]     If  this  is  taken 
away  which  had   statutory  sanction  at 
that  time,  four  years  ago,  the  privileges 

Mr,  }\  E.  Smith. 


which^were  substituted   should  not  ab 
be  taken  away.     The  hon.  and  leunei 
Gentleman    does    not    appreciate   tUi 
ethical   suggestion.      Does  he   serioiuly 
suggest  that    there    is     any  distinctkm 
to  be  drawn  between  the  case  of  a  mu 
who,  before   1904,  invested    his  money 
in  a  beer-house  and  the  case  of  a  nun 
who    invested    his    money    in    railvaj 
stock  ?    Will  anybody  on   that  side  oE 
the  House  tell  us  how  the  investor  in  an 
1869  beer-house  could  possibly  suppoee 
that  he  was  investing   in    a    precariom 
property  when  one-third  of  the  licensed 
premises  of  the  country   were   of  tlut 
class  ?    Where  was  the  precaziousnen  1 
Where  was  the  unwisdom  of  speculating 
in  it  ?    What  is  your  right  four  yeais 
afterwards  to  say  :     "  We  will  eive  jan 
a   fourteen   years   time -limit  ?         That 
is  the  case  as  far  as  one-third  of  tlu 
licensed  premises  are  concerned,  and  I 
wish  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider 
the  case  of  the  other  two-thirds.     Wken 
once  the  yearly  argument  is  given  up, 
as  it  has  been  for  the  purposes  of  tlus 
Bill,  the  only  problem   which   present* 
itself  for  solution  is — ^What  is  the  tenure 
which  the  State  encouraged  the  investor 
to  accept  ?    Let  me  renoind  the  Honse 
that    a    ver}^    authoritative     document 
exists  on  that  point — ^very  much  more 
authoritative  than  many  of  those  which 
are  quoted  with  approval  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men   opposite.    In    1890    the    Commis- 
sioners    for     Inland      Hevenue     weze 
requested    by    the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  to  prepare  a   memorandum 
upon  the  death  duties  in  dealing  with 
licensed   premises  in  order   that   many 
doubts  might  be  set  at  rest.     An  official 
report  was  presented   by  the   Commis- 
sioners for  Inland  Revenue,  and  I  would 
venture    to   ask   the    attention   of  the 
House   to   that  report.     Dealing,   fint 
of  all,  with  the  case  of  the  death  of  a 
lease-holder  publican,  they  said  that  it 
is  assumed  always  that  the  licence  will 
continue    indefinitely    to    be    renewed. 
Then  dealing  with  the  death  of  a  free- 
holder publican  they  say  that  the  amiiul 
value  of  the  House  is  treated  in  the 
succession  duty  account  as  permanendy 
enhanced    by    the    licence.    They   said 
that  the  annual  values  are  capitalised 
for  the  whole  life  of  the  successor  on  the 
presumption  that  the  licence  will  bo  long 
endure.     We  may  have  been  wrong  en 
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this  side  of  the  House,  licensed  victuallers 
may  have  been  wrong,  and  the  unfortun- 
ate investors  in  brewery  shares  may  have 
been  wrong,  but  there  can  be  no  other 
explanation  of  the  principle  which  the 
representatives  of  the  State  deliberately 
adopted  in  1890  for  this  puiqpose,  except 
that  in  their  view  these  licenses  would 
be  indefinitely  renewed.  Can  it  be 
suggested  that  the  ordinary  investor 
was  bound  to  take  a  sounder  view  ? 
The  only  answer  is  that  that  doctrine 
was  once  and  for  all  disposed  of  by  the 
decision  in  the  case  of  Sharpe  v.  Wake- 
field. That  case  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  proposals  brought  forward 
by  the  Government  and  the  provisions 
in  this  Bill.  The  Court  in  Sharpe  v. 
Wakefield  merely  decided  that  the  local 
justices  should  deal  with  a  licence  of  a 
particular  house  upon  particular  local 
grounds  and  on  the  sworn  evidence  of 
witnesses  as  to  f  ict.  Is  it  suggested  that 
that  is  analogous  in  principle  to  the  whole- 
sale dealing  with  licences  by  gentlemen  in 
London  who  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
locality  ?  You  have  only  to  read  the 
judgment  of  Lord  Halsbury  to  under- 
stand the  real  meaning  of  the  Sharpe 
t7.  Wakefield  decision.  Lord  Halsbury 
said — 

'*  Magistrates  must  exercise  judicial  dis- 
cretion and  not  by  evasion  attempt  to  repeal 
the  law  which  permits  public-houses  to  exist. 
Further,  the  justices  would  remember  that  a 
year  before  a  licence  had  been  granted." 

[Hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
Benches:  Gro  on;  read  the  rest.] 
That  is  all  I  have  here  before  me,  but 
nothing  which  follows  qualifies  what  I 
h  ive  read.  I  may  remind  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  Lord  Bramwell  said  in  the 
same  relation — 

*'  The  Legislature  has  most  clearly  showed 
that  it  contemplated  that  licences  would  usually 
be  renewed  ;  that  the  taking  away  of  a  man's 
livelihood  would  not  be  practised  cruelly  or 
wantonly." 

Is  it  suggested  that  on  Sharpe  r. 
Wakefield  or  on  the  dicta  of  Lord 
Halsbury  and  Lord  Bramwell  you  can 
base  the  wholesale  reduction  of  licences 
which  is  to  take  place  under  this  Bill  ? 
This  Bill  may  be  right  or  wrong,  but 
the  less  it  is  founded  on  the  authority 
of  Sharpe  v.  Wakefield  the  more  likely 
it  is  to  be  successful  among  those  who 
are  familiar  with  that  judgment.    Ac- 


cepting that  statement  of  the  effect  of 
Sharpe  v.   Wakefield,   and  the  circum- 
stances     are      not      really      disputed, 
this    Bill,    whether    necessary    or   not, 
is  a  Bill  which  is  going  to  cause  great 
hardship.    I   did   not   gather  that   the 
Under-Secretary  last  night  seriously  dis- 
putes the  position  that  the  Bill  is  going 
to   cause   great   hardship.     The   figures 
which  have  been  gtven  by  Mr.  Buxton 
and    Mr.    Peat    show    that,    speaking 
generally,  in  the  case  of  a  large  number 
of    prudent    and    successful    breweries, 
no   dividends   will   be   paid   on   either 
preference   or   ordinary  shares,  and   in 
the  payment  of  debenture  interest  there 
will  be  deficiencies  ranging  from  £20,000 
to   £60,000.    The   Under-Secretary   last 
night  attempted  to  console  brewers  and 
investors   by  saying  that  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  fourteen  years  they  would 
have  the  sum  of  £17,000,000  by  which 
they  could  deal  with  the  losses  which 
are  estimated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Spen  Valley  at  not  less  than  £100,000,000. 
The     Under-Secretary      a-gued      that 
they  would  be  compensated  by  a  sum 
of   £27,000,000,    £17,000,000   of    which 
is  to  come  from  reserve  stock — ^a  large 
proportion  of  which  is  already  invested 
in     licensed     property.     The     perfectly 
astounding   suggestion   was   made   that 
the  result  of  the  Government  proposal 
would  be  that  £10,000,000  or  £11,000,000 
which  was  to  be  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  compensation  would  be  avail- 
able at  the  end  of  the  fourteen    years 
time-limit,    as    a    further    contribution 
to  the   money  necessary    to   make   up 
the  shortage  of  £100,000,000.   The  Under- 
Secretary  seems  to  be  totally  unaware 
that  the  greater  part  of  this  £11,000,000 
will  have  been  paid  during  the  currency 
of  the  fourteen  years  time-limit. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  the  home  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Herbert  Samuel,  York- 
shire, Cleveland) :  I  was  not  using  that 
as  a  set-ofi  against  the  60,000  houses 
which  will  remain  but  against  the  loss 
on  the  whole  95,000. 

Mr.  F.  E.  SMITH :  What  the  hon. 
Gentleman  says  comes  to  this,  that  in 
this  sum  of  £27,000,000  which  is  to  be 
available  to  meet  the  £100,000,000  at 
the  expiration  of  the  time-limit — [Lronical 
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Ministerial  laughter.]       We  are  con-  I  stock,    £000,000 ;    6    per    cent. 
stantly  told  that  the  number  of  houses  !  mortgage    debenture     stock.  £400,0«)) : 
which  will  remain  is  to  be  equal  in  value    cumulative    preference     share     capital 


to   the   houses   existing   at   the   present 
time  and  that  the  brewers  lose  nothing. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER  :  No. 


£500,000;  imd  ordinary  share  capital 
£500,000.  The  debenture  stock  and 
preference  share  capital,  £1,500,000,  weie 
issued  to  and  paid  for  by  the  public.  I 
!  invite  the  House  to  consider  how  that 
Mi.  F.  E.  SMITH:  Then  the  hon.  '  £1,500,000  subscribed  for  by  the  public  was 
Gentleman  should "  control  his  enthusi-  '  contributed.  [Ministerial  cries  of 
astic  supporters  in  the  country  who  have  '  "  When."]  It  does  not  matter  to  the 
beeu  Baying  that  there  will  be  no  real  !  argument  when.  Of  this  £1.500,000  the 
lo'sB  to  the  brewers,  that  the  increased  '  members  of  the  licensed  trade  contributed 
value  of  the  houses  that  remain  will  £8,861 ;  business  classes,  banks,  invest- 
compensate  for  the  los-s  of  the  monopoly  j  ment  companies,  £306,951 ;  professional 
value  of  £100,000,000.     Even  if  it  is  no"t    classes.  £529,698;    trustees    under  wills, 


£100,000,000  but  £80,000,000,  what 
becomes  of  the  prophecy  made  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  when '  the  1904  Bill 
was  introduced,  that  the  value  of  the 
licensed  propertv  would  be  increased  by 
that  Bill  to  £300,000,000  ?  And  now 
that  the  falsity  of  that  prediction  is 
exposed,  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
the  monopolv  value  of  the  licences  is 
£100,000,000*  or  £80,000,000.  And  to- 
wards that  monopoly  value  the  only 
sum  the  Goveniment  suggest  as  available 
for'  the  relief  of  the  shareholders  is 
£17,000,000  which  comes  from  the  reserve 
fund  to-day.  Why  is  the  prudent  trader 
to  he  specially  mulcted  ?  Who  are  hon. 
.Gentlemen  opposite  to  lay  hands  upon 
the  business  savings  of  thtir  political 
.opponents  ?  Why  is  the  prudent  virgin 
.to  be  worse  treated  than  her  negligent 
f'iends  ?  Now,  if  it  is  undisputed 
t-hat  you  are  going  to  injure  the  share- 
holders to  this  extent,  it  is  not  unin- 
teresting to  discover  who  will  be  the 
people  likely  to  suffer  if  we  are  going 
to  allow  it  to  be  done.  Take  the 
case  of  a  brewery  which  has  pub- 
lished a  full  detailed  list  of  its 
shareholders.  Take      the      case      of 

Meux's  Brewery.  [Mimstertal  ironical 
laughter.]  That  is  received  with  laughter, 
but  this  ar  ifi'-iiil  m»MTiment  does  not 
show   much    intelligence  or   disoriniina- 


spinsters,  mariied  women  and  widow«. 
:  £654,490.  [Ministerial  cries  of  "Shame.T 
'  Is  it  not  more  shameful  to  lob  these  people ! 

■  [Opposition    cheers,   and     Ministerial 
'  cries   of    "  Who   did    it  ?  "]     They  ex- 
pressed no  discontent  till  hon.  Grentlemen 

:  appeared  on  the  scene  with  this  Bill 
But  at  any  rate  I  desire  to  say  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  agree  that  their  par* 
ticular  grievance  is  against  the  Govern- 

[  ment  and  not  against  anybody  else. 
Is    the    p-oposit'on    that    if    you    find 

I  an  imprudej  t  investor  you  may  rob  him. 
All  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is,  do 
they  believe  after  all  that  has  happened 

■  that   the   country   at   large    will  allow 
!  them  to  inflict  this  species  of  pecuniarr 

wrong   on   these   classes    of    invest-o:sl 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  goes  to 
'  a  public  meeting  in  the  Albert  Hall,  and 
says — 

j  **  If  the  (lovornmont  goes  down  on  this  issue 
it  will  be  with  Hugs  flying  in  a  moral  caiwe." 

The  moral  cause,  I  suppose,  is  that 
you  reduce  drunkenness  by  reducing 
drinking  facilities.  If  there  is  any  other 
principle  in  the  Bill,  I  have  failed  to 
discover  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposita 
may  bo  right  or  wrong  in  their  view,  but 
there  is  no  difference  of  opinion  that 
if  they  are  going  to  embrace  this  moral 
cause  and  pin  their  colours  to  the  mast 
of  the  Bill,  it  makes  no  difference  at  all 


tinn    on    the   ])ait    of    hon.    Gentlemen  !  whether   this   drinking   which   thev  are 
opposite.     If  I  were  founding  an  argument  !  going  to  stop  is  carried  on  in  licensed 

""  ^ ^""*    ^'      -  '     '  '         premises  or  in  dubs.     We  all  agree  with 

It   is   then  ex  hypotheai  obvious 
that     it    is    essential    to    prevent    the 


on  the  way  in  which  Meux  hadcarriedon 
their  business  there  might  have  been  some  '  that, 
point  in  the  Inigh;  but    I   am   merely 

pointing  out  the  social  a:  d  business  growth  of  fresh  clubs  or  to  reduce 
positi'.n  of  their  shaieholders.  What  the  numlxT  of  those  now  existing.  K 
18  the  capital  of  this  company?  Four  |  vour  patent  medicine  is  Rood  it  must 
per  cent,  first  moitgage  debenture  be  af  plied  with  impartiality  to  every 
Mr.  F,  E.  Smith. 


1305 


Licensing 


{29  April  1908} 


Bill. 


1306 


class  of  patient.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  reconcile  their  own  remedies  and 
not  come  to  us  for  an  explanation  of 
them.  Wha^ii'  the  hon.  Member  for 
Spen  Valle,^}^  in  1907  ?     He  said— 

"  It  is  uselws  fo  reduce  the  number  of  public- 
houses,  restrict  the  hours  of  sale,  and  to  facilitate 
improved  methods  of  management  if  clubs  are 
allowed  to  spring  up  in  uU  directions.'* 

And  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  a  good 
many  other  Members  of  this  House,  still 
think  so,  but  let  me  tell  them  that, 
accepting  their  principles,  this  Bill  in  the 
treatment  of  clubs  is  a  fantastic  im- 
posture if  it  pretends  to  do  anything  of 
the  sort  so  long  as  each  coterie  of  indi- 
viduals now  meeting  in  a  public-house  is 
still  at  liberty  when  displaced  under 
the  Bill  to  form  a  club.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  increase  of  clubs  is  mischievous,  nor 
do  I  express  an  opinion  that  England 
will  tolerate  their  suppression.  This  is 
a  problem  to  be  solved  not  by  us  but  by 
you.  It  is  your  case  that  it  is  mischievous, 
and  what  are  the  figures  ?  In  1887  there 
wTre  1,982  clubs  ;  in  1896  there  were 
3.655  ;  in  1903  there  were  6,371  ;  in  1904 
there  were  6,468  ;  in  1905  there  were 
6.589 ;  in  1906  there  were  6,721  ;  in 
1907  there  were  6,907  ;  and  in  1908  the 
number  was  7,110.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  see  that  in  the  last  twenty  years 
clubs  in  which  drink  is  sold  have  increased 
from  1,982  to  7,110.  But  that  does  not 
exhaust  the  growth  of  clubs,  because  as 
the  chairman  of  the  Durham  sessions 
pointed  out  the  other  day,  there  was  an 
increase  of  2.000  persons  in  the  member- 
ship of  the  clubs  in  their  area,  although 
there  was  no  increase  in  the  clubs. 
The  clientele  of  the  clubs  is,  there- 
fore, gradually  growing  out  of  proportion 
to  the  total  number  of  clubs,  and 
I  challenge  any  hon.  Member  who 
follows  me  to  show  one  word  or  one 
line  in  the  Bill  which  prevents  the  in- 
discriminate multiplication  of  clubs  which 
are  not  mere  drinking  shops.  We  are 
not  dealing  with  drinking  clubs  or  public- 
houses  that  are  mere  drinking  houses  ; 
we  are  dealing  with  public -houses  many 
of  which  have  a  thirty  years'  good 
character,  and  we  point  out  that  your 
remedy  will  do  nothing  that  will  prevent 
clubs  springing  up.  We  are  not  talking 
of  mere  drinking  shops  but  of  the  spring- 
ing up  of  clubs,  doubtless  perfectly  well- 
conducted,   but  in  which  drink  can  be 


obtained — the  sort  of  club  that  the 
Solicitor-General  would  say  the  working- 
man  could  not  pass  without  having 
a  thirst.  Let  us  hear  no  more  of  your 
provisions  for  dealing  with  badly 
conducted  clubs.  We  must  compare 
like  with  like.  On  your  theory  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  are  farcical.  It  is  so 
important  that  this  should  be  exposed 
and  it  goes  so  directly  to  the  heart  of  the 
Bill  that  I  make  no  excuse  for  asking  the 
House  to  consider  what  is  the  existing  law 
in  regard  to  clubs.  Under  the  Licensing 
Act  of  1902  the  clerk  of  every  petty 
sessional  division  has  to  keep  a  register 
with  details  of  the  club.  Under  sub- 
section 3,  a  return  has  to  be  made  every 
January,  and  under  subsection  4  the 
secretary  of  the  new  club  has  to  furnish 
a  return.  Under  Section  26,  if  drink 
is  sold  in  an  unregistered  club,  the  penalty 
is  a  month's  imprisonment  or  a  £50  fine. 
Under  Section  28  of  that  Act  a  club  may 
be  struck  ofi  the  register  on  the  com- 
plaint of  any  person :  (a)  That  it  has 
ceased  to  exist,  or  has  less  than  twenty- 
five  members  ;  (6)  that  it  is  not  conducted 
in  good  faith  as  a  club,  or  that  it  is  kept 
for  an  unlawful  purpose ;  (c)  that  there 
is  frequently  drunkenness  there ;  (d) 
that  there  is  illegal  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors ;  (e)  that  non-members  habitu- 
ally resort  to  it  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing drink ;  and  (/)•  that  it  occupies 
premises  within  twelve  months  of  their 
being  licensed  premises.  That  is  the 
state  of  the  law  when  the  Government 
introduce  this  Bill  to  deal  with  a  great 
and  growing  evil  and  one  the  solution 
of  which  is  essential  to  their  moral 
panacea.  What  does  this  Bill  do  ? 
By  Section  36,  registration  is  to  be 
annual  instead  of  a  return,  and  under 
Section  37,  any  person  may,  as  to  new 
registration  or  renewal,  lodge  objection  on 
the  groimd  that  the  club  is  used  mainly 
as  a  drinking  club  or  on  the  grounds 
which  I  have  already  read  as  being 
included  in  the  Act  of  1902.  In  this 
Bill,  registration  has  been  substituted 
for  the  January  return  and  the  only 
new  ground  upon  which  objection  can  be 
taken  to  the  regist;ration  of  a  new  club 
or  the  re-registration  of  an  existing  club, 
is  that  it  is  a  mere  drinking  shop.  Where 
is  the  clause  which  prevents  the  springing 
up  of  new  clubs  or  prevents  the  opening 
of   a    drinking   club    four   doors    lower 
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down  than  the  public-house  whose 
licence  you  have  taken  away  ? 
On  this  club  question  my  views  are 
entirely  independent,  because  I  am 
proud  to  say  that  in  Liverpool,  the  com- 
plexion of  which  has  been  Conservative 
for  many  years,  there  is  no  single  working 
men's  club  where  drink  can  be  obtained 
to-day  or  has  ever  been  obtained, 
but  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  hold  strong  moral  views  on  this 
subject  what  they  think  of  the  position 
of  their  colleagues  who  represent  London 
constituencies.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that,  sitting  cheek  by  jowl  with 
these  moral  reformers,  are  men  who 
owe  their  seats  in  this  House  to  the 
exertions  of  political  clubs  which,  al- 
though they  are  not  drinking  clubs, 
are  places  where  drink  is  supplied  with 
the  same  facility  with  which  it  is  supplied 
in  public-houses,  and  where  it  can  be 
obtained  at  hours  when  public-houses 
are  closed  and  on  Sundays  as  well. 
They  desers-e  careful  study.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  cAse  of  Walthamstow 
Liberal  and  Radical  Club.  I  believe 
the  hon.  Member  who  represents  "Wal- 
thamstow is  a  convinced  supporter  of 
this  Bill  and  he  is  satisfied  with  Simday 
closing.  How  are  his  supporters  generat- 
ing their  zeal  on  his  behalf  and  amusing 
themselves  on  Smiday  mornings  at 
the  Walthamstow  Liberal  and  Radical 
Club,  Buxton  Road,  High  Street  ?  Here 
is  the  programme  of  a  Sunday  morning 
variety  entertauiment  :  Young  Smiler ; 
Dora  Dalby :  The  Campeons :  Sam 
Williams :  Daisv  Reed  ;  Chan  C.  Roberts. 


{COMMONS}  Bill.  1» 

and   as   a   salutary    example  tiie  elect 
will     be     much      greater.    What    do 
we     find     in     the      Camberwell  (Ml 
That  club  advertised  :  "  Sunday  momin?, 
lecture  upon  the  Principles  of  Maltboi 
Sunday  afternoon,  musical  comedy,  "TU 
Hypocrites."    How  does  this  champot, 
this  convinced  advocate  of  the  cause  ol 
effective  moral  reform  at  the  admitt^ 
injury  of  investors,  deal  with  this  maner 
when  assailed  in  the  Press  ?     He  wiw? 
a  letter  to  the  Daili/  Telegraph  in  whiA 
he  said  that  if  the  parson  could  not  com- 
pete for  his  patronage  with  "  lolinthe,' 
so  much  the  worse  for  the  parson.    Hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    cannot    afford  to 
deal   with  the   clubs.     They   dare  not 
Their  political   lives    are    not   worth  & 
moment's  purchase   if   they   do.      The 
explanation  is  that  in  deaUng  with  the 
English  people  you  are  dealing  with  & 
strong,  virile  race.     The  reason  why  you 
cannot  compel  them  to  reduce  their  clubj 
and  why  in  this  Bill  you  shrink  from 
dealing  with  them  is  that  you  know  that 
the  people  in  a  democratic  country  will 
not  allow  you  to  do  it,  and  when  yoa 
admit  that  in  connection  with  the  clubs, 
vou  have  driven  the  last  nail  into  the 
coffin  of  the  present  Bill.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  talks  about  goin|[ 
down    with    all   the    ship's  flags  flving. 
The   ship,   I   would  suggest,  is  the  sj. 
"  The  Whited  Sepulchre,"  and  has  thf 
"  Jolly  Roger "  flying  from  the  mast. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  ht 
would  rather  lose  fifty  seats  than  vin 
one  by  such  means  as  those  by  which 
Peckham  was  won,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 


On  Sunday  evening  there  is  George  El-  shouted  their  agreement  with  that  8tat^ 
mer's  Company  in  the  up-to-date  military  ment  when  a  new  Member,  a  teetotaller, 
comedy  **The  Major."  Then  what  do  entered  this  House,  by  shouting  out, 
we  find  in  the  constituency  of  the  Parlia-  "  The  voice  of  beer."  Where  is  the 
mentary  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  e\'idence  of  the  drunkenness  which  it  i» 
who  played  a  conspicuous,  though  hardly  said  existed  at  Peckham  ?  Where  is  the 
a  successful,  part  in  the  Peckham  elec-  petition  that  ought  to  have  followed  ? 
tion.  At  the  Noth  (amber .veil  Radical  !  Are  the  party  funds  depleted  ?  There 
Club  we  find  entertainments  are  "  were  only  two  conwtions  of  drunkenness 
going  on  in  prerisely  the  same  <  on  the  day  of  the  election  at  Peckham, 
way.  The  Parliiimentar}-  Secretary  is  and  in  one  the  gentleman  charged  ex- 
the  Presitlent  of  the  Club,  and  =  plained  that  he  was  really  developing  * 
I  would  suggest  to  the  Government,  Free  Trade  argument,  a  defence  which 
that  the  President  instead  of  the  Secre-  was  unsuccessful ;  while  in  the  other,  the 
tary  shall  pay  the  fine  oi  £2i>  for  which  person,  a  lady,  was  a  stranger  to  Peck- 
the  Bill  provides,  if  drunkenness  is  ham  who  had  been  the  heroine  of  similir 
pn^veil  on  the  premises  ai;d  reasonable  adventures  elsewhere.  That  was  the 
care  is  not  shown.  There  will  be  much  only  drunkenness  that  took  place  it 
more   chance   of  obtaining   the   money,    Pcrkham.     Was     Manchester    woa  br 

Mr.  F.  E,  Smith. 
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improper    m'iasures  ?     Hon.  Gentlemen 
know  p)rfectly  well  that  I  am  not  re- 
peating these  victories  we  have  won  to 
make  in  this  House  a  cheap  party  score. 
I  only  refer  to  these  elections  in  order  to 
press  on  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site whether    the    experiences  in  these 
constituencies  are  not  certain  to  be  re- 
peated all  over  the  country  as  long  as 
this  Bill  is  persevered  with.      It  is  certain 
that  it  will  be  so,  because  the  country  is 
not  convinced  of  the  honesty  and  in- 
tegrity of  the   Bill.     You  are   under  a 
great  delusion  when  you  think  that  you 
are  great  moral  reiformers  and  that  that 
is  the  cause  of  these  reverses.       Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  do  well,  if  the 
Bill  is  to  be  persevered  in,  to  play  a 
losing  game  with  more  decency  and  self- 
respect,  for  they  will  be  given  an  oppor- 
tunity of  exhibiting  dignity  in  adversity 
in    Opposition.     The    democratic   party 
when  successful  at  the  polls  praises  the 
people  as  the    supreme    repositories  of 
political  wisdom.     When  defeated  they 
point  to    the    crapulous    dupes    of    an 
odi  )us   trade.      Hon.  Members  opposite 
should    turn     from     this     misconceived 
measure    to     the     music-hall    bonhomie 
and       the       unrestricted      conviviality 
of    those     Radical      clubs      to      which 
they  owe  their  present  opportunities  for 
mischief.     If  they  do  that,  history  will 
not    indeed     say    they   were    moral    re- 
formers, but  at  least  it  will  not  have  to 
record  of  them  that,  boking  n  the  clouds, 
they  scorned 

"  The  base  degrees 
By  which  they  did  ascend." 

Mr.  a.  E.  W.  mason  (Coventry): 
The  Prime  Minister  and  the  Under- 
Secretary  for  Home  Affairs  yesterday 
evening  devoted  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  their  speeches  to  the  question 
of  the  reduction  of  licences.  I  cannot 
hold,  and  I  do  not  think  the  majority 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  can  hold, 
that  the  present  Bill  can  stand  or  fall 
upon  the  question  of  the  reduction  of 
licences.  It  must  stand  or  f  ill  on  other 
questions.  It  must  stand  or  fall  upon 
the  question  of  whether  the  reduction  of 
licences  is  accompanied  with  the  re- 
duction of,  and  an  erection  of  safe- 
guards against,  other  institutions  for 
the  sale  of  drink  already  existing  with 
fewer    precautions,    under    fewer    safe- 


guards, with  longer  hours,  and  with  less 
supervision   than   licensed   houses.       It 
must  go   beyond  that.     It  must  stand 
or  fall  on  the  decision  of  this  House  as 
to  whether  it  is  just  or  not  as  a  financial 
measure.     The    Prime    Minister    yester- 
day, as  well  as  on  the  First  Reading, 
stated  his  case  with  the  greatest  lucidity,. 
The  financial  provision  of  this  Bill  is  to 
recover  for  the  State  the  monopoly  value 
with  whic'i  it  has  parted  and  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  asked  the  question  yester- 
day, "  Do  you  agree  that  the  State  has  j^ 
right  to  resume  the  value  with  which  it 
has  once  parted  ?  "  The  word  "  resume  "" 
is  the  word  upon  which  I  should  like  to- 
speak,  because  it  has  not  yet  been  proved 
that  the  State  has  parted  neglectfully 
or   otherwise   with   a   monopoly   value. 
The  State  has  stood  idly  by  while  the 
monopoly   has   been   bought   and   sold^ 
while  millions  have  been  invested  in  it 
on  the  strength  of  the  indifference  of  the 
State  to  that  monopoly,  and  besides  al| 
that  it  has  levied  a  special  taxation  upon 
the  licensed   trade  as  a  trade   specially 
favoured     of  the  State.     Now,  having 
seen    that    the    monopoly    value    with 
which  they  have  parted  is  a  good  things 
they  propose  to  resume  it.     The    State 
made    a  mistake.     Most    people    when 
they  make    a    mistake    have    to    pay 
for  it.     The  State  made  a  mistake  m 
parting     with     this     monopoly     value. 
It  is  not  the  brewers  nor  the  publican 
nor  those  humble  investors  who  have  not 
received  too  much  consideration  who  are 
to  blame,  but  the  State,  first  and  last* 
It   might    have    retained   its   monopoly 
value,  but  it  parted  with  it  on  easy  terms. 
I  do  not  suggest  that  the  State  has  not 
a  right  to  resume  the  monopoly  value 
if  it  chooses,  but  it  is  for  the  House  to 
consider  whether  the  State  shall  not  do 
so  with  fairness  to  the  conamunity  over 
which  it  rules,  and  which  it  is  supposed 
to  represent.     I  listened  very  carefully 
to   the   speech   made   by   the   Solicitor- 
General,  and  I  think  he  repeated  to-day 
what  he  certainly  said  on  the  First  Read- 
ing when  he  discussed  the  question  of  the 
monopoly  value,  waving  aside  the  ques- 
tion of  where  the  millions  of  money  paid 
for  the  monopoly  value  had  gone  to.     I 
do  not  see  the  relevancy  of  his  suggestion, 
imless  he  assumes  that  the  money  so  paid 
at  once  goes  back  to  the  pockets  of  the 
people  who  pay  it.     I  do  not  wish  to 
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refer  to  a  particular  public-house  to 
raise  a  cheap  laugh ;  but  I  think  he 
could  have  found  where  some  of  the 
money  went  to  by  consulting  his  collea- 
gue the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  This 
money  has  gone  out  of  the  licensed 
trade  and  the  State  is  now  going  to 
compel  those  who  have  already  paid 
for  the  licensed  premises  once  to  pay 
over  again.  The  really  relevant  ques- 
tion is  not  who  has  got  the  money  but 
Tvho  paid  the  money  for  these  licences. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in 
helieving  that  the  persons  who  paid  for 
them  once  \v\\\  pay  again.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  shakes  his  head, 
but  I  do  not  see  how  he  is  going  to  avoid 
it  unless  he  proposes  to  ruin  all  the  exist- 
ing breweries  and  put  up  a  new  lot  in 
their  stead.  I  intended  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  during  these  debates 
he  would  kmdly  lay  upon  tht^  Table  the 
figures  that  enabled  him  to  arrive  at  the 
decision  that  fourteen  years  would  be 
'an  effective  limit  of  time,  but  it  was  with 
some  consternation  that  I  gathered  there 
were  no  figures.  The  Solicitor-General 
this  afternoon  said  that  others  might 
«,void  this  question  but  that  he  would  not. 

Sir   SAMUEL   EVANS    interjected    a 
remark  that  did  not  reach  the  Gallery. 

'  Mr.  a.  E.  W.  mason  :  I  quite  accept 
that,  but  I  might  point  out  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  whole 
question  is  the  time-limit.  I  have  some 
figures  which  I  should  like  to  read  to  the 
House.  They  present  a  startling  sum- 
mary of  what  is  going  to  happen  to 
nine  brewery  companies  if  this  Bill  as 
it  stands  beromes  law.  I  have  chosen 
r.ine  brewerit»s,  some  of  which  are  good 
and  flourishing,  and  otheis  of  which  are 
not  in  a  Mourshin£r  condition.  I  have 
done  so  dt'liborat^ly,  ])ecause  I  think  the 
system  of  st^lecting  a  certain  number  of 
good  breweriosy  and  saying  :  ''  See  how 
easily  th«'v  can  recoup  themselves," 
or  selectini:  r«Mtain  la::guishin.L'  concerns 
and  saying  :  *'  S.»e  how  easily  they  can 
be  ruined,"  is  i.ot  a  fair  one.  Of  the  nine 
breweries,  the  total  capital  at  the  present 
time  is  £28,230.391  :  tht^  estimated 
value  of  the  capital  invested  in  freehold 
and  leasehold  licensed  property  where 
the  licences  are  extinguished  would  be 
£5,209,000.      The     lo^s    of     capital     to 

J/r.  J.  E,  in  Mtmn. 


be    provided  for   in    fourteen    yeats  is 
£21,076,640.     Therefore  it    is  calcnktd 
that  if  the  whole  amount  was  capitaM 
at  the  end  of  fourteen  years  on  the  baaj 
of  all  the  profits   being   invested  at  4 
per  cent,  compound  interest,  with  the 
exception  of  the  payment  on  the  deben 
tures,  the  actual    loss     at  the  end  of- 
fourteen  years  will  be  £8,729,000— tlat, 
of  course,  is  if  the  State  resumes  the 
monopoly  value.     That  is  the  point  of 
view  that  any  accountant  would  have 
to  take  up.    As  I  understand,  the  State 
does   intend   to   resume    the    monopolv 
value.     I   quite  admit   that  one  of  the 
dfHculties  in  this  matter  is  that  we  have 
not  had  a  proper  definition  of  what  is 
monopoly  value.     The    Under-Secretaiy 
for  Home  Affairs  did   begin   to  tell  ns 
something  with  regard  to  that.     He  said 
it  was  not  to  include  the  profit  of  the 
publican   or   of    the    brewer,    but  that 
it   was    to    include   the     goodwill.     I 
should  be  glad  if  some  member  of  the 
Government  speaking  vith  an  authori- 
tative voice,  would  take  some  concrete 
instance  of    the   market   value   of  par 
ticular   licensed   premises    and   tell  us. 
on  the  assumption  that  the  value  of  those 
]) remises  remains  the  same  at  the  end 
of    fourteen    years,   what   it  is  ^the  in- 
tention   of    the    Government    that  the 
licence  -  holder     should     be      paid    at 
the  end  of  fourteen  years.     In  discuss* 
ing     the      monopoly     value      we     aie 
!  certainly      hampered    on     that    point. 

Now,  I  want  to  say  a  few  words  on 
another  question,  the  question  of  com- 
pensation, and  here  I  agree  with  a  good 
I  deal  of  what  was  said  by  the  right  hon. 
I  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Dublin, 
j  that  we  are  in  a  more  difficult  position, 
I  because  the  Bill  is  not  quite  a  financial 
I  measure  or  quite  a  temperance  refozm 
,  measure.    It  is  an   unfortunate  blend. 
I  believe  thnt  if  the  Government  had  gone 
on  the    question   of   the    reduction  of 
.  licences  alone,  they  would  have  got  all 
the  reductions  they  wanted,  without  much 
objection  from  anybody,  so  long  as  the 
,  monopoly   value  was   retained.    It  de- 
pends very  much  on  what  is  put  first 
and  foremost,  the  temperance  side  or  the 
financial  side.    So  long  as  you  are  going 
to    resume   the   monopoly   value,   it  is 
impossible  that  any  loan  could  be  floated 
in  time  to  pay  ofi  the  monopoly  valas 
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in  the  same  way  as  it  could  be  done 
if  the  monopoly  value  remained  the 
same.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
principle  of  compensation.  It  is  accepted 
in  the  Bill,  and  that  being  so  it  should  be 
fair.  The  Prime  Minister  referred  to  the 
practice  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Colonies,  and  told  us  that  in  those 
countries  licences  were  wiped  out  without 
compensation.  But  it  might  be  pointed 
out  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  differ- 
ence in  the  stringency  of  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Colonies 
and  the  laws  of  this  country.  I 
do  not,  however,  think  there  is  any- 
thing in  that  point,  because  there  is 
only  one  precedent  for  us,  and  that  is 
the  law  of  this  country  and  the  prin- 
ciple which  lies  below  it,  which  is  that 
in  the  case  of  any  compulsory  expropria- 
tion compensation  shall  be  given,  and 
that  the  compensation  shall  be  generous. 
Then  in  regard  to  compensation,  the 
Government  have  taken  Schedule  A.  as 
its  basis.  But  it  does  not  take  Schedule 
A.  when  it  has  to  make  money  for  itself, 
because  it  will  go  back  once  more  to  the 
principle  of  the  market  value.  That 
does  not  seem  to  me  quite  fair.  I  think 
that  the  same  basis  ought  to  be  applied 
in  each  case.  I  think  that  where  the 
State  is  going  to  provide  compensation 
it  ought  to  be  as  fair  as  though  it  was 
going  to  make  money  for  itself.  I  have 
heard  it  put  forward  many  times  in 
this  House,  and  it  is  universally  ad- 
mitted, that  the  State  should  be  a  model 
employer.  But  it  is  not  only  in  matters 
of  employment  that  the  State  should  be 
a  model.  The  State  ought  also .  to  be 
a  model  arbitrator,  especially  when  it 
is  going  to  arbitrate  for  its  own  advan- 
tage. It  is  said  that  public-houses  have 
been  under- assessed.  Very  likely  that 
is  true.  But  I  think  that  if  you  want 
them  assessed  at  their  proper  value, 
a  very  much  better  way  would  be  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  assessment  with 
regard  to  death  duties ;  then  people 
will  feel  that  the  assessment  is  on  a  better 
scale.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Walton  Division  of  Liverpool 
referred  to  the  question  of  clubs,  and  I 
mupt  say  that  I  thoroughly  agree  with 
him  in  the  view  he  expressed  that  the 
attitude  taken  in  this  Bill  in  regard 
to  clubs  is  not  satisfactory.  I  think 
that  the  evidence  put  before  the  coimtry 


with  regard  to  clubs  demands  more 
consideration  and  more  stringent  legisla- 
tion.  I  know  perfectly  well  that  when 
one  speaks  about  clubs  one  is  on  rather 
dangerous  ground,  and  one  has  to  speak 
very  carefully.  But  none  the  less,  I 
think  that  there  is  a  great  deal  that 
ought  to  be  said.  I  am  not  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Walton 
Division,  who  can  take  a  perfectly  in- 
dependent line,  being  a  Member  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  which  does  not 
believe  very  strongly,  if  indeed  at  all, 
in  the  reduction  of  licences,  or  that  the 
reduction  of  facilities  will  have  much 
effect  on  drunkenness  in  the  country. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  stand  in  a  different 
position.  I  do  believe  that  the 
growth  of  a  certain  kind  of  club  is 
becoming  a  very  great  menace  and 
danger  to  the  State.  I  believe  it 
is  a  perfectly  well  known  fact  that 
since  this  Bill  was  introduced  nearly 
every  brewing  company  in  a  populous 
city  has  been  approached  by  people 
who  wish  to  have  clubs  financed* 
It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  in  the  estima- 
tion of  a  great  many  people  the  safe- 
guards provided  in  this  Bill  are  not 
sufficient.  We  have  been  told  that 
Amendments  will  be  welcomed.  I 
think  it  is  very  regrettable  that  those 
extra  safeguards  were  not  inserted  by 
the  Government  on  its  own  authority* 
Certainly,  I  do  not  see  clear  enough 
provisions  in  this  Bill  to  show  that  the 
entertainments  which  are  held  at  cluba 
are  going  to  be  suppressed.  Too  much^ 
to  my  mind,  is  left  to  the  licensing 
magistrates.  There  are,  of  course,  very 
good  clubs.  We  have  got  some  in  my  owa 
constituency — some  of  them  I  know  per- 
fectly well — that  are  very  well  conducted* 
They  do  not  have  those  entertainments 
which  are  becoming  a  subject  of  scandal* 
The  whole  problem  of  the  danger  which 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  connected  with 
affiliation.  If  you  look  at  the  advertise* 
ments  in  the  paper  called  Club  Life,  it  is 
always  the  point  of  affiliation  which  is 
mentioned,  and  for  my  part,  if  you  are  a 
member  of  a  well-conducted  club,  I 
cannot  see  why  you  should  want  to  give 
the  run  of  your  rooms  to  1,250  other 
clubs.  I  think  that  if  the  Crovernment 
were  to  drop  some  of  these  minor  pre- 
cautions  which  are  calculated  to  vex  well- 
conducted   clubs  and   would   deal  with 
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the  great  problem  of  affiliation,  which 
is  the  great  danger,  they  would  be  doing 
very  much  more  good  in  regard  to  clubs 
than  by  the  present  proposals.  You  have 
at  some  of  these  clubs  what  is  practically 
a  music  hall  entertainment ;  or,  if  a 
club  is  in  proximity  to  the  ground  where 
there  is  a  football  match,  the  advertise- 
ment which  appears  in  the  papers  is 
accompanied  by  the  suggestion  that 
"affiliated  members  will  be  welcome." 
From  the  frequency  of  that  statement 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  this  is  an 
invitation  to  drink  upon  unlicensed 
premises.  The  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  told  us  last  night 
that  every  public-house  was  an  advertise- 
ment of  drink.  I  want  to  point  out  also 
that  every  ill-regulated  club  is  a  secret 
opportunity  to  drink,  and  if  you  are 
going  to  have  drink  you  might  just  as 
well  have  it  as  much  as  possible  on 
licensed  premises  under  proper  control. 
After  all,  those  who  live  in  small  towns 
know  that  the  man  who  goes  too  often 
to  the  public-house  becomes  a  marked 
man  in  his  community,  but  if  he  goes 
into  a  club  many  more  times  than  into 
a  public-house  he  is  not  noticed  at  all. 
For  these  reasons  I  hope  that  some 
more  practical  steps  will  be  taken — steps 
which  will  not  at  all  damage  clubs  which 
exist  for  social  intercourse,  but  which 
will  prevent  the  creation  of  unlicensed 
public-houses.  I  have  spoken  with  very 
great  plainness  this  afternoon  ;  I  stand 
in  the  unusual  position  that  in  this  matter 
I  do  not  see  eye  to  eye  with  the  rest  of 
my  party,  with  which  I  am  ver\'  ardently 
in  general  sympathy.  I  regret  the  position 
which  I  have  to  take,  but  I  think  that 
it  is  best  to  state  the  facts.  I  recognise, 
we  all  do,  of  course,  that  there  are  great 
clauses  in  this  Bill,  but  I  rely  upon 
the  Government  taking  a  little  more 
upon  its  own  shoulders  and  leaving  less 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  magistrates.  I 
noticed  a  sijin  of  that  last  night.  The 
Under-Secretary,  in  reference  to  the 
bannaids.  sujzgested  that  to  prevent 
hardship  there  should  be  devised  some 
form  of  certificate  to  be  given  to  ante- 
1908  barmaids.  I  would  do  nothing  to 
disparage  a  sex  which  I  revere,  but  I 
fear  that,  ten  years  hence,  the  ante- 1908 
barmaids  will  not  be  very  anxious  to 
show  their  certificates.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  the  Prime  Minister  will 
Mr.  J.  E.  jr.  Mason. 
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troduce  some  clauses  into  this  Bill  if\k\ 
will  make  it  more  just  as  a  piece  oi 
finance,  and  more  adequate  as  a  measoze 
of  temperance  reform. 

Mr.    JAMES    PARKER     (HaUfai): 
I  have  been  surprised  by  the  amount  of 
attention   that   has    been    paid   to  the 
financial  aspect  of  the  measure  and  br 
the  small  amount  of  attention  which  lus 
been  paid  to  the   question    of   temper- 
ance   reform.       I     give     to     the    Bill 
in   its  general  character  whatever  sup- 
port   is    possible     by     my     vote  and 
voice     both     inside      of     this     House 
and   outside.     I  do  not,  however,  take 
exactly  the   same   point   of    view  with 
regard  to  some  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
which  many  Members   take.     I  beheve 
that  the  restriction  of    the    number  of 
licences  does  tend  to  reduce  drunkenness, 
despite  the  recent  statement  of  the  hon. 
and   learned  Member    for    the    Walton 
Division  that  there  are  no  statistics  to 
prove  that  fact.     But  we  know  that  there 
are  statistics  which  at  least  prove  that  the 
con\iction8  for  drunkenness  have  been 
materially  reduced  since  the  Act  of  1904 
was    broufi[ht   into    operation.     I   want 
however  this  afternoon  to  deal  with  the 
other  portion  of  the  Bill,  which  I  support 
right  through  to  the  end,  though  I  trust 
that  some  arrangement  will    be    made 
whereby  it  will  be  possible  for  those  who 
hold  a  different  position  to  be  able  to 
support  the  Bill  right  through  the  whok 
of  the  clauses.    TVhat  are  the  facts  with 
respect   to   the   drinking   clubs   of  this 
country  ?     We  have  had  a  very  grapbic 
picture  drawn  of  wicked  Radical  clubs. 
I  know  all  kinds  of  working-men's  cluba 
t  know  working-men's  clubs  which  are 
a  disgrace  to  their  name,  and  I  know 
working-men's  clubs  which  have  beea 
of  real  benefit  to  temperance.     I  should 
like  briefly  to  quote  from  the  balance- 
sheet  of  the  largest  working-men's  club 
in  England  and  possibly  in  the  world. 
The  town  of  which  I  am  one  of  the  repre- 
sentatives is  probably  one  of  the  largest 
club  towns  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
I  think  it  will  be  true  to  say  that  the 
statistics  of  drunkenness  in  that  town 
would  bear  favourable  comparison  with 
those  of  any   manufacturing    town  of 
similar  size.    Now  in  this  one  dnb  to 
which  I  refer  there  are  10,986  membeiSi 
m-    It  is  not  an  ordinary  working-men's  chb 
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purely  for  social  purposes — I  want  to  be 
quite  fair — but  it  is  a  club  where  drink  is 
8ol<L  I  want  to  use  it  as  an  illustration 
to  show  how  the  clauses  in  this  Bill 
relating  to  clubs  will  afEect  a  club  of  the 
character  of  that  to  which  I  am  referring. 
With  a  membership  of  10,986,  it  has 
an  average  attendance  of  from  600  to 
1,000  every  night  at  various  meetings. 
The  total  takings  at  the  bar  amount  to 
£2,086  78. 7  Jd.,  a  year,  and  of  that  amount, 
the  secretary  informs  me,  one-third  was 
for  food  and  for  temperance  drinks, 
tobacco  and  cigars.  Therefore,  if  you 
take  the  figures  that  are  left,  some  £1,300, 
the  average  is  IJd.  a  week  taken  over  the 
whole  membership  of  the  institution. 
That  is  perhaps  one  of  the  best  clubs. 
It  is  only  open  for  six  days  a  week  and 
for  fewer  hours  than  the  public-house. 
To  that  kind  of  club  some  of  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill  will  be  somewhat  irksome.  There 
are  possibly  twenty  or  thirty,  probably 
more,  trade  union  branches  meeting 
there  night  by  night,  and  a  large  number 
of  friendly  societies  and  secret  Orders 
such  as  the  Oddfellows,  Foresters,  and  Gar- 
deners. As  the  Bill  stands  at  present,  a 
policeman  can  go  into  the  lodge-room 
and  inspect  these  men.  That  would  be 
a  real  hardship.  I,  though  not  an  ab- 
stainer, am  willing  to  do  all  that  lies  in 
my  power  to  promote  temperance.  I 
know  what  the  evils  of  drimkenness  are 
from  past  experience.  I  have  been  in 
the  trade  and  know  it  from  both  sides. 
Let  us  for  a  moment  note  how  this  police 
inspection  will  afEect  clubs.  By  this 
n^easure  obviously  we  want  to  prevent 
the  bogus  club,  the  purely  drinking  club, 
from  continuing  its  existence.  Are  we 
going  to  do  that  by  police  inspection  ? 
The  police  have  had  every  opportunity 
under  the  existing  law  to  close  scores  of 
public-houses  that  certainly  ought  not 
to  have  existed.  We  want  inspection 
of  clubs,  but  inspection  of  another 
order  entirely.  We  want  inspection  by 
some  person  who  can  look  at  the  balance- 
sheet  and  see  whether  it  is  being  con- 
ducted merely  for  the  purpose  of  drinking. 
It  is  no  advantage  to  send  a  policeman, 
who  finds  a  drunken  man  on  the  premises 
and  declares  that  the  club  should  be 
closed.  You  want  something  more.  I 
take  it  that  those  of  us  who  are  genuinely  in 
support  of  the  Bill  want  to  prevent  a 
club   being  established  where  a   brewer 


has  one  of  his  houses  closed.  How 
far  can  we  effect  that  by  anything  in  the 
Bill  ?  It  would  be  possible,  I  submit, 
to  introduce  a  provision  that  where 
any  facility  for  drinking  is  taken 
away,  within  an  area  to  be  prescribed 
no  further  facilities  should  be  laid 
down.  That  would  be  a  distinct 
advantage  as  compared  with  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  objection.  As  the  Bill  stands 
any  man  can  object  to  the  renewal  of 
registration.  If  we  had  the  right  kind 
of  inspecting  officer — we  suggest  an 
Inland  Revenue  officer,  a  supervisor  or  ex- 
ciseman who  has  undergone  a  Civil  Service 
examination  and  would  understand  from 
the  club  accoimts  whether  it  was  serving 
its  purpose — he  would  be  the  person  to 
object.  But  it  is  a  wrong  thing  entirely 
to  give  power  to  any  Tom,  Dick  or  Harry 
to  lay  an  objection  gainst  a  club.  It 
may  be  a  man  who  has  been  turned  out, 
and  he  may  do  it  for  spite.  There  is 
nothing  to  be  gained  by  leaving  that 
clause  as  it  stands  if  we  desire  to  as  list 
the  bona  fide  club  and  to  put  down  the 
bogus  club.  The  clause  which  deals 
with  the  question  of  the  sale  of  liquor 
off,  as  it  stands,  is  not  in  any  way  a 
temperance  clause.  Then,  I  think,  the 
penalty  is  too  high,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
thit  in  Committee  thit  will  be  remedied. 
It  may  seem  peculiar  support  of  the  Bill  to 
criticise  these  clauses  in  relation  to  clubs, 
but  I  am  prepared  to  vote  for  any  mea- 
sure which  will  do  away  with  bogus 
clubs.  We  want  a  clause  in  this  Bill 
which  will  absolutely  prohibit  a  club 
which  is  tied  to  a  brewery.  That  kind 
of  club  should  go  at  once.  Every 
member  who  desires  to  see  the  ideaj 
club  established  will  be  prepared  to 
vote  against  that  kind  of  thing.  I 
believe  the  working  men's  clubs  will 
be  the  first  to  agree  that  the  club  that 
is  tied  to  a  brewer  should  go  by  the 
board.  I  say,  as  one  who  has  served 
some  portion  of  his  life  behind  the  bar 
of  a  public-house,  and  who  has  gone 
to  public-houses  right  from  boyhood,  that 
it  is  high  time  this  House,  whatever 
may  be  the  financial  proposals,  should 
tackle  this  question  of  the  excessive 
drinking  habits  of  the  people.  Gro  into 
the  slums  of  our  large  cities  where  you 
see  drunkenness  at  its  worst,  not  always 
because  of  the  quantity  consumed,  but 
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becftuse  the  people  have  no  food  in  their 
stomachs,  and  buy  drink  with  their  last 
shillings  and  coppers,  and  are  drunk 
almost  before  they  start  to  take  it.  In 
addition  to  that,  the  Return  issued 
by  the  Home  Secretary  a  few  days 
ago  contains  evidence  as  to  women 
and  children  who  have  been  watched  to 
enter  public-houses — thousands  of  chil- 
dren under  five  years  of  age.  That 
should  be  sufficient  to  induce  any  man 
who  desires  the  good  of  his  country  to 
vote  for  a  Bill  of  this  character.  As  to 
the  justice  of  the  time-limit  T  hope  the 
Government  \\^11  stand  firm.  Fourteen 
years  is  ample.  That  which  the  people 
have  given  through  their  representatives 
in  this  House  to  the  big  brewing  com 
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gain  this  Bill  may  acliieve  for  the  cause 
of  temperance  is  a  matter  largely  cf 
opinion,  and,  at  all  events,  of  uncertaintr. 
It  will  depend  upon,  the  experience  of 
years  to  come,  and  its  value  will  be 
appraised  by  the  verdict  of  persons 
other  than  those  who  are  engaged  in  the 
debate  to-night.  Another  thing  that  is 
certain  is  that  this  is  a  measure,  not  onlr 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  temperance, 
but  one  of  a  very  drastic  and  f  ar-reacluLg 
financial  nature.  It  is  a  measure  aimed 
and  directed,  I  think,  avowedly — ^after 
the  speeches  from  the  Front  Bench 
yesterday — against  not  only  a  single 
trade  but  a  single  portion  of  that  trade. 
The  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  yester- 
far   in   that    direction. 


_      ^  _  ^ day  went  very  far   in   that    

panics  or  to  the  licensees,  the  people  '  and  the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Home 
have  a  perfect  right  to  take  away.  The  Office,  if  I  may  venture  to  say  so,  like 
brewer  has  never  paid  for  it.  The  i  an  Eastern  Mullah  raising  recruits  for  a 
licence-holder  has  never  paid  for  it.  All  "  " 
that  ho  has  paid  for  has  been  the  value 
of  his  licence.     And  as  for  the  widow  and 


holy  war,  carried  his  operations  into  thi* 
I  enemy's  camp,  and  assured  the  House 


orphan,  since  this  Bill  came  in,  I  have 
heard  of  more  widows  than  I  knew  lived. 
The  poor  widow,  so-called,  who  has  her 
investment  in  breweries  was  robbed  long 
before  this  Bill  was  introduced.  I  had 
offered  to  me  some  time  ago  £1  brewer}* 


that  he  had  discovered  that  the  rascals 
were  actually  laying  by  reserve  funds.  I 
should    have   thought    that    a    brewing 

;  company  who  had  had  the  forethought 
and  the  means — ^instead  of  distributing 

'  a  large  amount  of  profit  by  way  of  divi- 
dend— to  lay  a  certain  amount  of  their 


shares  for  Is.  6d.  a  share.  Where  had  '  profit  to  a  reserve  fund,  would  have  come 
the  18s.  6d.  gone  ?  Certainly  this  .  rather  within  the  category,  indicated  br 
Licensing  Bill  had  not  robbed  the  poor  the  Prime  Minister,  of  Ae  trader  who 
^^'idow8  who  were  shareholders.  The  Bill  had  conducted  his  business  in  a  prudent 
would  lose  much  of  its  value  if  the  '.  manner,  and  would  be  such  a  man  as 
Government  compromised  this  question  j  would  deserve  the  favourable  consideia- 
of  a  time-limit  and  extended  it  long  above  tion  of  the  Government  in  considering 
the  fourteen  years.  I  support  the  Bill  his  financial  position  as  affected  by  this 
because  I  believe  it  to  be  an  equit-  Bill.  But,  if  I  understood  the  Under- 
able  Bill  to  the  brewery  shareholders,  .  Secretary  for  the  Home  Office  aright, 
and  in  the  main  to  be  a  measure  he  rather  seemed  to  indicate  that  the 
which  will  assist  in  promoting  temper-  possession  of  a  reserve  fund  was  an 
auce.  Hut  I  bolieve  that  before  we  can  additional  reason  for  dealing  in  a 
thoroughly  deal  with  this  traflic  we  shall  drastic  manner  with  the  trader  in 
have  to  do  something  more  than  improve  question.  That  was  the  impression 
our  licensing  laws.     We  shall  have  to  go    that     was     conveyed     to     my     mind. 


down  to  the  root  of  the  problem,  and 
probably  the  State  will  have  itself  to 
assume  the  management  and  control  in 
the  days  that  are  coming  before  we  can 
deal  with  the  traffic. 

*Mr.  WHITBRE ad  (Huntingdonshire, 
Huntingdon) :  Almost  at  the  close  of  the 
second  day's  debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  I  think  we  have 
arrived  at  this  position,  that  whatever 

Mr,  Jama  Parker. 


This  Bill  will  afiect  a  single  trade  which 
has  been  described  by  the  Prime  ^linister 
as  a  lawful  trade,  a  trade  recognised  bv 
the  Legislature,  and  a  trade  investors  in 
which  are  entitled  to  the  same  amount  of 
protection  and  security  at  the  hands  of 
Parliament  as  the  investors,  in  any  other 
commercial  undertaking.  The  Prime 
^linister's  words  were  quoted  yesterday, 
and  I  ^vill  not  quote  them  again  to  their 
full  extent,  but  he  said,  speaking  to  t 
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deputation  which  approached  him  in 
November  last — 

*'  Speaking  for  ray  colleagues  as  well  as  for 
myself,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned  we  shall 
certainly  bring  forward  no  proposals  which 
will  have  the  tendency  or  the  effect —  " 

of  which  the  deputation  complained. 
When  those  words  were  quoted  the 
Prime  Minister  intervened  and  said  he 
had  added  a  further  sentence.  That  is 
quite  true.  Having  stated,  with  em- 
phasis, that  the  Government  would 
not  bring  forward  legislation  which 
would  have  a  confiscatory  effect  on  the 
trade,  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  I  say  this,  however,  without  prejudice 
to  the  question,  where  I  have  no  doubt  that  a 
great^  difference  of  opinion  will  exist,  as  to 
the  precise  point  where  interference  ends  and 
confiscatory  action  begins." 

It  is  precisely  from  that  point  of  view 
that  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
Bill  to-night.  Does  it  or  does  it  not 
pass  the  point  where  bgitimate  in- 
terference ends  and  confiscatory  action 
begins  ?  What  is  the  position  at  the 
present  time  ?  I  take  the  case  of  a 
brewing  company  of  which  I  have  some 
information.  The  existing  compensation 
levy  exacted  from  that  company  re- 
presents an  amount  of  money  practi- 
cally equal  to  1  per  cent,  dividend 
on  their  ordinary  share  capital — it  re- 
presents the  difference  between  a  5  per 
cent,  and  a  4  per  cent,  dividend.  During 
the  three  years  of  the  operation  of  the 
existing  Act  that  company  has  had  some 
fifteen  houses  suppressed,  with  com- 
pensation. As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
amount  draWn  from  them  by  way  of 
compensation  levy  has  been  about 
balanced  by  the  amount  they  have  re- 
ceived as  compensation  for  the  houses 
suppressed ;  so  that  their  position  to-day 
is  this — a  certain  sum  of  money  has 
been  taken  from  one  pocket  and  returned 
to  the  other,  and  they  have  lost  the 
trade  of  these  fifteen  houses.  That  is  not 
a  position  of  which  I  am  in  any  way 
desirous  of  complaining  or  protesting 
against.  But  the  process  of  reduction 
under  the  present  Act  is,  according  to  the 
advocates  of  this  Bill,  too  slow  and  re- 
quires to  be  quickened  up,  and  the  process 
by  which  it  is  proposed  to  quicken  it 
up  is  to  upset  and  reverse  what  is 
known  as  the  Kennedy  judgment.  I 
am  not  going  to  discuss  the  inherent 
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vice  which  the  Prime  Minister  has  dis- 
covered in  that  judgment.  I  may  have 
a  partial  affection  for  it  myself,  because 
it  so  happens  that  the  County  Licensing 
Committee,  of  which  I  am  the  chairman, 
had  the  very  problem  before  them  about 
a  fortnight  before  the  judgment  was 
pronounced,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
authoritative  guide  from  the  Divisional 
Court  we  had  to  do  the  best  we  could 
in  the  matter  and  the  decision  we  came 
to  was  practically  the  same  as  was  after- 
wards laid  down  by  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy, 
so  thit  I  think  it  is  a  sound  and  fair  one. 
I  only  want  to  point  out  what  would  be 
the  effect  on  the  firm  I  have  mentioned 
under  the  operations  of  this  Bill.  If  the 
Bill  passes  the  same  amount  will  be 
drawn  annually  from  them  in  the  form  of 
compensation  levy,  and  they  will  get  in 
return  in  respect  of  each  house  suppressed 
in  the  future  a  sum  equal  to  about  one- 
fifth  of  the  present  compensation  they 
would  receive.  That  in  itself  seems 
to  me  to  approach  dangerously  near 
the  point  where  legitimate  interference 
ends  and  confiscatory  action  begins. 
[Opposition  cheers].  Further,  under  the 
time -limit  now  proposed,  this  compensa- 
tion— inadequate  as  it  seems  to  me — 
w^ill  tend  to  diminish  year  by  year. 
That  is  to  say,  the  houses  suppressed 
during  the  first  of  that  series  of 
fourteen  years,  and  which,  other  things 
being  equal,  are  presumed  to  be  the 
worst  houses,  will  receive  a  larger  share 
of  the  compensation  than  the  houses 
suppressed  in  fthe  succeeding  years. 
The  compensation,  therefore,  to  the 
worst  class  of  houses  will  be  much 
greater  than  the  compensation  for  the 
better  class  of  houses.  That  in  itself  does 
not  seem  to  be  a  very  admirable  disposi- 
tion of  the  modified  fund  for  compensa- 
tion which  is  going  to  exist  under  this  Bill. 
The  compensation  will  dwindle  down  from 
about  one-fifth  of  the  present  compensa- 
tion during  the  first  of  the  fourteen  years 
until  it  reaches  almost  vanishing  point 
in  the  last  of  the  fourteen  years.  As 
years  go  on  the  inadequacy  of  the 
compensation  will  increase,  whilst  the 
levy  extracted  from  the  pockets  of 
the  trade  will  remain  the  same  as  it  is 
to-day.  The  Prime  Minister  j^esterday 
asked  those  who  are  in  the  position  of 
opposing  this  Bill  to  give  a  definite  answer 
to  the  question  whether  they  admitted 
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the  principle  of  the  time-limit.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  I 
am  not  at  all  enamoured  of  it,  because 
to  me  it  seems  to  be  an  attempt  to 
mortgage  the  action  of  Parliament.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  an  attempt  to  bind  the 
State  fourteen  or  twenty-one  years  hence 
to  do  something  which  everyone  knows 
it  cannot  and  dare  not  do  to-day. 
I  think  that  is  a  bad  principle,  but  as  a 
matter  of  practice  I  am  prepared  to  admit 
that  a  time-limit  may  be  a  convenient 
and  practical  means  of  getting  out  of  a 
diffimby  insuperable  by  any  other  means. 
I  will,  however,  proceed  with  my  argu- 
ment as  to  the  justice  and  equity  of  this 
Bill.  At  the  end  of  fourteen  years  one- 
third  of  the  existing  houses  will  have 
been  closed  under  this  scheme,  and  the 


that  there  is  considerable  doubt  and  mis- 
apprehension as  to  what  is  the  meanina 
of  the  term  "monopoly  value."  fi 
I  gathered  correctly  the  words  of  tlw 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Under-Secwtan 
for  the  Home  Office,  it  is  proposed  to 
confine  and  restrict  the  monopoly  value, 
which  will  have  to  be  paid  for  after  the 
fourteen  years  time-limit  expires,  to  a 
a  sum  which  will  be  represented  by  the 
difference  between  the  rateable  value  of 
the  house  with  a  licence  and  the  house 
without  a  licence.  If  that  is  so  it  is 
of  course  true  that  that  will  repre- 
sent a  smaller  burden,  altbough  it  will 
be  a  serious  burdeu,  than  would  be 
the  case  if  the  lines  of  the  Kennedy 
judgment  were  adhered  to  and  the 
goodwill     and     the     wholesale     profit 


remaining  two-thirds,  numbering  60,000    were  included  in   the   monopoly  value. 


odd  houses  in  all,  are  to  lose  their  licence 
value  and  goodwill  with  no  compensation 
at  all.  That  is  to  say,  the  unfortunate 
investor  in  brewery  securities  is  to  con- 
tinue for  fourteen  years  to  pay  to 
the  State  1  per  cent,  dividend  on  his 
ordinary  shares  by  way  of  insurance 
and  in  return  for  that  he  will  receive 
from  one-fifth  of  the  present  compensa- 
tion down  to  a  vanishing  sum  altogether. 
Therefore  he  will  part  with  one-third  of 
his  property  during  those  fourteen  years 
for  quite  an  inadequate  return,  and  he  will 
lose  the  remaining  two-thirds  of  his 
property  with  no  return  at  all.     Then  if 


But  1  am  a  little  doubtful  as  to  whether 
I  the  Grovernment  will  be  able  to  secure 

that  the  restrictions  will  always  hold 
I  good.     Let  us  take  the  case  of  what  will 

happen  in  the  future  when  the  monopolv 
I  value  is  restricted  by  some  such  limits 

as  1  have  indicated.  It  may  be  that 
j  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  be 

in  want  of  money.  Tariff  reform  will 
I  probably  have  been  tried,  and  will  have 

failed  to  come  up  to  all  that  is  expected 
I  of  it.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

will,  in  that  case,  if  we  may  judge  from 
!  experience,    almost   inevitably   cast  his 

eves  to  that  well-known  beast  of  burden 


he  sur^•ivies  that  point,  subject  to  local  the  licensed  trade,  and  he  will  say : 
veto — a  machinery  of  vague  and  doubtful  j  "  Here  is  a  trade  paying  only*  a  small 
application — he  will  then  be  invited  to  :  sum  for  a  small  consideration,  an  annual 
compote  at  auction  if  he  is  still  alive  in  ■  licence,  which  has  to  be  applied  for  in 
a  financial  sense  to  recover  something    order  to  be  renewed  each  year,"  and 


of  what  was  yesterday  his  property,  but 
which  has  since  beon  taken  over  by  the 
State.  According  to  this  Bill  I  believe 
ho  ^vill  have  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  Com- 
missiun  which  will  have  to  sit  to  decide 
this  question.  I  mulerstand.  however, 
that  the  provision  which  pro\'ides  that 
the  cost  of  the  (onunission  is  to  be 
saddled  upon  the  trade  is  to  be  mercifully 
removed  from  the  provisiotis  of  the  Bill. 
As  a  matter  of  equity  the  whole  process 
resembles  the  cutting  off  of  a  man's  legs, 
and  then  punishing  him  on  the  ground 
that  he  has  no  ^^sil)le  means  of  support. 
I  think  this  certainly  passes  the  point 
whero  legitimate  interference  can  be  said 
to  end  and  confiscatory  action  begins. 
"Wc  were  told  yesterday  quite  rightly 
Mr,  Jrhitl'read. 


almost  ine^-itably  it  will  occur  to  him  that 
if  the  tenure  of  these  licences  were  a 
lease  of  seven,  fourteen,  or  twenty-one 
years,  it  would  become  a  valuable  and 
more  secure  property,  and  it  is  quite 
possible  for  the  State  to  claim  a  certain 
amount  of  that  value  from  the  licensee. 
They  would  immediately  have  conferred 
on  them  an  added  value,  and  competi- 
tion to  obtain  them  would  inevitably 
be  set  up.  The  State  would  then  find,  as 
it  has  found  in  the  past,  that  it  has 
conferred  a  valuable  right  of  property 
upon  persons  who  have  paid  inadequately 
to  the  Exchequer  in  return  for  it.  So 
the  whole  \'icious  circle  would  be  repeated : 
there  would  be  a  rush  of  speculation,  and 
another  measure  would  be  brought  in 
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for  the  purpose  of  extracting  more  from  \  tion  is  to  be  made — ^there  is  no  permissive 
the  cofEers  of  the  trade.  That  is  an  1  nature  about  it — the  official  is  instructed 
objection  which  I  foresee  to  be  brought  |  that  the  whole  property  is  to  be  valued 
against  the  proposal  to  define  the  monopoly  upon  the  assumption  that  the  licence  will 
value  at  the  end  of  the  time-limit.  I  ,  continue  to  be  renewed  during  the 
agree  with  the  remarks  which  fell  this   lifetime  of  the  successor,  because  without 


Afternoon  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  in  his  able  and  forcible  speech. 
He  could  not  imderstand  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "  resume "  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  monopoly  value, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  the  State  can  be 
said  to  "  resume  "  a  property  or  right 
which  it  has  never  secured  for  itself. 
The  foreign  anarchist,  when  he  finds  an 
inconvenient  police  officer  in  his  path, 
never  proposes  to  assassinate  or  murder 
him,   but  passes  a  resolution  that  the 


a  licence  there  can  be  no  goodwill  in  the 
valuation  of  the  property.  That  is  a 
very  definite,  distinct  corroboration  of 
my  contention  that  the  State,  through  its 
officials,  has  always  and  does  to-day 
recognise  the  expectancy  of  the  licence- 
holder's  renewal  of  his  licence.  The 
Prime  Minister  yesterday  asked  for  the 
date  of  that  document.  The  date  is  very 
lemarkable.  It  is  the  year  1890.  After 
the  original  issue  of  these  instructions  in 
1891,  there  was  pronounced  the^famous 


officer  in  question  is  condenmed  to  be  i  judgment  in  the  case  of  Sharp  t;.  Wake- 


**  removed  *' ;  and  in  the  same  way  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  are,  I  think,  rather 
squeamish  in  their  phraseology  when 
they  talk  about  resuming  a  property,  a 
right,  which  the  State  has  never  in  recent 
history  proposed  to  arrogate  to  itself. 
The  expectation  of  the  renewal  of  a 
licence    has    over    and    over    again    in 


field,  which  is  supposed  to  have  opened 
the  eyes  of  the  public  for  the  first  time  to 
the  great  and  indisputable  fact  that  the 
licence  is  issued  for  one  year,  and  one 
year  only.  If  that  judgment  meant  all 
that  was  claimed  for  it  and  was  pro- 
nounced just  one  year  after  these 
instructions  to  the  officials  of  the  Inland 


•our  Courts  been  treated  as  a    property    Revenue  Board,  it  was  surely  the  duty 

"of  that  board  at  once  to  cancel  the  in- 
structions and  instruct  their  officials 
that  licences  were  only  for  one  year  and 
that  property  held  under  a  licence  of  that 
kind  was  to  be  valued  accordingly.  But 
did  they  do  so  ?  These  instructions 
were  not  withdrawn,  and  they  continue 
in  force  to  this  day.  In  view  of  the  long- 
continued  consistent  practice  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  authorities  it  is  nothing 
less  than  a  juggling  with  words  to^say 
that  the  expectation  of  the  renewal  of  a 
licence  is  not  a  property  which  a  man 
has  a  right  to  hold  and  in  which  he  has 
a  right  to  be  confirmed  and  protected 
by  the  Legislature.  Again,  I  say  that 
in  dealing  with  the  expectation  of  the 
renewal  of  the  licence  in  the  manner 
in  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  deal 
with  it,  it  is  proposing  to  pass  beyond 
the  point  where  legitimate  interference 
ends  and  confiscatory  action  begins. 
When  this  return  was  first  alluded  to  the 
Prime  Minister  justified  the  proposal  of 
the  Bill  by  quoting  as  a  simile  the  case 


assessaoie,  taxable  —  a  property  the 
owner  of  which  has  a  right  to  be  se- 
cured ill  the  possession  of  it.  Take 
the  case  of  the  trustees  of  the  Somers 
estate.  In  that  case  the  Divisional 
Court  held  that  the  expectation 
of  the  renewal  of  the  licence  was 
to  such  an  extent  a  property  which 
they  ought  to  recognise  that  they 
granted  an  injimction  on  the  appli- 
cation of  the  trustees  for  the  re- 
mainderman to  restrain  the  tenant  for 
life  from  doing  an  act  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  reducing  the  value  of  the 
licence.  Reference  has  been  made  more 
than  once  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to 
a  much  more  practical  recognition  of  the 
-expectancy  of  renewal  which  existed  in 
the  shape  of  a  Retiirn  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Walton 
Division  of  Liverpool  has  quoted — the 
instructions  issued  in  1890,  signed  by  Sir 
Algernon  West,  who  was  at  that  time  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue,  indicating  the  manner  in  which 


licensed  properties  were  to  be  assessed  for  '  of  the  owoier  of  a  racehorse,  and  said  the 
the  purpose  of  death  duties.  It  goes  i  value  of  a  racehorse  depends  upon  the 
through  the  whole  category  of  every  form  I  probability  of  its  winning  large  stpkes  in 
of  interest  in  licensed  property,  and  a  a  race.  That  is  an  uncertain  probability, 
note  is  appended  stating  that  the  assump-  ;  and  yet  if  it  was  a  question  of  taxation 
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the  authorities  would  be  justified  in 
estimating  its  value  at  the  highest  sum  it 
would  fetch  in  the  open  market  exactly 
in  the  same  way  as  these  instructions 
estimate  the  value  of  licensed  property. 
But  the  simile  is  not  altogether  justi- 
fiable, because  if  the  Prime  Minister  was 
dealing  with  a  racehorse  instead  of 
licensed  property  I  am  afraid  he  would 
lie  under  the  imputation  of  trjnng  to 
nobble  the  animal — I  think  that  is  the 
phrase — in  such  a  way  as  to  prejudice 
his  chance  of  winning  the  race  or  even 
acquiring  the  greater  value  which  attaches 
to  thoroughbred  animals  in  their  later 
and    more    luxurious    years. 

I  now  pass  to  another  matter.  What 
probability  is  there  of  this  Bill  effecting 
any  great  or  material  advantage  in  the 
cause  of  temperance  ?  I  at  once  freely 
admit  that  where  there  is  a  reasonable 
probability  of  any  great  public  advantage 
then  the  rights  of  private  individuals  may 
be  modified,  and  even  in  extreme  cases 
disregarded.  I  now  pass  to  the  con- 
siderations which  belong  to  the  cate- 
gory of  probability  and  conjecture.  I 
think  it  is  generally  admitted — and 
it  is  a  matter  of  congratulation — that 
during  the  last  few  years  the  people  of 
this  country  have  been  advancing  in 
Bobriety.  Every  year  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  almost  reluc- 
tantly, from  a  financial  point  of  view, 
pointed  to  the  diminishing  revenue 
from  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
From  that  it  follows  that  if  this  Bill  when 
it  passes  and  becomes  law  is  going  to 
show  any  great  gain  for  temperance,  it 
will  have  to  show  a  good  deal.  It  will 
have  to  show  that  we  are  not  only  main- 
taining the  present  rate  of  progress  in 
temperance  but  effecting  a  material  ac- 
celeration of  that  rate  of  progress.  Every 
speaker,  and  almost  every  writer,  who 
has  dealt  with  this  question  has  been 
driven  to  admit  that  there  is  no  real 
correspondence  between  the  figures  of 
the  diminution  of  drunkenness  in  the 
country  and  the  reduction  of  licences. 
It  is  quite  easy  to  set  up  one  set  of 
figures  which  will  show  that  the  reduction 
of  licences  has  produced  a  great  and 
immediate  gain  to  temperance,  but 
immediately  afterwards  another  set  of 
figures,  equally  reliable,  will  show  that 
in  another  part  of  the  country  exactly 

Mr,  WhUhread. 


the  reverse  had  followed.     That  is  oeIt 
another     case     where     figures     sup^ 
brilliant     illustrations,     but     are    quite 
brittle  and  unreliable   when   used  &s  i 
matter  of  argument.     I  think  that  for  tltt 
first  time  during  the   debate,  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  regulation  of  cluk 
I  do  not  want  to  quote  any  more  or  les* 
comical  advertisements  which  are  isBued 
by  these  clubs,  although  I  have  a  copy 
of   the   journal  referred    to.     It  would 
be  comical,  if  it  were  not  rather  pathetic, 
to  notice  the  attractions  which  are  ahn«: 
universally  held  out  to  induce  persons 
to  visit  these  clubs,    during   the  Louis 
which   ought  to  be  devoted   to  divine 
service    of    some    sort    or    another.  I 
strongly  support  the  hon.  Members  who 
have    emphasised  the   fact    that  unle» 
the  unrestricted  hours  and  opportunitie* 
for  the  consumption  of  alcoholic  drink 
in  these  increasingly  numerous  clubs  «e 
much  more  drastically  dealt  with  than 
at  present  under  this  Bill,  it  is  a  mere 
farce  to  pretend  that   you  are  going  to 
achieve  any  great  advance  towards  tem- 
perance by  merely  adding  further  burdens 
on    carefully    supervised    public-housea. 
The  Government  have  announced  that 
they  are  open  to  consider  Amendments 
upon  the  club  clauses,  but  I  am  afraid 
that  they  are  likely  to  be  pressed,  and 
quite  as  strongly  and  effectively  pressed, 
to  consider  Amendments  from  the  point 
of  view  of  those  who  wish  to   increase 
these    clubs    as   from    those    who   wid 
more    drastic    and    firmer    regulations. 
At  any  rate,  I  can  find  no  solid  gronwi 
in  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  to  assure 
me  that  the  gain  which  it  will  promote 
to  the  cause  of  temperance  is  in  anj 
way    sufficient   and   sufficiently   certain 
to  warrant  what  I  consider  the  undulj 
drastic   provisions   that   it  proposes  to 
impose  on  the  owners  of  licensed  pw 
perty.     I  have  one  other  objection  to 
the  Bill,  and  that  is  the  objection  which 
his    already    been    pointed    out,    vii, 
that  this  Bill  is  hailed  from  one  quarter 
of  the  House,  not  for  what  it  does  or 
proposes  to  do  in  the  direction  of  tcmpe^ 
ance  reform,  but  as  a  first  and  important 
step  in  that  Socialist  policy  of  acquiring 
without    compensation    the    means  A 
production  and  distribution  thzon^umt 
the    country.    Hitherto,    the    advocacv 
of  such  a  policy  has  been  left  to  tk 
less  responsible  Members  of  tJiis  Hou^ 
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but  I  cannot  regard,  with  anything 
like  confidence,  a  measure  promoted 
by  the  Government  of  the  day,  which 
is  so  graphically  characterised  by  an 
hon.   Member  who  writes  that — 

*' On  the  whole  thia  Bill  is  one  which 
Socialists  may  welcome,  not  so  ranch  for  what 
it  will  do  immediately,  but  as  to  the  future 
possibilities  it  opens  out  in  the  direction  of  the 
policy  which  they  advocate.*' 

Upon  these  grounds  I  regret — and 
seriously  regret — to  find  myself  unable 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  I  am  one  of  those  who  would 
be  very  glad — I  would  sacrifice  a  great 
<ieal  to  see  placed  on  the  Statute-book 
a  measure  which  was  just  and  equit- 
able in  its  provisions  and  would  tend 
to  some  permanent  settlement  of  a 
question  which  has  been  too  long 
unsettled.  If  in  the  course  of  its  pro- 
gress through  Committee  this  Bill  is 
remodelled  and  altered  in  the  directions 
I  have  attempted  to  indicate,  I  nhould 
be  very  glad  to  be  able  to  support  it 
on  the  Third  Reading.  I  am  sure  the 
Prime  Minister  will  not  refuse  to  believe 
me  when  I  say  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
sincere  regret  to  me  not  to  be  able  to 
follow  him  through  the  Lobby  on  the 
first  of  what  I  trust  will  be  many  oc- 
casions when  he  will  lead  a  majority 
of  the  House  in  a  division  during  this 
Parliament.  But  holding  as  I  do  the 
view  that  this  measure  will  inflict  un- 
de.«erved  injustice  on  a  large  number 
of  persons  in  this  country  without 
securing  any  adequate  gain  to  the  cause 
of  temperance,  I  am  reluctantly  obliged 
to  oppose  its  Second  Readint". 


Bill. 
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Mr.  CAMERON  CORBETT  (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) :  An  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  objected  to  our 
bringing  into  this  discussion  any  ana- 
logies from  different  parts  of  the  world, 
as  to  the  treatment  of  expectation  of 
renewal.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
may  get  rid  of  a  great  many  ambiguities 
if  we  review  all  analogies  as  to  expecta 


of    Canada   where    licences    have   been 
legislated  upon  has  any  time-limit  been 
given    nor   cdhipensation  awarded.    In 
the  European  States  the  same  policy  has 
been  followed.    In  Norway  and  Sweden, 
when  a  change  was  made  in  the  licensing 
system  to  public  control  or  local  veto, 
there  was  no  time-limit  or  compensation 
awarded  to  the  then  holders  of  licences. 
In  France,  in  the  time  of  Napoleon  III., 
a  great  reduction  was  made  in  the  number 
of  licences  without  a  time-limit  or  com- 
pensation.   In    Russia    the    system    of 
licences  was  swept  away  in  favour  of 
the  nationalisation  of  the  liquor  traffic, 
but  there,  too,  there  was  no  time-limit  or 
compensation,    the    theory    being    that 
licences  were  granted  for  one  year  and 
one  year  only.    The   licensee   got   the 
benefit     where     renewal     took     place 
and  the  disadvantage  when  the  Hcence 
was  taken  away.    It  is  true  that  in  certain 
Australian  Colonies  a   time-notice   was 
given,  but  in  no  part  of  the  world  has 
more  generous  consideration  been  shown 
for  the  expectation  of  renewal  than  the 
fourteen  years  time-limit  given  in  this 
Bill.    Attempts  have  been  made  to  prove 
that  this  is  unfair  treatment ;    that  you 
do     not     take    away    the  property  of 
the  landlords    at    the    end  of  fourteen 
years.    But   in   the   case   of   land   the 
only  expectation  of  renewal  is  the  land- 
lord's   expectation,    not    the    tenant's. 
I  happen  to  have  the  happiest  relations 
with  the  tenants  on  the  Rowallan  estate, 
where  they  and  their  families  have  been 
in  occupancy  of  holdings  for  400  years. 
But     none    of    these     tenants     main- 
tain that  there  is  any  right  as  against 
the  landlord  to  a  freehold  interest  in 
their  farms    because  of  an  expectation 
of  a  renewal  of  their  tenancy.    I  look 
to  the  possibilities  of  this  measure  from 
the  temperance  point  of  view.    I  say 
no  word  against  those  who  are  opposed 
to  the  Bill.    I  believe  that  they  act  as 
sincerely  as  I  do  in  supporting  it.    All  the 
agencies  throughout  the  country,  whether 
Church  of  England  or  Nonconformist, 


tion  of  renewal  from  whatever  quarter  i  whether  mainly  Liberal  or  mainly  Con- 
they  come.     In  the  United  States  we  1  servative,     in    favour    of    temperance. 


have  it  on  the  authority  of  the  Blue-book 
that  in  no  single  case  in  any  State  has 
any  compensation  been  granted  for  non- 
renewal of  a  licence,  nor  has  any  time- 
limit  been  given  to  the  existence  of  the 
licence.    In  no  province  in  the  Dominion 


believe  that  this  Bill  will  materially  assist 
their  efforts  in  that  cause.  Attempts 
have  been  made  to  show  that  legislative 
efforts  would  not  materially  assist  the 
cause  of  temperance.  Anybody  who 
knows  Scotland  is  aware  that  Sunday 
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closing  has  largely  diminished  drunken- 
ness. Attempts  have  been  made  in 
England  to  discredit  Sunday  closing, 
but  they  are  not  made  in  Scotland.  In 
no  part  of  Scotland  is  there  any  belief  in 
that.  English  newspapers  sometimes  say 
that  in  Glasgow  Sunday  is  the  most 
drunken  day  of  the  week,  but  if  the 
statistics  are  taken  from  eight  o'clock  on 
Sunday  morning  to  eight  o'clock  on 
Monday  morning  so  as  to  clear  responsi- 
bility for  the  Saturday  night  drinking, 
it  is  found  that  drunkenness  on  Sunday 
is  only  one-sixtieth  part  of  the  drunken- 
ness during  the  whole  week,  and  instead 
of  Sunday  being  the  most  drunken 
day  in  the  week  it  has  now  only 
a  tenth  of  the  average  drunkenness 
of  any  other  day  in  the  week. 
I  wish  to  deal  with  what  has  been  tried 
elsewhere.  This  measure,  after  the  end 
of  fourteen  years,  does  open  up  splendid 
possibilities,  and  in  the  United  States  of 
America  and  our  own  Colonies  wherever 
public  control  in  the  form  of  local 
veto  has  been  tried  the  people  in- 
creasingly believe  in  its  effect.  At 
the  beginning  of  last  year  33,000,000 
people  in  the  United  States  were  under 
prohibition  ;  at  the  beginning  of  this  year 
the  number  had  increased  to  36,000,000. 
Then  during  this  last  month  there  have 
been  fresh  votes  taken  in  the  United 
States,  and  what  has  been  the  result  ? 
In  five  States  2,500  contests  have  re- 
sulted in  2,000,0()0  of  additional  popula- 
tion being  brought  under  prohibition. 
Why  is  it  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  go  on  increasingly  adding  area 
to  area  under  their  prohibition  law  ?  I  do 
not  want  to  go  into  the  matter  fully 
to-night,  but  I  have  reports  from  the 
great  majority  of  governors  of  the  States 
where  these  experiments  have  been  tried 
throughout  the  United  States  :  I  want 
to  take  the  most  difficult  cases.  We  are 
constantly  told  that  it  is  easy  to  carry 
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answer  yesterday,  inqniring  if  prolribi- 
tion,  wluch  had  been  introduced  at  tk 
beginning  of  the  year,  had  dimiirislied 
crime,  and  the  reply  that  I  received  iws 
"  Yes."  With  reference  to  Kansas  Gty, 
we  have  more  definite  information.  At 
the  beginning  of  last  year  an  interview 
with  the  Chief  Constable  of  Kansas 
City  was  published  in  the  newspapers, 
to  the  effect  that  crime  had  been 
reduced,  by  doing  away  with  liquor- 
shops,  by  one-half.  At  Birmingham, 
Alabama,  where  prohibition  has  been  in 
force  since  the  beginning  of  this  year,  I 
wrote  to  the  Chief  Constable,  and  I  have 
a  letter  from  him,  in  which  he  says  that 
crime  has  been  reduced  there  by  50  per 
cent.  I  come  to  the  other  of  the  four 
cities,  Cambridge.  There  the  facts  with 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  crime  are 
very  much  the  same  as  in  the  other 
cases,  but  as  it  has  had  prohibition 
for  over  twenty  years  the  Chief 
Constable  deals  more  largely  with 
the  matter.  What  strikes  him  most,  he 
says,  is  the  increased  ezpenditme 
on  food,  clothing,'  and  shoes,  and  he 
remarks  that  the  change  in  the  condition 
of  the  people  is  especially  marked  among 
the  poorest  classes  of  the  communitv. 
Now,  I  would  ask,  does  this  system  realjj 
interfere  with  the  freedom  of  individuals? 
I  maintain  that  it  does  not.  I  maintain 
that  the  freedom  of  the  individual  implies 
his  freedom  to  do  wrong  as  well  as  his 
freedom  to  do  right,  but  that  the  freedom 
that  you  have  to  conceive  is  the  freedom 
of  the  man's  permanent  purpose  and 
fixed  intention.  If  any  man  in  a  pro- 
hibition State  wants  to  drink  whisky  or 
beer  or  vane  he  can  do  it.  They  per 
fectly  well  know  how  to  manage  it,  but 
if  that  is  their  purpose  they  are  resolved 
to  do  it.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  t 
man  wishes  not  to  do  this  thing,  if  he  is 
one  of  the  men  who  have  a  difiBcoIty  in 
passing  a  public -house,  and  who  would 


out  prohibition  in  country  districts  or    prefer  to  be  an   abstainer,   that   man's 

among  village  populations,  but  that  it  is  ' 

very  hard  to  carry  out  th'»  system    in 

large  populations.     I  have  information  as 

to  four  cities  of  the  United  States,  with 

100,000  popularion  and  over,  which  have 

tried  this  experiment.     With    reference 

to  Atalanta,  I  was  not  able  to  get  much 

official  information,  but  all  that  I  have  is 

favourable.     I  sent  a  telegram   to  the 

Chief  Constable,  to  which  I  received  an 


permanent  freedom  is  also  respected, 
and  his  permanent  purpose  is  canied 
out,  and  it  is  just  as  much  carried  out 
b3cause  these  restrictions  tell  against 
the  indi\4dual.  Where  you  have  this 
prohibition  you  have  a  great  reduction 
in  the  consumption  of  alcohol  and  a 
great  reduction  in  criminality.  I  kno^ 
we  are  told  that  in  the  Uiuted  States 
the  consumption  of  alcohol  has  goae  on 


Mr,  Cameron  Corheti, 
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increasing,  but  our  Returrs  as  regards 
that  are  not  very  recent.  I  have,  how- 
ever, very  recent  information  from  the 
leading  liquor  papers  in  the  United 
States,  and  they  describe  the  loss  which 
has  been  brought  about  by  prohibi- 
tion. They  enumerate  all  the  trades 
dealt  with  and  all  the  industries  con- 
nected with  the  production  of  alcohol, 
and  everything  connected  with  the  trade, 
and  they  say,  that  the  loss  is  almost 
incalculable,  and  if  that  almost  incal- 
culable loss  falls  upon  those  engaged  in 
producing  liquor,  and  in  barrelling  and 
bottling  it,  and  in  its  transit,  there  musti 
be  a  diminution  in  the  amount  of  liquor 
consumed.  I,  for  one,  while  I  do  not 
judge  any  of  those  who  differ  from  me 
on  this  occasion,  do  feel  that  this  is  the 
most  important  issue  with  which  this 
House  has  had  to  do  for  many  a  long 
day.  We  have  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  moral  influence  which  touches  most 
pressingly  the  interests  of  our  people, 
and  when  we  look  back  in  days  to  come 
we  shall  look  with  satisfaction  on  every- 
thing that  we  did  in  helping  to  pass 
this  Bill. 

*x\Ir.  GEORGE  FABER  (York)  :  The 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  yesterday 
afternoon  might  have  marked  a  new  de- 
part ure .  Since  the  Prime  Minister,  or  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  he  was 
then,  introduced  this  measure,  much  has 
happened,  and  we,  at  any  rate.on  this  side 
of  the  House,  were  waiting  to  know  yester- 
day whether  it  was  to  be  a  case  of  return 
to  the  older  and  sounder  policy  or 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  intended  to 
continue  the  course  which,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  followed  when  he  intro- 
duced this  measure.  I  am  only  a 
humble  Member  of  Parliament,  and  I 
am  no  master  of  tactics,  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  tone  adopted  by  the 
Prime  Minister  yesterday  indicated  what 
he  felt  about  this  measure,  or  whether 
he  desired  to  put  new  heart  into  his 
supporters.  One  sentence  that  he  let 
drop  certainly  indicated  one  or  the 
other,  because  he  said,  towards  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech,  in  his  eloquent 
peroration,  that  the  trade  would  find 
that  they  were  living  in  a  fools'  paradise 
if  they  thought  they  were  going  to 
conquer  in  this  matter.  Well,  Sir,  it 
is  very  unsafe  for  anyone  to  prophesy 


unless  he  knows,  and  whether  upon  the 
conclusion  of  this  matter  it  will  be  the 
trade  which  will  be  in  a  fools'  paradise, 
or  whether  it  will  be  the  Government, 
remains  for  the  future  and  the  future 
alone  to  judge.  The  Prime  Minister 
may  fcave  forgotten  the  prophetic  and 
ominous  words  of  the  late  Sir  William 
Harcourt  upon  lis  introduction  cf  the 
Local  Veto  Bill  in  1893.    He  said— 

"  The  Government  are  not  unaware  that  in 
navigating  this  sea  they  are  navigating  an  ocean 
that  is  covered  with  many  wrecks." 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  his  own 
measure  added  another  wreck  to  the 
number.  Members  who  were  in  the 
House  at  that  time  will  recollect  that 
that  ship  sank  as  soon  as  it  was  launched, 
and  never  reached  the  open  sea  at 
all ;  it  never  got  beyond  the  First 
Reading.  But  what  about  this  vessel 
in  which  the  Prime  Minister  put  out 
to  sea  yesterday  afternoon  ?  Almost 
as  soon  as  it  got  there  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Kingston  Divi- 
sion fired  a  shot  at  it  which  struck  it 
straight  amidships  in  such  a  way  that 
I  do  not  imagine  the  vessel  will 
ever  recover  from  that  drastic  operation. 
Already  it  is  drifting  more  or  less  water- 
logged, and,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  it  looks 
as  if  it  will  go  to  pieces  on  the  ruthleas 
rocks  of  public  opinion.  The  reason  is 
because  it  is  certainly  not  a  just  measure, 
and  from  my  point  of  view  it  certainly  is 
not  a  tempera  nee  measure.  You  are  going 
to  reduce  the  licences  by  30,000  in  the 
next  fourteen  years,  but  it  has  been 
proved  over  and  over  again  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  yesterday  and  to-day 
that  if  you  do  that  you  do  not  necessarily 
lessen  the  amount  of  drunkenness,  because 
the  conditions  of  the  times  have  become 
so  complex  that  there  is  no  longer  only 
one  place  to  drink  in,  viz.,  the  public- 
house,  but  there  is  the  club  and  the 
home  which  is  supplied  through  various 
channels.  There  are  avenues  of  drink, 
everywhere,  and  if  you  reduce  the  number 
of  public-houses  you  are  only  goin^  to 
open  the  door  in  other  directions. 
Hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  are  never  tired  of  saying 
that  the  democracy  must  govern,  and  yet 
you  propose  to  interfere  with  the  social 
life  of  the  democracy  in  a  matter  in  which 
they  have  not  been  consulted,  and  which 
deeply  touches  its  liberties.     You  intend 
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to  make  a  large  reduction  in  the  number  of 
public -houses,  but  you  do  not  propose  in 
any  way  to  deal  with  the  question  of  clubs. 
You  are  of  courss  entitled  to  think  that  the 
reduction  of  public-houses  in  this  country 
will  reduce  the  consumption  of  drink, 
but  if  you  want  to  reduce- the  number  of 
licences  why  do  you  not  pay  for  those 
which  you  reduce  ?  And  here  I  have 
the  authority  of  one  of  the  greatest 
Parliamentarians  who  ever  adorned  this 
Chamber.  I  have  the  authority  of  no 
less  a  potent  person  than  the  late  Mr. 
Gladstone.  What  view  did  the  late 
Mr.  Gladstone  take  of  this  matter  o:\ 
the  Liquor  Bill  brought  forward  in  1880  ? 
On  the  introduction  of  that  Bill  Mr. 
Gladstone  said — 

"  We  oujjht  not  to  allow  our  prejudices  with 
regard  to  this  particular  trade  ....  to  cause 
us  to  deviate  by  one  hair's  breadth  from  the 
princif^les  on  which  Parliament  has  always 
acted  in  analogous  circumstances,  namely, 
tliat  when  a  vested  interest  has  been  allowed 
t.o  grow  up  the  Question  of  compensation 
should  be  considered  when  such  vested 
interests  were  proposed  to  be  interfered  with 
by  Parliamenc.  What  I  am  prepared  to  say 
is  this,  that  the  licensed  victualler  has  the 
same  right  to  fair  consideration  that  is 
enjoyed  by  persons  following  every  other 
trade  or  calling  which  is  interfered  with  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  to  whom  compensation 

is  awarded  owing  to  such  interference 

VMien  Parliament  enacted  negro  emancipation 
it  was  preceded  by  a  preliminary  Resolution 
in  which  the  principle  of  compensation  was 
recognised.'' 

Later  Mr.  Gladstone  said  - 

"  The  withdrawal  of  the  licence  is  the 
confiscation  of  the  estate. " 

Upon  the  next  stage  of  the  measure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  in  no 
less  strong  terms.     He  said — 

"  I  should  have  been  better  pleasetl  with  the 
matter  of  the  Resolution,  if  my  hon.  friend 
had  included  in  it  some  reference  to  the  prin 
ciple  of  e(}uitable  compensation  ...  I  want  a 
frank  recognition  of  the  principle  that  we  are 
not  to  deny  to  publicans  as  a  class  the  benefits 
of  eciual  treatment.  .  .  .  Considering  the 
legiislative  title  they  have  acquire*!,  and  the 
recognition  of  their  position  in  the  proceeilings 
of  this  House  for  a  long  seiie;^  of  years,  they 
ought  not  to  be  placea  at  a  disadvantage  on 
account  of  the  particular  impression  we  may 
entertain — in  many  cases  too  justly — in  rela- 
tion to  the  mischief  connected  with  the 
present  licensint*  systeni." 

Many  years  have  p  isshI  since  those  words 
were  spoken  by  that  eminent  gentleman. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Radical 
Party  still  sit  at  his  feet. 

*'  Imi>erial  Caca;ir,  dead  and  turnwl  to  ol\y, 
Miy  stop  a  hole  to  keep  the  wind  away." 

Mr,  George  Faber, 
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But,  f  "  he  being  dead  yet  speaketii," 
the  whole  ground  of  your  so-called  com- 
pensation falls  from  under  your  feet. 
Look  at  the  whole  course  of  the  procedure 
that  has  been  followed.  Look  at  it  as 
sensible  men.  The  State  for  generatioia 
has  not  only  recognised  the  trade,  but 
patted  it  on  the  back.  The  drink  biH 
of  this  coimtry  is  something  lila 
£160,000,000  a  year.  Out  of  that  tlie 
State  is  taking  one-fourth.  It  is  taking 
ne  T  y  £40,000,000  in  excise  alone, 
and  if  everything,  including  income- 
t  X  and  de  th  duti33  is  taken  into 
consideration,  I  should  not  be  surprised  to 
find  the  StAte  takes  be:wcen  £50,000,000 
and  £60,000,000  a  yeir  from  the  trade. 
The  State  is  almost  a  partner  in 
the  business.  It  has  put  in  no  capital, 
but  takes  the  greater  part  of  the 
profit  out.  It  is  under  the  shadow, 
under  the  authority,  of  the  State 
that  this  trade  has  attained  the 
honourable  position  it  holds  to-day; 
an  honourable  trade  conducted-  by 
honourable  men.  I  speak  without  any 
interest  in  it.  I  am  not  a  brewer— I 
should  not  be  ashamed  if  I  were — ^but 
as  a  bai  ker  I  am  able  to  see  that  this  is 
the  first  step  down  that  long  lane  which 
leads  to  ruin.  This  trade  has  grown 
up  under  the  wing  of  the  State.  The 
State  has  taxed  it,  and  the  local  authori- 
ties have  rated  it,  as  if  it  were  an  endurinir 
property,  not  as  if  the  licence  lasted 
for  one  year.  It  is  treated  almost  as  a 
freehold.  I  think  the  instructions  issued 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
the  day  to  the  Inland  Revenue  authorities 
are  absolutely  conclusive  evidence  in 
themsehes  that  the  State  considered 
the  licences  as  an  endurinir  property. 
It  is  absolutely  impossible  for  the  Slate 
now  to  turn  round  after  all  that  has 
happened,  and  after  all  the  money  that 
has  been  put  i:ito  the  trade  by  individuals, 
and  t  ken  out  of  it  by  the  State,  and  say 
that  licences  are  not  an  enduring 
property  ;  that  they  only  last  for  a  year. 
and  can  be  taken  away  at  the  whim 
and  pleasure  of  the  State.  The  State, 
local  authorities,  the  magistrates,  and 
the  Law  Courts,  have  all  treated  them 
as  an  enduring  property — liable,  of  course, 
to  be  taken  away  for  bad  behaviour, 
but,  excepting  in  cases  of  proved  snper- 
fiuity.  not  otherwise.  It  wes  because  Mr. 
Gladstone  saw  this  so  clearly   that  he 


1337 


East  India 


{29  April  1908} 


(Education). 


1338 


took  the  \iew  >ie  did  ir  1880,  because  he 
saw  the  State  had  put  itself  into  such  a 
position  in  regard  to  licences  by  the 
course  it  had  pursued,  that  it  could  not 
turn  round  and  say  there  was  no  property 
in  them.  The  State  is  not  e  petty- 
fogging  attorney  to  take  ad\antd&;e  of 
any  quibble,  of  any  hole,  that  it  can  find 
in  the  logic  of  the  position.  The  position 
of  the  State  oi  ghb  to  be  a  position  of 
intefijrity  and  fair  dealing.  This  is  not 
a  Bill  to  promote  morals,  it  is  a  6\\l  to  get 
money.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  it  seems  to  me,  let  that  out 
in  a  recent  speech  at  Dewsbury.  I  dorbt, 
however,  if  the  Government  have  even 
concealed  it  from  themselves.  First  and 
foremost  this  is  a  Bill  for  getting  monej. 
'W  hat  did  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  sj^y  ?  He  said  this  Bi'l  would 
be  very  convenient  for  old-age  pensions. 
Have  we  reallv  come  to  the  stage  when 
we  are  going  to  rob  Peter  to  pay  Pabl ; 
to  take  money  from  tens  of  thousands 
of  shareholders  in  brewer}  comparies 
and  licensed  victuilers,  in  order  to 
promote  old-age  pensions  ?  The  Govern- 
ment, PS  a  matter  of  fact,  are  out  of 
elbows;  they  have  made  promises 
they  have  rot  the  money  to  carry  out, 
and  in  order  to  carr>  out  those  promises 
are  endea\ouring  to  seize  the  first 
Naboth's  vineyard  they  car  find,  namely, 
the  licensed  trade  of  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) : 
The  hon.  Member  admits  that  the  trade 
<^llects  £160,000,000  from  the  people, 
and  hands  over  £40,000,000  to  the  State. 
I  would  ask  him.  Would  it  not  be  better 
for  the  State  to  collect  the  £40,000,000 
direct,  and  leave  the  remaining 
£120,000,000  in  the  pockets  of  the 
people  ? 

♦Mr.    GEORGE   FABER :    I  do  not 

quite  follow  the  hon.  Member.  Does 
he  suggest  that  there  should  be  total 
prohibition  ? 

Mr.  LUPTON:  I  suggest  that  the 
people  would  be  better  off  if  the  trcde 
did  not  collect  this  £120,000,000  from 
them. 

♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER:  What  I  com- 
plain of  is  that  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
years  the  State  is  going  to  appropriate 


all  licenses  without  p>-ying  anything 
for  them.  It  is  not  only  going  to 
collect  the  £40,000,000  in  exciso,  but  is 
going  to  be  the  master  of  the  licensed 
trade  and  perhips  take  every  farthing 
of  the  profit.  [Cries  of  "No."]  Hon. 
Members  cry  "  No,"  but  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  the  State  will  recover  the 
monopoly  value  of  the  whole  trade  to  do 
with  the  licences  exactly  what  it  pleases. 
The  State  may,  and  I  think  will,  reap 
the  entire  profit  of  the  trade.  Nobody 
imagines  there  is  going  to  b^^  prohibition. 
This  is  simply  a  Money  Bill,  a  money 
device.  The  Bill  from  that  point  of  view 
is  artfully  drawn.  It  is  drawn  so  as  to 
meet  the  views  of  temperance  reformers 
in  this  respect,  that  during  the  next  four- 
teen years  30,000  licences  are  to  be 
abolished.  That  is  to  catch  the  bishops 
and  the  temperance  party.  At  the  end 
of  fourteen  years  the  State  is  to  recover 
the  monopoly  value.  This  Bill  is  to  put 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  Treasury. 
As  regards  the  first  part  of  the  proposi- 
tion, namely,  a  wholesale  reduction  of 
licences  during  the  next  fourteen 
years,  where  do  the  Government  find 
any  warrant  for  the  proposition  ? 
Certainly  it  is  not  in  Sharpe  v.  Wakefield. 
All  that  that  case  laid  down  was  that  the 
magistrates  in  a  particular  case,  having 
considered  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  might  suppress  a  particular  licence. 
Sharpe  v.  Wakefield  never  contemplated 
the  wholesale  reduction  of  licences. 
Wh-t  Lord  Hannen  said  was  that  each 
case  must  be  considered  on  its  merits, 
and  Lord  Halsbury  ssid  the  matter 
must  be  decided  according  to  law  and 
not  according  to  hunroar.  When  you 
take  away  30,000  licences  in  the  next 
fourteen  years  is  that  treating  the  mater 
judicially  ? 

And,  it  being  a  quarter  past  Eight  of 
the  clock,  further  proceeding  was  post* 
poned  without  Question  put,  pursuant  to 
Standing  Order  No.  4. 


EAST  INDIA  (EDUCATION). 
♦Mr.  LAIDLAW  (Renfrewshire,  E.), 
in  calling  attention  to  the  present 
educational  conditions  in  India  and 
moving  "  That  the  time  has  come 
for  an  impartial  and  searching  inquiry 
into  the  scope,  character,  and  methods 
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of  education  in  India,'  said  that  he 
did  not  propose,  in  moving  that  Resolu- 
tion, to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
at  any  great  length.  If  he  were  bringing 
forward  a  Resolution  for  the  adoption 
of  any  great  change  in  our  educational 
system  in  India  it  would  be  incum- 
bent upon  him  to  bring  foi-ward  facts 
and  figures  in  support  of  ajiy  argument 
he  might  advance.  But  he  was  not 
doing  that ;  he  was  simply  calling  for 
an  inquiry,  and  in  doing  that  he  should 
represent  to  the  House  the  feelings  and 
opiiiions  of  a  large  number  of  people 
who  were  interested  in  this  question, 
and  who  were  able  to  ind^e  of  the  merits 
of  the  present  system.  But  before  pro- 
ceeding he  would  like  to  congratulate 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  on  having 
appointed,  last  year,  a  Committee  to 
look  after  the  interests  of  the  Indian 
students  who  came  to  this  country  to 
complete  their  studies.  That  Committee, 
he  understood,  had  now  completed  its 
labours,  and  he  trusted  that  in  the  more, 
serene  atmosphere  of  another  place, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  make  some  pronomicement  as 
to  what  was  to  be  done  in  regard 
to  the  recommendations  made  by 
that  Committee.  During  a  long  resi- 
dence in  India,  and  during  a  recent  visit, 
he  had  talked  with  all  sorts  and  conditions 
of  people  in  regard  to  this  great  question, 
and  he  had  not  fomid  anyone  who  ap- 
proved of  our  present  methods  in  any 
branch  of  education  in  that  country, 
and  the  results  of  this  lay  at  the  root 
of  much  of  the  discontent  and  imrest 
which  unhappily  prevailed  in  some  parts 
of  India  at  the  present  moment.  He 
was  not  able  to-day  to  propose  a  remedy. 
When  it  came  to  questions  of  reform, 
he  had  the  authority  of  no  less  a 
personage  than  Sir  Theodore  Morri- 
son for  saying  that  there  were  as 
many  views  with  regard  to  what  should 
be  done,  as  there  were  people  engaged  in 
the  Educational  Department  of  India, 
What  was  wanted  was  a  thorough  and 
impartial  investigation.  There  had  been 
no)  general  inquir}^  with  regard  to  our 
educational  methods  in  India  since  the 
Royal  Commission  in  1882,  ajid  during 
the  twenty-six  years  which  had  since 
elapsed  he  was  sure  that  everyone 
would  agree  that  more  changes  had 
taken^  place    in   India  than   in  all  the 

Mr.  Laidlaw. 


past  200  years  during  which  we  had  been 
associated  with   that  country.    It  was 
high  time  that  we  had  another  indepen- 
dent investigation.      What  he  contended 
was  required  at  this    time  was  an  im- 
partial investigation.     He  would  depie- 
cate  an  inquir}-  by  any  of  those  estimable 
,  gentlemen  who  were  connected  with  the 
I  w^orking  of  the  educational  machinery  in 
I  India.    They  were  liable  to  be  somewhat 
I  prejudiced,  and  somewhat  Conservative. 
1  They  were  likely  to  be  somewhat  opposed 
I  to  change,  and  what  was  wanted  was 
I  that  some  fresh  minds  should  be  brought 
!  to  bear  on  the  subject.     He  vould  hte 
investigations  to  begin  with  an  inquirr 
j  into  the  scope  of  our  educational  work. 


that   the   Indian 


:  They  were  all  aware 
I  Government  for  some  years  had  pro- 
I  nounced  most  emphatically  in  fayour  of 
I  further  elementary  education.  The 
'  Indian  Government  had  been  looking 
!  towards  that  for  some  years,  and  they 
!  continued  to  look  in  that  direction  with- 
'  out  making  any  real  progress  towards 
'  that  object.     He   would  like  to   quote 

Lord  Curzon  with  regard  to  the  position 
,  of    the    Government    of   India.     In  a 

speech  which  he  made  shortly  after  he 
\  went  to  India  in  HK)1,  in  connection  with 
,  an   education  Conference  at   Simla,  he 

said — 

I  **  I'rimary  er.ucation,  by  which  I  understand 
the  teaching  of  the  masses  in  the  TomiuniUr, 
opens  a  wide  and  a  very  cont-ested  field  of  study. 
I     am    one    of    those    who    think    thnt    the 

I  Government  has  not  fulfilled  its  duty  in  this 

I  respect." 

Then  after  giving  some  reasons,  the  lack 
of  vernacular  literature  being  one  reason. 
Lord  Curzon  went  on  to  say — 

"  My  second  reason  is  even  wider  in  its  ap- 
plication.    What    is    the   greatest    danger   to 
India.     What   is    the   source   of   flnperstitioD» 
outbreaks  of  crime,  yes,  also  of  much  agrariui 
discontent   and  suffering  among  the  niasKCsT 
'  It  is  ignorance.     And  what  is  the  only  antidote 
I  to   ignorance  ?    Knowledge.     And   in   proper- 
I  tion  as  we  teach  the  masses  so  shall  we  make 
.  their  lot  happier,  and  in  proportion  aa  they  are 
hH])pier  so  will  they  become  more  useful  members 
of  the  body  politic." 

'  We  were  proud  of  what  we  had  done  in 
i  India  in  bygone  generations,  but  it  was 
I  very  sad  to  find  that  not  more  than 
I  one-sixth  of  the  boys  of  school  age  and  a 
I  very  much  smaller  proportion  of  the  girls 
!  were  yet  in  school.  There  were  only 
i  98  per  1,000  of  the  male  natives  of  India 
!  and  7  per  1,000  of  the  female  natives 
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who  could  read  the  veniacular.     Then  the 
amount  of  money  spent  upon  education 
in  India  was  deplorably  inadequate.     It 
worked  o  it  at  1^.  per  head  of  the  children 
of  school  age.     He  would  be  out  of  order 
if   he   suggested   any  special  means   of 
raising  f'onds,  but  there  was  a  widespread 
feeling,  not  only  in  this  country  but  also 
in  India,  that  what  we  were  spending  on 
our  military  defences  in  India  was  alto- 
gether out  of    proportion  to  what   we 
were  spending  on  education.   Personally, 
he   very  strongly  supported  that  view. 
He  held  that   there   was    no   necessity 
to-day  for  the  large  military  expenditure 
being  maintained  at  the  point  at  which 
it  stood  thirty  years  ago.     He  did  not 
base  that  opinion  so  much   upon  -our 
good  relations  with  our  neighbours  as 
upon  the  fact  that  communication  was 
very    much    easier    now    and    that    it 
only  took  days  where  formerly  it  took 
weeks    to    transport   troops   from    out- 
lying   and    southern    districts    to    the 
North-West   frontier.     He   thought   the 
Grovemment  would  do  well  to  consider  the 
question  of  reducing  the  military  expendi- 
ture in  India  as  soon  as  possible  and  of 
applying  what  was  saved  to  the  cause  of 
elementary  education .     He  was  told  when 
he  was  nt  Calcutta  a  short  time  ago  by  a 
very  high  authority  that  a  special  tax 
for  education  would  be  popular,  and  he 
was  sure  that  that  would  be  so  in  some 
of  the  provinces.     This  question  of  prim- 
ary  education   alone   justified  them  in 
asking   for   an   inquiry   as    to   existing 
methods  and  how  far  they  could  be  im- 
proved.  When  they  came  to  the  question 
of  secondary  and  higher  education,  there 
was  a  diversity  of  view  as  to  what  should 
be  done.     It  was  universally  held  that 
our  present  method  was  not  the  best, 
and  that  there  was  vast  room  for  im- 
provement ;     they  were  driven  to  that 
conclusion  by  results.     The  Government 
and  some  of  the  great  missionary  societies 
had  done  a  great  deal  for  higher  education. 
They  had  vied  with  each  other  in  pro- 
viding this  at  very  low  cost  to  those 
ready    and    willing   to   receive   it.     The 
result    had   been   that   a   large   number 
of  men  had  gone  through  the  colleges 
and  taken  university  degrees  and  were 
now  suffering  from  the  kind  of  education 
that  had  been  given  them,  and  a  great 
many  of  them  could  see  for  themselves 
that   the   course   of  training   they   had 


undergone  had  not  been  such  as  fitted 
them  for  such  careers  as  were  open   to 
them.      It   had  been    a   great  deal  too 
literary.     They  had  memorised  a   great 
deal  of  English  classical  literature,  and 
had  gone   through  numerous   exaniina* 
tions.    Their  whole  training  had  not  been 
sufficiently  scientific  and  practical,  and 
the  result  was  that  there  were  to-day 
crowds   of   educated    men    who    looked 
to  those  who  had  provided  their  educa- 
tion to  provide  them  practically  with, 
a  career,   and  with  everything  ehe  in 
life,    instead   of   looking   to  themselves, 
to  develop  the  great  resources  of  the 
country.     These    resources    as    it    was 
were  being  left  to  be  exploited  by  people 
who  had  no  special  or  permanent  con- 
nection with  or  interest  in  the  country^ 
That  was  not  as  it  should  be.     Every- 
body in  India  was  agreed  upon  that» 
But  when  it  came  to  a  question  of  a 
remedy,    there    was   great   diversity   of 
opinion,  and  for  that  reason  he,  for  one^ 
was  not  prepared  to  make  any  sugges- 
tion ;   it   would   be   exceedingly   fooUsh. 
in  view  of  the  manifold  variety  of  opinion 
to  dogmatise  at  all  with  regard  to  any 
particular  remedy.    The   whole   system, 
of  education  all  the  way  through  was 
being  starved  for  want  of  money.     That 
was  the  root  of  the  whole  evil.    There 
was    an    altogether    inadequate    supply 
of  teachers,  and  they  did  not    always 
get  the  very  best  material  because  the 
inducements    offered    did    not    attract 
talent    to    the    profession.     Then    they 
were    lacking    in    training    colleges.     H 
they  had  training  colleges,  and  offered 
better  inducements,  things  would  very 
speedily  improve  in  that  respect.     The 
fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the  whole 
system   was   starved,  and    the   Grovem- 
ment  of    India    should    resolutely    face 
the    question    of   providing    in    a    very 
much  more   liberal   manner  than   they 
had  done  hitherto  for  this  great  worl^ 
He  would  not  like  to  say— there  would, 
perhaps,   be  no  justification  for  saying 
— that  the  domiciled  community  had  not 
received  their  due  share  of  educational 
facilities     compared     with     what     was 
spent  upon  the  natives,  but  they  saw 
that   in   that   connection    in   regard   to 
the  money  devoted  to  the  education  of 
the  domiciled  community  how  painfully 
inadequate    the    amount     was.      These 
people,  especially  the  Eurasians,  were  in 
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An  exceedingly  difficult  position.  There 
was  no  scope  for  them  amongst  the 
labouring  classes,  and  even  the  most 
incompetent  amongst  them,  without  a 
iairly  good  education  which  would  enable 
them  to  take  a  clerkship,  or  something 
of  that  kind,  were  in  an  exceedingly 
-(^fficult  and  deplorable  condition,  and 
the  demand  for  some  better  provision 
for  their  education  and  uplift  was  very 
strongly  called  for.  Referring  again 
to  the  discontent  and  unrest  that  pre- 
vailed in  some  parts  of  the  country,  in 
making  inquiries  he  found  it  was  very 
largely  a  schoolboy  agitation.  They 
had  set  their  hands  to  the  plough  and 
must  not  look  back.  A  great  deal  of 
the  trouble  arose  from  the  fact  that 
these  lads  were  half-educated.  The  kind 
of  education  they  had  received  had  not 
been  on  the  right  lines,  and  they  must 
remember  that  a  little  knowledge  was 
a  dangerous  thing.  We  were  not  in 
India  by  chance  or  for  what  we  could 
get  out  of  the  country.  We  were  there 
for  the  uplifting  of  the  people.  He 
sometimes  thought  it  would  be  one  of 
the  best  things  we  could  do  for  that 
country  greatly  to  enlarge  the  facilities 
for  adequate  and  proper  education  on 
the  right  lines.  A  few  years  ago  a 
popular  soldier  was  sent  to  India  with 
practically  a  free  hand  to  spend  ten 
millions  of  money  in  making  a  new 
redistribution  of  the  troops.  He  wished 
they  could  send  an  educational  expert 
and  enthusiast  to  India  with  a  free  hand 
to  spend  not  £10,000,000,  but  £20,000,000 
or  £30.000  000  during  the  next  ten  years. 
That  would  be  one  of  the  finest  things 
— it  would  make  those  ten  years  the 
best  and  the  work  done  would  redound 
more  to  our  credit  in  connection  with 
our  relations  with  India  than  anything 
during  our  past  connection.  He  had 
not  come  forward  with  any  suggestion 
of  his  own  with  regard  to  a  remedy.  He 
had  no  change  to  propose  at  this  stage. 
All  he  aeked  was  that  there  should  be 
an  impartial  inquiry  as  to  the  scope, 
character,  and  methods  of  our  education- 
al system  in  India.     He  begged  to  move. 

Mr.  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney, 
T^.)  in  seconding  the  Resolution,  said 
how  very  much  they  regretted  that 
the  new  Under  -  Secretary  for  India 
was  not  present.     He  was  sure  he  would 

Mi\  Laidlaw. 


wish  to  have  been  there,  and  made  his 
first    appearance    as    representative  of 
India  on  a  question  so   extremely  far- 
reaching    and    important    as    this.    He 
was  quite  sure,  from  the  Imperial  point 
of  view,  it  was  an  extremely  important 
question.      He  took  a  peculiar  interest 
in  it  because  some  years   ago  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Education  Department 
in    a     large    though    rather    backward 
province  in  India,  and  lie  remembered 
how  very  much  they  were  handicapped, 
by  want  not  only  of  funds,  but  of  any 
determinate  plans,  so  to  speak,  on  which 
education  was  being  carried  on.     There 
was  no  doubt  our  educational   position 
i:i  India  was  profoundly  unsatisfactory 
for  various  reasons,  as  to  both  quantity 
and  quality.     We  spent    on    education 
in     India      with      its      population    of 
250,000,000     only     about      £3,000,000. 
Compared     with    the     expenditure    on 
education      in     England       that       was 
ludicrous.     Fees    accounted    for    about 
£1,000,000  of  that,  £1,500,000  were  de- 
rived   from   provincial,  municipal,  and 
local  funds,  and  the  rest  was    provided 
by  the  Government  of    India.  That  was 
an    absurdly   small    amount    to    spend 
on  a    huge  country  like     India  where 
education  was  extremely  valued.     There 
was  no  want  of  enthusiasm  for  education 
in  India.    It  was  only  the  want  of  money 
that     prevented    the    development    of 
education.     That  was  a  most  deplorable 
thing,  and  it  reflected  a  certain  amount 
of  discredit  on  us  as  a  ruling  race  in 
India   that   we  spent  so  much  money 
on    fortifications    on    the    North-West 
against    a    purely    imaginary    danger. 
When   he   remembered   that   we   might 
have  spent  all  that  money  on  education, 
he  was  not  exactly  proud  of  the  Govern- 
ment  of   India.    As   regarded    primary 
education  he  thought  there  should  be 
in  every  village  a  primary  school,  and 
that  education  should  be  free,  and  they 
ought   to   have  in   as   many  places  as 
possible  a  secondary  school.     Education 
was   perhaps  more  important  in   India 
than  in  any  other  country  in  the  world. 
He  had  a  great  deal  to  do  at  oie  time  with 
a  certain  department  which  had  to  deal 
with     agricidtural    indebtedness.    Agri- 
culture  was   the  principal   industry  of 
India,  and  one  of  the  principal  reasoni 
of  the  distress  of  agriculturists  was  ihst 
they  were  in  a  state  of  indebtedness  all 
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over  the  country  and  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  money-lenders.  He  did  not  want 
to  say  anything  against  the  money- 
lenders who  performed  a  useful  part. 
They  served  to  bridge  over  hard  times, 
and  on  the  whole  he  did  not  know  that 
they  were  more  grasping  or  more  hard 
than  money-lenders  in  any  other  part 
of  the  world.  But  when  he  looked  into 
the  debts  and  the  history  of  their  in- 
debtedness, he  found  that  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal causes  why  agriculturists  were  in  such 
a  hopeless  condition  was  that  they  were 
unable  to  contest  the  figures  of  their 
creditors  or  to  tell  the  history  of  the 
debt,  being  imable  to  read  or  write. 
They  cotild  not  keep  any  check  what- 
ever on  the  operations  of  the  money- 
lenders, and  that  was  one  of  the  reasons 
why  they  wanted  education.  If  the  people 
could  only  learn  how  to  read  and  write 
and  ddd  simple  figures,  that  would  make 
a  very  great  difference  in  their  well-being. 
There  was  also  a  great  want  of  technical 
education  in  India,  although  there  was  no 
want  of  technical  ability.  More  agri- 
cultural instruction  was  also  required. 
This  want  had,  he  was  aware,  been  re- 
moved of  late  to  a  certain  extent,  but 
not  so  much  as  it  ought  to  have  been. 
There  was  a  great  deal  more  required 
to  be  done  in  all  the  secondary  branches 
of  education.  In  aUuding  to  higher 
education  one  touched  upon  more  diffi- 
cult ground.  He  was  aware  that  some 
people  held  the  view  that  the  higher 
education  in  our  universities  only  tended 
to  make  disloyal  subjects.  This  was 
the  fault  not  so  much  of  the  education  as 
of  the  manner  in  which  it  was  imparted. 
In  the  old  days  more  individual  attention 
was  paid  to  the  students  by  the  professors 
in  our  universities.  This  was  important 
because  the  Indian  student  was  a  man 
who  responded  very  readily  to  sympathy. 
He  was  extremely  amenable,  and  if  they 
could  introduce  more  of  the  old  personal 
feeling,  which  used  to  exist  between 
the  professors  and  their  pupils,  they 
would  be  going  a  long  distance  towards 
removing  some  of  the  evils  of  the 
system  of  higher  education  in  India. 
Under  the  present  system  the  young  man 
had  to  study  with  a  large  class  of  other 
students,  and  the  professors  could  not 
introduce  that  personal  sjrsmpathy  which 
was  the  true  secret  of  all  our  rule  in 
India,  and  the  want  of  which  was  the 


real  root  of  all  our  difficulties.  Thi» 
was  all  a  matter  of  money,  for  if  they 
sent  out  more  professors  and  had  a  more 
careful  selection  of  students  they  wouhi 
do  away  with  a  good  many  of  the  diffi- 
ctilties.  The  present  system  might  be 
described  as  pouring  new  wine  into  old 
bottles.  The  Indian  students  had  already 
assimilated  the  philosophy  of  the  West, 
but  they  did  not  know  how  to  apply 
it  because  they  had  not  been  properly 
trained  and  led  by  the  sympathetic 
treatment  of  their  professors  to  under- 
stand what  western  ideas  really  meant» 
He  had  met  Indian  gentlemen  of  high 
education  with  whom  he  could  talk  as 
freely  as  he  could  with  any  Englishman, 
and  who  could  speak  with  him  on  equal 
terms  on  these  great  questions.  The7 
had  to  take  care  that  the  rising  generation 
of  India  was  brought  up  in  such  a  w&y 
that  they  would  be  able  to  absorb  the 
real  spirit  of  western  culture  and  assimi- 
late it  to  the  spirit  of  eastern  culture^ 
If  they  would  treat  Indian  students  in 
this  way  they  would  find  that  a  great 
many  of  the  difficulties  existing  at 
present  would  disappear.  They  were 
bound  to  go  forward  in  this  matter 
because  it  was  too  late  to  turn  back. 
If  they  persevered  with  the  sympathetic 
treatment  of  these  Indian  students  he 
felt  sure  that  in  the  future  they  would 
have  no  reason  to  complain  of  having* 
introduced  western  culture  in  India.  He 
was  aware  that  for  all  these  things  they 
required  more  money,  and  they  would 
have  to  spend  a  great  deal  more  money* 
in  the  future  upon  education  in  India. 
It  was  necessary  for  them  to  introduce- 
fresh  spheres  of  industry.  India  was  not 
a  poor  but  a  rich  country,  enormously 
rich  in  mines,  but  the  natural  resources  of* 
India  were  not  properly  exploited.  To' 
do  that,  more  education  was  required. 
It  was  lamentable  the  amour.t  of  brain* 
power  that  was  being  wasted  in  India.. 
Many  new  industries  might  be  introduced. 
Some  hope  should  be  held  out  that  the- 
Government  of  India  would  institute- 
an  inquiry  into  the  present  condition 
of  education  in  India  and  suggest  how 
it  might  be  improved  and  developed.. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  the  time  has  come  for  an  im- 
partial and  searching  inquiry  into  the- 
scope,  character,  and  methods  of  educa- 
tion in  India. — {Mr.  Laidlaw,) 
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*Mr.  KEIR  H ARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
expressed  regret  that  during  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject  the  Government  of 
India  were  not  represented  on  the 
Crovemment  Benches.  It  was  a  very 
serious  state  of  affairs.  It  was  also  to 
he  regretted  that  the  head  of  a  great 
Department  like  the  India  Office  should 
not  sit  in  that  House,  but  in  another 
place. ^  He  endorsed  what  had  been 
said  by  the  mover  and  seconder  of  the 
Resolution  concerning  the  importance 
of  the  question  of  the  education  of  the 
people  of  India.  The  condition  of  the 
village  industries  of  India  could  be  vastly 
improved  if  only  technical  instruction 
were  imparted  to  those  who  had  followed 
certain  occupations  for  aiies,  but  who 
continued  to  pursue  them  in  accordance 
with  the  methods  which  obtained  genera- 
tions ago.  It  had  been  estimated  tha^ 
the  produce  of  the  soil  at  present  mider 
cultivation  in  India  might  be  increased 
by  from  30  to  50  per  cent,  if  more  modem 
methods  of  agriculture  were  employed. 
It  could  not  be  alleged  that  the  paucity 
of  education  in  India  was  due  to  any 
want  of  desire  on  the  part  of  the  people 
to  have  better  education  for  their 
children.  One  of  the  thmgs  that 
impressed  him  most  in  the  country 
villajies  of  India  was  to  find  the  sons 
of  ryots  coming  long  distances  and 
paying  what  for  them  were  heav}' 
fees  in  order  to  attend  school.  The 
village  schools  were  crowded.  There 
was  the  further  fact  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  owing  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  there  was 
now  growing  up  in  India,  and  especially 
in  Hengal,  an  educational  movement 
apart  altogotlior  from  and  without  the 
control  of  tilt*  Goveninient  educational 
institutiniis.  Jt  was  entirely  (»\ving  to 
the  ])oli(V  which  wa.s  being  pursued 
towanls  th(*  schools  both  «>f  the  higher 
and  of  the  lower  grades.  In  this,  as  in 
inuiiy  other  respects,  the  native  states 
were  setting  an  example  which  might 
with  advantage  be  followed  by  our  own  . 
Government.  Baroda  and  Mysore  in  ! 
particular  btood  out  a.<  examples  of 
what  could  be  done  when  the  Government  \ 
determine*!  to  make  educati<ni  a  matter- 
of  real  importanre.  In  Mysore  for  | 
example,  actording  to  the  Hgiires  in  the  | 
Inspe'tor's Report  for  190G,  the  expendi- 
ture  on  schools  was  made  up  of  78  per 


cent,  from  public  funds,  11  per  cent, 
from  fees,  the  remainder  being  made 
good  from  endowments  and  otlier 
sources  of  income  of  a  miscellaneoiu 
character.  In  East  Bengal  the  figui^ 
were  45  per  cent,  from  public  funds. 
38  per  cent,  from  fees.  He  thou^t 
these  figures  were  in  themselves  sufficient 
to  justify  some  inquiry  into  the  methods 
of  education.  According  to  the  Inspec- 
tor's Report  the  amount  spent  on  educ- 
tion in  the  State  of  Mysore  was  equal  to 
a  rate  of  four  annas  per  head  of  the 
population,  and  according  to  the  figuzea 
given  by  his  hon.  friend  opposite 
the  expenditure  in  British  India 
amounted  to  something  less  than  Id. 
per  head.  In  Baroda  education  for  all 
classes  was  free  and  compulsory.  What 
was  being  done  by  native  States  ought 
surely  to  be  done  under  British  administza* 
tion.  He  rose  particularly  to  give  one  or 
two  illustrations  of  the  way  in  which  the 
authorities  were  seeking  to  hamper  and 
interfere  with  the  education  of  the  youth 
of  India.  He  would  not  refer  on  that 
occasion  to  the  University  Conmussion 
Report,  where  it  was  expressly  laid  down 
that  the  fees  for  entrance  to  the  higher 
grade  schools  should  not  be  so  low  as  to 
encourage  boys  to  enter  them  who  were 
not  suited  for  rising  in  the  higher  walks 
of  life.  He  wanted  to  deal  in  particular 
with  what  was  known  as  the  Barisal 
case.  In  a  circular  which  had  been 
issued  by  the  Indian  Home  Office  it  was 
laid  down  that  certain  schools  were  being 
used  for  the  purposes  of  political  propa- 
ganda. Certain  pains  and  penalties  were 
outlined  which  were  to  be  applied  to 
schools  in  which  political  propaganda 
was  indulged  in.  During  his  visit  to 
Barisal  a  case  was  brought  to  his  notice 
which  he  thought  the  representatives  of 
the  India  Office  ought  to  know  about, 
with  the  view,  if  possible,  of  having  it  put 
riglit.  In  April  last  year  Mr.  Sharp,  In- 
spector  of  Education,  complained  that 
the  schools  at  Barisal  were  being  used  as 
a  sort  of  harbour  of  refuge  for  rebels  and 
others,  that  one  of  the  professors  had 
])reached  sedition  in  certain  villages,  and 
that  one  of  the  students  had  attended  a 
meeting  at  which  seditious  speeches  were 
made.  The  head  of  the  institation 
pointed  out  that  the  student  had  with- 
drawn from  the  college  altogether,  his 
time  bciug  expired  before  the  meeting 
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in  India,  and  especially  into  the  question 
low  far  the  Government  of  India «jwas 
punishing  schools  for  aUeged  political 
malpractices  which  had  not  been  shown 
to  exist.  No  one  could  visit  India  with- 
out being  impressed  with  the  great  need 
which  existed  for  the  better  education 
of  Indian  children.  If  only  a  tenth 
part  of  the  money  which  was  being 
wasted  on  military  operations  were 
diverted  to  education,  the. result  would 
be  a  gain  to  the  people  of  India  and 
increased  prestige  to  the  people  at 
home. 

♦Mr.   REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
congratulated    the    hon.    Member    for 
Merthyr    Tydvil  on  the   comparatively 
moderate    speech    he   had    made.      He 
agreed   with   much  of  what^had   been 
said     regarding     the     native     States, 
but    he    would    point    out    that    the 
hon.    Member    had    been    most    unfor- 
tunate  in   his  selection   of   the   native 
States  which  he  had  named.    It     was 
quite  true  that  education  in  Mysore  was 
highly    developed,    but    hon.    Members 
knew   that    this   development    occurred 
under  the  administration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  when  the  rendition 
took  place  the   public  servants,   whom 
the  Government  of  India  had  employed 
were    retained.     The    administration  of 
Mysore    continued   up   to   the  fpresent 
day   was    as    British    in   character    as 
it    was   during  the    fifty    years   when 
the  administration  was  actually  British. 
The   hon.    Member   who   seconded    the 
Motion  had  asked  why  they  should  waste 
so  much  money  on  the  defence  of  India 
instead    of    spending   it    on    education. 
It  was  because  of  the  peace  which  our 
military  expenditure  introduced  in  India 
that  they  were  able  to  attend  to  education 
at  all.     Pre\'iously,  the  native  States  were 
employed    in    petty    warfare    with    one 
another,  and  there  was  no  education  at  all. 
No  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  able  to  make 
out  any  case  against  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect.     He  would  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  who  had  travelled  as  very  few 
men  had,  why  he  should  condemn  the 
insularity   of    this    House    in    debating 
at   such   lengrh   the   proper    number   of 
public-houses,    while     he    ignored     the 
fact   that    if    it    were  not   for  the  mili- 


referred  to,  that  he  had  made  it  a  rule 
not  to  allow  students  to  take  part  in  such 
meetings,  and  that  the  professor  referred 
to  was  on  holiday  at  the  time  he  com- 
mitted the  alleged  ofEence.  The  corres- 
pondence on  this  matter  went  on  for  some 
time.  The  police  of  the  district  supplied 
the  authorities  as  usual  with  all  sorts  of 
misleading  information,  and  the  final 
result  was  that  the  grant  to  the  school  was 
withdrawn,  and  the  threat  held  out  thit 
the  right  to  be  examined  for  entrance 
to  Calcutta  University  would  be  with- 
drawn. It  seemed  to  him  that  that 
was  a  case  requiring  some  investiga- 
tion. He  had  gone  through  the  whole 
of  the  correspondence,  and  there  was 
no  proof  to  substantiate  the  charges 
which  had  been  levelled  against  the 
school  or  its  administration.  That  being 
80  the  school  ought  to  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue its  privileges  until  at  least  some- 
thing could  be  proved  against  it.  At 
Sera j -Gunge  there  were  two  hizhe:  grade 
schools  of   a    semi-private  kind.     Both 

enjoyed     a    reputation    as    centres    of 

education.      It  appeared  that  in  April 

last  year  a  local  banker  was  alleged  to 

have    been    assaulted    by    school   boys. 

The     official     statement     showed    that 

what   he  coaipl  iine  I    of    was   that  the 

boys    made    a    noise,    that    his    horse 

shied,   that    stones    were    thrown,    and 

that  his  hat  fell  to  the  ground.     Beyond 

thu  nothing  seemed  to  have  happened, 

but  the  Government  education  authori- 
ties   insisted  on    the    schools    managers 

discovering  the   boys    alleged    to    have 

been  guilty  of   the   assault  and   having 

them    punished.      The    master    replied 

that  he  did   not    know    the    boys  and 

that  it   was   not   his   business   to   play 

the  part  of  the  police.     Then  the  grant 

to   the   school   was   withdrawn,   and   it 

was    still    withdrawn,    and    boys    who 

desired  to  go  up  to  the  university  for 

examination  were  barred  from  doing  so. 

He  respectfully  submitted  that  action  of 

tint   kind   was  not  consistent  with  our 

whole  policy  with  regard  to  education. 

If  anyone  had  been  guilty,  by  all  means 

let  him  be  punished,  but  to  punish  a 

whole  school  for  what  might  have  been 

the  horseplay  of  a  few  boys  was  neither 

logical  nor  just.     He  hoped  a  promise 

would  be  given  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  there  would  be  full  inquiry 

into  the  whole  of  the  state  of  education  I  tary  expenditure  in  India  there  would 
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not  be  that  peace  which,  he  would 
allow,  made  educa'ion  possible.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottirgham  seemed  to 
imagine  that  we  could  maintain  peace, 
perfect  peace  in  India  by  means  of 
agreement  with  European  powers  and 
ii\ithdraw  the  British  Army. 


Sir  H.  COTTON(Nottingmm,E.)  said 
he  never  made  such  a  statement. 


♦Mr.  REES  said  that  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member's  little  book  on  India 
practically  stated  what  he  had  just  said. 
He  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil  was  unfortunate  in 
citing  the  case  of  Mysore,  and  he 
objected  to  any  deductions  regarding 
the  treatment  of  educational  institutions 
by  the  Government  of  India  being  drawn 
from  the  district  of  Barisal.  That  was 
the  only  district  in  India  in  which  the 
Government  found  it  necessary  to  apply 
the  Seditious  Meetings  Act.  He  pro- 
tested against  any  deductions  being  made 
from  what  had  taken  place  in  one  town 
of  one  district  of  one  pro^^nce  in  the  gieat 
Empire  of  India.  His  hon.  friend  who 
moved  the  Resolution  was  anxious  that 
the  Government  of  India  should  spend 
immensely  large  sums  on  education,  but 
where  was  he  going  to  get  the  money  ? 
This  was  not  a  case  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  Monte  Cristo  gold  mine. 
To  carry  out  the  hon.  Member's  views  the 
taxation  of  India  would  have  to  be 
enormously  increased,  and  that  was 
the  one  thing  which  should  be  most  care- 
fully avoided.  The  hon.  Member  hid 
talked  about  sending  out  an  enthusiast  on 
education  with  thirty  millions  of  money, 
but  he  protested  that  an  enthusiast 
would  prob  bly  do  an  infinite  amount  of 
mischief.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
our  fellow  countrymen,  with  their  long 
experience  of  government  in  India,  were 
so  ignorant  or  malevolent  that  they  did 
not  make  the  best  possible  use  of  the 
money  collected  from  the  people,  and 
that  that  money  should  be  largely  in- 
creased for  the  purpose  of  hurling  educa- 
tion at  those  who — he  did  not  say  did 
not  want  it,  but  who  were  not  in  a  position 
to  pay  for  it,  and  did  not  ask  for  more  of 
it  ?  His  hon.  friend  who  moved  the  motion 
had  said  that  there  had  been  no  inquiry 
into  education  in  India  since  Sir  William 

Mr.  Rees. 
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Hunter's   Commission    in    1882.    Suidv 
his  hon.  friend  did  not  believe  that  nothiof 
could  be  done  without  a  CommissioQ  (^ 
Inquiry  !    During  the  last  five  years  the 
whole  educational  system  of  India  had 
been  over-hauled  in  the  completest  way 
possible  ;    there  had    been  arrangements 
made  f  jr  co-ordination  which  had  never 
been  possible  before ;     the  heads  of  de- 
partments had  met  together   and  had 
made  every  possible  effort   to  improve 
the   educational   system.     He    admitted 
that  this  question  was  of  the  greatest 
importance,  but  it  should  not  be  judged 
as   at  least  one    hon.    Gentleman    had 
judged     it,    from    the     standpoint    of 
the    conduct    of    a    few     students    in 
one    school    in    one    district     in     one 
province.        That  was  not   the  way  to 
bring  such  an  important  question  before 
the  House.     His  hon.  friend  the  mover 
hid  said  that  he  wanted  free  elementary 
education    throughout    India.     Did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  know  what  the  parents 
of  the  children  really  paid  for  elemen- 
tary   education     in      India  ?       It   was 
the    merest   bagatelle,    and    elementary 
education   was  already  practically  free. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  that  the 
State  was  to  provide  large  sums  of  money 
to  build  schools  in  every  village  in  India, 
he  was  proposing  to  penalise  the  people 
of  the  country  to  an  extent  that  could 
be  hardly  appreciated.     They  would  have 
to  screw  up  the  Land  Tax,  which  was 
at  present  moderate,  to  the  sort  of  figure 
which  was  falsely  and  ignorantly  asserted 
now  obtained.  Again,  with  what  countries 
was  the  education  in   India  compared 
when  the  backward  condition  of  educa- 
tion in  India  was  spoken  of  ?     It  was 
said  that  four  out  of  every  five  Indian 
villages  had  no  school,  that  three  out 
of  every  four  boys  had  no  education, 
that  only  one  girl  out  of  every  forty 
was  at  school.      But  hon.  Members  were 
comparing  an  Oriental  Empire  with  thi* 
island  ;     and  was  there  any  reason  in 
that  ?     There    was    no    possible    basis 
for  a  comparision  between  aa  Oriental 
Empire     and    a     Western     isl^d.     If 
his  friends  wanted  to  contrast  the  relative 
goodness  or  badness  of  the  education 
in  our  Indian  Empire,  let  them  compare 
it  with  that  of  other  Oriental  countries. 
[An    Hon.    Member  :        Japan.]    But 
•Japan    was    only     one    country    and 
he    regretted    he    had    not    the    bct% 
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but  he  understood  that  already  some 
of  the  characteristic  virtues  of 
the  people  were  threatened.  The 
nearest  Oriental  country  to  India  was 
China,  and  nobody  had  thought  that 
the  information  in  regard  to  education 
in  China  was  worth  collecting.  He 
submitted  that  to  compare  the  educa- 
tional figures  of  India  with  those  of 
this  country  was  to  fall  into  a  gulf  of 
insularity  that  was  abysmal.  If 
knowledge  was  not  comparative,  what 
value  could  attach  to  the  statements 
of  his  hon.  friend?  They  were  told 
that  there  were  1,000,000  natives  in 
India  who  were  to  some  extent  literate  in 
English.  The  inference  he  drew  from  that 
fact  was  that  so  much  attention  should 
not  be  paid  to  those  who  spoke  for  this 
small  fraction  of  the  population,  but 
that  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  get 
at  the  feelings  of  the  real  masses,  who 
were  not  denationalised,  and  who  had 
not  forsaken  all  the  habits  and  customs 
of  their  country.  His  hon.  friend  had 
referred  to  Sir  W.  Hunter's  Commission. 
Ho  remembered  that  Sir  W.  Hunter 
said  that,  as  the  result  of  the  present 
educational  system,  the  original  prin- 
ciples of  which  had  been  laid  down  in 
1854,  we  should  have  a  loyal  India,  and 
that  the  educated  classes  would  not  want 
to  get  rid  of  us.  Now,  if  there  was  one 
class  which  desired  to  get  rid  of  us  it 
was  that  very  class  of  people  who  had 
received  a  sort  of  English  education. 
The  education  given  to  the  masses  of 
the  people  of  India  where  it  was  desired, 
should  be  suited  to  those  who  received 
it  ;  it  should  be  given  in  the  vernacular, 
and  should  lay  before  them  the  former 
state  of  the  country,  the  anarchy  and 
misery  from  which  they  had  emerged,  and 
the  great  benefits  they  now  enjoyed  from 
British  rule.  That  was  far  from  the 
result  upon  those  who  were  at  present 
literate  in  English.  No  reference  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  moved  and  seconded  the  Resolution 
to  the  fact  that  the  present  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  appointed  two 
educationists  to  his  Council,  one  a 
native  gentleman  of  great  experience 
in  education  in  a  native  State,  and  the 
other  a  European  of  high  educational 
authority.  The  present  Government  of 
India,  under  Lord  Minto,  was  also 
considering  what  great  advantage  could 
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be  gained  by  making  elementary  educa- 
tion throughout  India  free — a  pro- 
position which  he  understood  from 
inquiry  had  not  met  with  very  general 
support.  Then,  comments  had  been 
made  by  his  hon.  friends  upon  the  expen- 
diture on  education  in  India.  He  saw 
that  there  had  been  an  annual  increase 
in  the  last  thirty  years  of  a  quarter  of  a 
million  in  the  amount  spent  upon  educa- 
tion. He  did  not  know  why  this  should 
be  the  subject  of  criticism,  when  he  con- 
sidered that  eighty  per  cent,  of  the  popu- 
lation of  India  were  agriculturists  in  a 
small  way,  and  were  not  in  need  of  that 
kind  of  education  which  would  make 
them  discontented  with  their  occupation 
and  their  rulers.  It  was  at  least  doubtful, 
in  his  opinion,  whether  there  was  any 
particular  need  for  taxing  them  in  order 
to  hurl  at  them  a  system  of  education 
for  which  they  had  not  asked.  The 
sum  spent  on  education  produced 
annually  1,500  B.A.'s  and  8,000 
graduates  whose  conduct  had  not  been 
such  as  to  encourage  the  Government  to 
make  the  sum  larger.  Was  it  certain 
that  this  sum  was  inadequate  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  State  ?  His 
memory  would  not  serve  him  to  recall 
the  many  classes  of  colleges  and  schools 
which  existed  in  India,  and  it  was  ex- 
traordinary that  this  system  of  educa- 
tion should  be  so  complex,  so  complete, 
and  so  widely  dispe  sed  in  India  as  it 
was.  It  was  not  as  if  it  were  a  case  of 
European  countries,  where  the  Govern- 
ment had  yielded  yard  by  yard  in  re- 
sistance to  the  demand  made  upon  it,  but 
the  Government  of  India  had,  out  of 
its  own  conscientiousness  and  its  own 
sense  of  what  was  right  and  just  to 
the  people,  practically  thrust  upon  them 
this  education.  He  did  not  say  that 
the  people  had  not  readily  assimilated  it, 
that  was  to  say,  the  upper  classes,  such 
as  the  Brahmins,  the  landlords,  and 
particularly  those  in  Bengal — those  upper 
castes  whose  electioneering  ti  lent  and 
political  insMn^t  were  so  great  that 
although  they  were  members  of  a 
privileged  class,  and  aristocrats  of  the 
most  distinguished  position,  they  had 
persuaded  the  democratic  Members  of 
this  House  who  sat  upon  the  opposite 
bench  and  the  Radical  Members  who  sat 
on  that  side,  that  they  were  their  natural 
allies,   and  had  induced  them  to  make 
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common  cause  against  the  interests  of 
the  masses  of  their  fellow-countrymen. 
What  was  this  education  in  India 
into  which  they  were  asked  to  have 
an  inquiry  ?  There  were  five  Univer- 
sities after  the  model  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  London,  and  they  controlled 
nearly  200*  colleges  and  about  23,000 
students.  It  was  originally  intended 
that  supervising  office  is  should  inspect 
these  colleges  in  order  that  they  should  be 
kept  in  some  control ;  but  that  did  not 
happen,  and  these  colleges  had  been 
left  to  their  own  devices.  Very  soon 
it  became  apparent  that  English  edu- 
cation had  a  marketable  value  how- 
ever imperfect  it  was,  and  these  colleges 
were  used  not  for  the  furtherance  of 
education  or  for  the  keeping  up  of  educa- 
tional standards,  but  for  the  easy  ac- 
quirement of  a  Bachelorship  of  Arts,  or 
failing  that  a  subordinate  qualification 
which  might  give  a  claim  to  a  clerk- 
ship. In  this  way  the  standard  of 
education  fell  below  that  which  was 
originally  intended  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment desired  to  keep  up,  and  a  con- 
ference was  held  on  the  subject  in  1905. 
The  Government  of  India  proposed  to 
the  provincial  governments  of  India 
that  they  should  make  the  care  of  ele- 
mentary education  in  India  one  of  their 
chief  concerns,  and  not  only  did  the 
former  Government  profess  that  desire 
but  they  gave  a  grant  of  some  £200,000 
a  year  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
local  governments  to  carry  it  out,  and 
they  had  made  that  grant  annually 
ever  since.  It  had  become  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  senates  of  these 
Universities  and  the  governing  bodies 
should  be  reconstituted,  and  they  were 
reconstituted  by  an  Act  passed  after  the 
fullest  possible  inquiry  by  the  late  Viceroy 
after  commmiication  with  every  important 
educational  authority  in  India,  in  order  to 
keep'upthe  standard  of  those  colleges  which 
were  affiliated  to  those  Universities.  And 
what  was  the  result  ?  A  storm  of 
protest,  and  the  Viceroy  who  had  car- 
ried that  measure  left  India  under  a 
cloud  of  obloquy,  and  amidst  a  storm  of 
abuse.  This  was  because  of  the  reform 
of  these  Universities  and  colleges  in  order 
to  keep  up  the  standard  of  education  and 
prevent  them  from  turning  out  half 
educated  graduates  and  scholars.  The 
object  of  the  scholars  too  often 
Mr.  Bees, 


was  not  education  but  to  write 
B.A.  after  their  names,  and  it  wu 
because  he  desired  to  prevent  this 
state  of  things  that  the  late  Viceroy  left 
India  one  of  the  most  unpopular  of  men, 
and  it  was  this  and  nothing  else  vhich 
led  to  his  being  the  victim  of  most  gross 
and  unfair  abuse  by  the  vernacular  Pressof 
Bengal.  The  Government  properly  pro- 
ceeded on  the  basis  of  allowing  the  Univc^ 
sities  to  reform  themselves.  An  in- 
spector of  education,  Mr.  Orange,  was 
brought  out  from  England,  and  after  his 
arrival  he  believed  a  new  era  of  educa- 
tional efficiency  began  in  India,  just  as  a 
new  era  of  administrative  efficiency  began 
in  England  when  the  House  of  Orange 
came  here.  He  did  not  attribute  thw, 
however,  to  the  introduction  of  a 
stranger  f  :om  England  to  the  chief  place 
in  the  educational  hierarchy.  Another 
step  had  been  taken  by  the  late 
administration  in  India.  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  had  the  courage  to 
point  out  that  in  the  schools  of  India 
the  vernacular  was  not  sufficiently  taught. 
That  was  the  fact,  and  it  was  also  the 
fact  that  our  public  servants  were  not 
able  to  converse  easily  with  the  natives. 
The  Government  insisted  that  education 
should  be  given  in  the  vernacular  lan- 
guage, and  no  step  was  more  necessary 
in  our  educational  arrangements  in  India. 
Then  as  to  secondary  education,  new 
training  schools  had  been  opened;  and  in 
regard  to  prinlary  education,  more  and  bet- 
ter teachers  were  appointed,  the  inspecting 
staif  was  increased,  and  the  industrial 
and  commercial  branches  were  developed. 
He  could  remember  the  way  in  which 
senates  of  Universities  were  formed. 
Everybody  who  was  of  any  importance, 
or  thought  himself  to  be  of  any  import- 
ance, became  a  fellow  of  his  local  Uni- 
versity. In  the  time  of  the  late  Viceroy 
this  matter  was  altered  and  eenates 
more  capable  of  performing  the  duties 
were  appointed.  In  addition  hostels 
were  founded  in  order  to  give  the 
students  somewhere  to  live,  a  most 
necessary  provision,  because  he  would 
really  hesitate  to  tell  the  House  the 
manner  in  which  those  students  who 
ought  to  be  in  a  state  of  j^  pupil- 
age lived,  and  the  conditions  of 
the  quarters  of  the  towns  in  which 
they  dwelt.  Efforts  were  also  made  to 
remove  politics  from  the  purview  of  these 
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educational  institutions,  and  to  keep 
boys  from  college  out  of  brawls  in  which 
they  were  far  too  prone  to  indulge. 
But  the  reforms  which  had  lately  taken 
place  did  not  stop  there.,  training 
schools  were  opened  for  Hindoo  and 
Mahomedan  widows  and  the  wives  of 
masters,  so  that  there  might  be  women 
capable  of  inspection  for  education  pur- 
poses, and  of  giving  zenana  teaching 
to  girls  of  high  class  families.  Another 
step  had  been  taken  by  improving 
Bengal  into  two  administrations  with 
equal  rank,  the  original  province,  equal 
in  size  to  over  a  dozen  Scotlands  and  in 
population  to  two  Great  Britains  and  Ire- 
lands,  having  been  too  large  to  manage. 
He  thought  that  these  and  other  measures 
ought  to  be  mentioned  to  show  that  the 
Government  of  India  did  not  lie  under 
the  accusation  of  being  indifferent  to 
education  or  had  not  provided  sufficient 
funds  for  it.  A  searching  inquiry  into 
the  scope,  character,  and  methods  of  educa- 
tion in  India  was  in  his  judgment  uncalled 
for  and  might  at  the  present  moment 
do  more  harm  than  good.  Nothing 
could  be  less  justifiable  than  this  charge, 
though  of  course  it  might  fairly  be  said 
against  our  system  of  education  that  it 
destroyed  that  reverence  for  authority 
which  was  desirable,  and  that  instead  of 
being  brought  up  to  reverence  his  parents, 
his  religion,  his  country,  and  his  Govern- 
ment, the  Indian  student  was  brought 
up  now  to  show  no  respect  for 
anybody  else,  and  little  for  him- 
self. A  change  was  needed  in  that 
respect.  The  Government  of  India 
worked  under  extraordinary  limitations. 
It  had  to  divorce  education  from  religion 
and  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  this 
particular  difficulty  had  escaped  its 
notice.  The  Government  of  India  had 
had  it  before  them  over  and  over  again 
and  they  had  attempted  to  deal  with  it 
by  prescribing  text-books  and  by 
other  measures.  But  the  difficulty 
was  inherent  in  the  situation.  The 
Government  of  India  could  only  be 
neutral  as  to  religious  instruction, 
and  therefore  we  should  have  to 
put  up  with  this  difficulty  and  the 
difficulties  we  were  now  exposed  to  would 
multiply  and  increase.  He  had  seen 
a  statement  made  by  the  superintendent 
of  the  municipal  schools  of  Bombay. 
That  gentleman  was  a  Parsee  and  there - 
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fore  impartial  as   well  as  capable.     He 
said — 

"  The  Indian  student  does  not  command 
much  influence  among  the  masses  of  his  country- 
men and  does  not  represent  them." 

He  believed  that  to  be  literally  true. 
There  must  be  something  wrong  he 
thought  about  a  system  of  education 
which  produced  students  of  whom  such 
things  could  be  said  and  which  turned 
out  so  many  lawyers  that  the  people 
talked  of  our  Government  as  the  **  King- 
dom of  the  Lawyers."  These  lawyers 
said :  "  Who  says  we  are  not  capable  of 
ruling  India  ?  We  rule  India  now." 
Mr.  Bepin  Chandra  Pal  hid  said  that. 
Yes,  but  subject  to  the  impartial  British 
supervision.  It  was  that  feature  of  the 
system  of  which  they  desired  to  be  rid. 
Did  his  hon.  friend  approve  of  the  char- 
acter of  the  educational  establishments 
in  Bengal,  for  instance,  and  of  their 
results?  He  did  not  think  an  inquiry 
of  the  kind  asked  for  would  remove 
the  real  educational  difficulty  of  our 
government  of  India.  He  did  not  know 
how  it  could  be  removed,  but  if 
it  could  it  would  be  a  great  step 
forward.  Those  who  were  responsible 
for  this  system  of  education  so  little 
knew  what  they  were  doing  that  Lord 
Macauley  in  1836  said  that  if  his  advice 
was  taken  there  would  not  be  an  idolator 
in  Bengal  in  thirty  years  time  !  If  any 
change  was  to  be  made  it  should  be  in 
the  direction  of  going  back  as  far  as 
possible  to  the  vernacular  languages. 
We  wanted  to  depart  from  the  principle 
of  teaching  everything  through  the 
medium  of  the  English  language  and 
from  inculcating  the  principle  that  any- 
thing that  is  good  for  this  country  must 
of  a  necessity  be  good  for  India.  li 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  institute  an 
inquiry  or  Commission  which  would 
remove  this  difficulty,  he  himself  would 
gladly  vote  foi  it.  But  because  he 
believed  that  no  inquiry  would  be  able 
to  solve  this  question  and  that  an  inquiry 
now  would  only  have  the  effect  of  stirring 
up  factious  agitation  which  was  now  on 
the  wane,  he  should  vote  against  the 
Motion. 

♦Sir  J.  JARDINE  (Roxburghshire) 
said  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken  strongly 
against  the  Motion,  but  he  was  only  a 
private    Member,    and    the    House    had 
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the  right  to  hear  any  political  reasons 
there  might  be  against  the  inquiry  from 
the  responsible  representative  of  the 
India  Office.  In  these  Indian  debates 
there  were  so  many  Members  of.  great 
Indian  experience  and  sometimes  of 
high  position  who  wished  to  speak  that 
they  were  almost  bound  to  speak  with 
their  eyes  on  the  clock. 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty 
Members  were  not  present.  House 
counted ;  and,  forty  Members  being  found 
present — 

♦Sir  J.  JARDINE,  continuing,  baid 
that  this  being  the  great  inquest  of  the 
nation  it  must  not  be  supposed  that 
the  discussion  must  mean  censure  of 
the  Government  of  India.  He  agreed 
very  much  with  what  had  been  said 
by  the  mover  and  seconder  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  concurred  in  the  view  that 
more  education  was  wanted,  and  that 
it  would  have  an  extremely  beneficial 
effect  on  the  masses  of  the  people.  It 
was  necessary  to  put  the  ryots  aiul 
the  peasantry  upon  something  like  fair 
terms  with  the  inoney-lenders  and  the 
petty  officials  who  now  tormented  thoin. 
Without  doubt,  ii  regard  to  processes 
of  agriculture  and  manufacture  of  many 
kinds,  technical  education  would  prove 
a  great  blessing  in  Ii'dir..  He  hc.rl  luid 
the  opportunity  of  ()])sorvirg  th<^  work 
done  by  colleges  and  Universities  in 
higher  education,  and  he  could  say  that 
in  India,  as  in  this  country,  and  as  i?i 
Ancient  (Jreece,  learning  had  been  well 
justified  of  her  children.  Minli  of  the 
improvement,  the  social  reforms,  the  pro- 
gress in  practical  arts  andii  development 
of  the  resources  of  the  countrv  had  been 
started  and  carried  out  by  natives 
who  had  received  the  benefit  of  higher 
education.  It  was  ono  of  those  matters 
wl'jch  might  well  be  submitted  to  in- 
quiry. It  was  admitted  that  by  means 
of  the  colleges  and  Universities  the 
public  service  had  been  supplied  and 
advanced  both  in  learning  and  integrity. 
That  was  one  of  the  comnKuiplaces  they 
might  hear  anv  day  from  Indian  states- 
men at  prize-givings.  The  new  education 
had  really  changed  the  whole  state  of 
things.  The  subject  was  often  com- 
plicated by  discussions  as  to  the 
eifect     of    University    education     upon 

Sir  J,  Janline. 


speculative    political    thought  a&d  ^1 
loyalty    of    the    people.       He  tlioi|^l 

these  things  were  beyond  the  qnotiil 
It    was   difficult    to     know   how 
was    due     to     education.      Once  tkjl 
had      wakened       up        the     mind  Hi 
think    in     unaccustomed     grooves  Afll 
they    got    an    element     of    specsklnl 
thought    thrown    across    the    landMifi| 
of  life  and  what  the   result  would  k I 
no    one   could   tell.     He    thought  tibifj 
might  leave  these  matters  out  of » I 
sideration.     The  same  kind  of  objectiBi| 
was    raised    in  Ancient     Greece   vImI 
the  questioning  methods  of  philoeopbeP  | 
like  Socrates  began  to  make  people  tliiiL 
He  was  charged  with  sapping  the  moal 
foundations  on  which  the  ancioDt  onk  I 
reposed,    with     unsettling     the     mioA 
of    youth.      Supposing    it    was  true,  i 
could   still   be   said   that    by   educatia  j 
much  of  the  ancient  fanaticism  had  baa  1 
exploded.     He  thought  a  case  had  bea 
made  out  as  to  whether  the  time  had  n*  j 
come  for  a  much  greater  extension  « | 
education    in    India.     Thej^ 
there    were    great    difficulties" 
way  ;   those   who   had   had  niost^ 
with    India   were   most    aware    ot 
fact.     Many   of   the   people    who 
or  fifty  years  ago  were  obstinately  againsl 
any  great  change  were,   however,    now^ 
willing.     He    would    urge    that    inquiry 
might  be  made  into  the  question  as  to  I 
how    far    the    (Government    had    gone 
forward   or   had   been   guilty   of   short- 
coming in   getting  the  natives   to   join 
in   the   management   of    every    sort    of 
educational    concern.     The    chief    value 
of  high  bodies  of  learning  in  India  was 
that    Europeans    and    natives    nu»t    on 
tcims  of  learned  and  academical  equality 
and  there  was  a  large  exchange  of  views. 
Where  they  had  western  people  laying 
down  the  law  for  oriental  communities 
that  was  a  very  desirable  thing,  and  it 
might    be    carried    out    much    further. 
He  thought  there  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage  in    having   some   such   inquiry 
as    had    been    suggested    by    the    hon. 
Member    who    moved    the    Resolution. 
It  was  evading  the  question  to  try  and 
make   out  that  this  was    some  sort  of 
censure  upon  the  Government  of  India. 
It  was  waste  of  time  to  lavish  praise  on 
distinguished  Viceroys  whom  no  speaker 
had    abused.       He    would    remind    the 
House   of   an   ancient    Latin  problem : 
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ever  found  fault  with  Hercules  ? 
Motion  raised  a  very  serious  question. 
as  admitted  that  the  monev  spent 
ally  on  education  in  India  was 
mcr  great.  There  was  a  tendency 
in  the  highest  official  circles  in  India 
ake  elementary  education  free,  and 

was  a  great  discussion  of  the  sub- 
2;oing  on  in  England.     It  yrould  be  a 

thing  if  this  inquiry  were  begun, 

if  it  were  confined  to  one  province 
to  finding  out  what  methods  had 

successful    there.     If    the    inquiry 

place  in  the  small  province  of 
la  where  there  had  been  uncommonly 

results  through  establishing  a 
lar   Educational    Board,    where   not 

departmental  officials  but  all  the 
ed  professions,  the  missionary  col- 
,  and  the  Buddist  monks  were  well 
sented,  he  could  understand  that  it 
i  be  an  advantage  to  the  officials 

the  report  was  sent  in.  He  wished 
Rularly  to  endorse  what  his  hon. 
1  had  said  as  to  the  great  advantage 
le  professors  sent  out  from  this 
:'ry  being  imbued  a  great  deal  with 
►  wledge  of  oriental  people  and  a  great 
d  for  them.  The  great  danger  now 
that  we  might  be  altogether  too 
m  in  our  notions.  In  old  times  it  was 
:inies  said  that  every  European  who 

out  to  India  used  to  degenerate 
ds  the  oriental  character.  Sir 
3  Mackintosh  recorded  that  the 
:>nes  among  us  became  Brahmanised 
1  o  haughtier  ones  sultaniseil.  Th  ere 
clisadvantages  but  also  advantages 
Lt,  and  he  thought  the  danger  now 
liat  in  the  administration  of  educa- 
K  well  as  of  other  things  we  might 
►e  giving  sufficient  weight  to  the 
2^8  of  the  people,  their  learning,  their 
ions,  their  religions,  and  generally 
le  pervading  influeu'^es  of  that 
ar  world  in  which  they  had 
born  and  in  which  they  had  grown 
kI  into  which  we  had  been  pitched, 
'fore,  for  such  reasons  as  had 
red  to  him  in  the  course  of  the 
:e,  he  should  support  the  Resolution. 

[R  HENRY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
deen  Universities)  said  he  could 
laim  to  speak  with  the  expert  know- 
)  of  thoee  who  had  addressed  the 
je,  but  the  subject  of  education 
(sarily  had  a  special  interest  for  him, 


and  he  had  long  made  the  subject  of 
Education  in  India  a  matter  of 
special  study.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  had  expressed  surprise 
that  80  few  members  were  present  to 
listen  to  the  debate,  and  he  especially 
singled  out  the  Opposition  as  failing  in 
that  respect;  but,  if  educational  discussion 
at  home  were  to  turn  upon  questions 
of  that  kind,  upon  the  vast  differences 
between  the  west  and  the  east,  upon 
certain  political  discussions  and  differ- 
ences, and  upon  divergencies  on  purely 
financial  questions,  he  wondered  what 
interest  they  would  raise  in  the  House 
even  if  the  Motion  related  to  education 
at  honae.  It  was  not  at  all  necessary 
to  enter  upon  these  wider  questions  in 
connection  with  education.  Could  they 
not  leave  them  open  and  direct  their 
attention  to  the  very  definite  ques- 
tions which  called  for  solution? 
The  House  was  not  provided  with  the 
necessary  material  for  fully  discussing 
the  question  ;  and,  even  when  they  did 
get  to  discussing  it,  instead  of  confining 
themselves  to  purely  educational  matters 
they  got  into  all  sorts  of  side  issues  of 
caste  and  political  divergencies.  There 
were  two  or  three  educational  matters 
which  struck  him  as  requiring  attention 
and  amendment  in  India.  He  would 
not  say  this  if  he  depended  merely 
on  his  own  knowledge,  but  he  was 
convinced  he  would  have  the  agree- 
ment of  the  majority  of  those  actually 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  India 
and  especially  of  education  there.  His 
own  observation  on  the  spot  had  only 
confirmed  these  views.  The  first  of 
these  was  no  doubt  the  difficulty  that 
had  been  referred  to,  that  the  education 
was  too  bookish  and  not  sufficiently 
practical.  That  was  quite  true,  but  how 
could  they  teach  technical  art  and 
workmanship  in  a  country  where  the 
particular  inhabitants  were  brought  up 
to  inherit  a  particular  trade  and  not 
to  interfere  with  any  other  ?  They  were 
carpenters  or  weavers,  or  followed 
some  inherited  and  well-defined  handi- 
craft, and  they  would  not  change. 
It  was  very  hard  to  spread  technical 
knowledge  of  a  general  kind  among  a 
population  of  that  sort.  In  fact 
the  question  of  technical  education 
n  India  was  a  subject  of  vast  difficulty. 
No  one  could  fail  to  be  impressed  by  its 
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defects,  and  also  by  its  urgent  need ; 
but  the  utmost  caution  was  required  in 
seeing  how  to  engraft  it  upon  the  local 
conditions.  As  for  the  question  of  free 
education,  it  was  almost  a  mockery  to 
speak  of  it.  The  fee  paid  was  very  often 
something  like  two  annas  a  month  or 
a  nominal  fee  of  that  sort.  In  most 
cases  there  was  also  some  payment  in 
kind,  but  such  payment  in  kind  was 
traditional  and  usual.  He  wanted 
rather  to  come  to  that  part  of  educa- 
tion which  came  more  prominently 
before  an  Englishman  visiting  India, 
and  on  which  he  was  perhaps  able  to 
form  a  better  opinion.  The  first  defect 
he  had  seen  in  the  secondary  schools, 
comparing  them  with  our  own,  was 
what  applied  there  far  more  than  in 
elementary  schools — the  lack  of  any 
practical  technical  education.  It  seemed 
to  him  as  he  went  through  school  after 
school  that  there  was  a  mildew  over  the 
work  in  this  respect.  He  would  give 
only  one  instance.  He  remembered 
having  been  shown  by  the  head  of  one 
of  these  schools  an  instrument  for  taking 
Marconi  messages.  He  asked  with  what 
place  they  were  connected  and  was  told 
there  was  no  connection  and  that  it  was 
simply  an  instrument  to  show  how  a 
message  was  taken.  It  was  of  no  more 
value  for  technical  education  than  a  toy, 
giving  no  scientific  knowledge  of  the 
subject  at  all.  The  same  sort  of  thing 
spread  through  it  all  and  no  one  was 
more  ready  to  admit  the  defects  than 
the  heads  of  some  of  these  colleges. 
There  was  another  defect  which  went 
far  deeper,  and  that  was  that  the  educa- 
tion, faulty  and  defective  as  it  was,  was 
far  too  much  regulated  by  the  evil  system 
of  examinations.  He  was  not  going  to 
praise  or  blame  those  who  established 
the  educational  system  in  India.  It  was 
established  at  a  time  when  the  worship 
of  competitive  examinations  held  full 
sway  and  when  it  was  believed  that  it 
and  it  alone  was  to  regenerate  education. 
He  referred  to  th?.  ideas  prcvaling  in 
the  third  quarter  of  last  century. 
We  had  learnt  better.  We  had  learnt 
that  the  system  was  thoroughly  false, 
and  were  getting  quit  of  it  as  fast  as  we 
could  from  our  schools.  More  and  more 
wo  were  feeling  that  it  was  wrong, 
that  it  took  away  from  the  teacher  the 
real  influence  that  he  ought  to  have,  and 
Sir  Henri/  Craik, 


that  it  made  school  work  a  degEadin|ci  I 
not  a  fruitful  pursuit.  That  wascndy  1 
what  they  had  got  and  what  they  app  I 
ently  could  not  break  away  fiominIii£k| 
He  remembered  a  conversation  he  hidvt  I 
one  of  the  very  best  of  the  piincipA| 
of  these  schools,  who  told  him  ho*  k  I 
was  held  down  in  all  his  work  by  4 1 
necessity  of  preparing  exclusively  k  I 
these  examinations.  He  must  workbl 
scholars  solely  for  matriculation  or  tit  I 
first  B.  A.  examination  or  some  or  otk  | 
of  the  University  ex'imin  itions. 
said — 

"  Why,  do  you  know  what  I  have  beendoBj  | 
to-day.     I  have  been   teaching    these  laini 
boys  *  Silas  Mamer,'  and  Shelley*8  '  Ode  to  *  | 
Skylark.*     They   could    not    understand  m 
word  of  it." 

They    could    not    get     that    into  Ae 
minds   of   th^se    people.     A    book  Kb 
"  Silas    Marner "    was     absolutely  in- 
intelligible     to     an     Eastern     studeoL 
Yet  against  his  will,    knowing  thatic 
was  doing  no  good,  this  able  and  U^ 
qualified     principal    was     being    forced 
to    teach    according    to    this    treadmill 
work.     He    knew    the    difHculties   ^ 
fectly  well.    He  knew  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  put  forward   the    difficnltr 
of  getting  rid  of  the  system,  and  point 
out   that    they  could    not   without  n 
maintain  any  uniform  standard  or  trust 
the  localities  not  to  undersell  each  other. 
That  might  be  true.    He  admitted  the 
difiiculty ;  but  imless  they  could  get  ov«r 
that  some  way  or  other,  and  get  rid  of 
this  competitive  system,  they  would  never 
have    real    education    in    India.     One 
other  point  he  would  press  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman.     He  was  not  in  favour  of 
a    new    Commission    of    Inquiry.     Let 
them  not  pull  things  up  constantly  by 
the  roots  to  see  how  they  were  growing. 
It  was  the  worst  thing  in  the   world. 
Let  them  leave  education  to  grow  by 
itself.     If    any  official   went  wrong  let 
them  hang  him.     Let  them  bring  him  to 
book  and  turn  him  oft,   but   let   them 
not  interfere  with  his  work  by  a  constant 
recourse  to  the  meddling  of  Commissions. 
He  knew  what  these  Commissions  would 
do.     They  had  had  a  tendency  already 
to    this    interference    of    officialism    at 
home.    Personally  he  regretted  the  send- 
ing out  of  a  junior  official  from  England 
to   take    a  portion    of   authority   over 
old  and   experienced    men.     The    hon. 
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•^Member   who   had   moved  the    Resolu- 
''tion    hoped    that    no    one     connected 
^with  Indian  education  would  be  a  Mem- 
■^ber   of   the    Commission — no   one,    that 
^was  to  say,  who  had  given  his  life  to 
^^the  work,  and  necessarily  knew  it.     In 
^sending  out  a   Commission  which  was 
^'to  be  exempt  from  any  sort  of  experience, 
^to  be  drawn  from  new  men,  who  were 
s  to     be    dumped    upon    India    without 
:^- knowledge    of    the     vernacular,     which 
«  could  only  be  slowly  acquired,  would  be 
a  to  commit  over  again  the  mistake  that  was 
made  between  1850  and  1860,  when  this 
if  county  dumped  upon  India  its  new  idea 
1  of  competitive  examination.     Let  them 
:■   try  to  develop  the  genius  of  the  Indian 
*  people  on  their  own  lines  and  get  rid,  if 
they  could,  of  that  absurd  idea  that  they 
■     could     only     teach     higher     education 
I    through    the    medium    of    the    English 
k    language.      The     very    same     Principal 
whose     words     he      had      just     quoted 
2    told  him  that  the  very  best  student  of 
5    philosophy    he     had    ever     met    with 
:     in    India     could     not    get    his     degree 
:    in    philosophy    on    the  verdict    of    the 
I     examiners,  although  they  all  agreed  with 
the  Principal  in  placing  him  at  the  highest 
intellectual  level,  simply  because  he  was 
not  familiar  with  the  English  language. 
Could  there  be  anything  more  absurd  ? 
They  had  to  train  these  natives  to  take 
their  place  in  native  States  as  Indian 
gentlemen,  Indian  landlords,  and  leaders 
of  Indian  society,  which  was  far  better 
than    that    they    should    be    Babus    or 
lawyers  or  agitators.     Why  should  they 
be  taught  that  no  knowledge  can  come 
except     through    the     language     of     a 
Western    island  ?     Some    of   the   wisest 
men  he  had  met  amongst  our  own  ad- 
ministrators regretted  this  superstitious 
cultivation     of    the     English     language 
among    the    natives.     One    very    high 
official,   in   all    but  the   highest   official 
rank  in  India,  told  him  that  he  had  called 
on  an  Indian  gentleman  and  finding  his 
children    alone   in  the   room   he    began 
to   speak  to  them  in    Hindustani.     They 
said  they  did  not  know  the  language, 
but  if  he  would  speak  in  English  they 
could     understand    him.     So     far    had 
this   superstition   gone    that   in    certain 
Indian    families   the   children  were  dis- 
couraged from  speaking  in  their  own  ver- 
nacular, but  were  encouraged  to  speak 
in  a  foreign  language.     He  was  not  in 


favour  of  a  new  Commission  of  Inquiry 
bringing  in  a  flood  of  alien  ideas,  but 
he  would  press  the  hon.  Grentleman  to 
consider  one  point  which  he  thought 
essential  for  the  bettering  of  educational 
administration  in  India.  A  great  scheme 
of  educational  change  could  only  be 
put  forward  in  the  Viceroy's  Council 
through  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  in  India.  How  should  we 
do  here  if  the  Board  of  Education  could 
only  be  represented  in  the  Cabinet  by 
the  Home  Secretary  or  some  alien  official  ? 
He  was  perfectly  certain  that  in  the 
working  of  the  Education  Department 
they  could  not  have  their  views  properly 
laid  before  the  highest  authority  until 
they  had  a  representative  on  the  Viceroy's 
Council.  He  had  heard  over  and  over 
again  complaints  amongst  the  educational 
administrators  of  India  of  the  difficulty 
they  had  felt — that  after  they  had 
elaborated  their  scheme  the  whole  thing 
had  to  go  through  the  gamut  of  secre- 
taries, Under-Secretaries,  and  clerks 
in  another  Department.  He  knew 
that  the  general  view  of  the  official 
in  India  was  against  this,  but  he 
was  certain  .if  he  had  learnt  anything 
in  educational  administration  that  the 
complaint  made  by  the  educational 
administration  in  India  was  a  just  and 
right  one,  and  that  they  would  never 
have  a  sound  scheme  brought  forward 
and  carried  through  or  even  considered 
with  due  care  unless  they  had  what  all 
the  other  administrative  Departments  of 
India  had,  a  representative  of  their  own 
on  the  Viceroy's  Council. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Charles  Hob- 
house,  Bristol,  E.)  :  I  regret  that  my 
hon.  friend  the  Under-Secretary  for 
India  is  prevented  by  indisposition  from 
being  present  on  this  occasion  to  reply 
for  the  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  indicated  as 
his  remedy  for  many  of  the  educational 
defects  in  the  educational  system  of 
India  the  adding  of  another  member  to 
the  Viceroy's  Executive  Council.  But 
quite  apart  from  the  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  adding  a  member  to  that  Council 
I  cannot  help  expressing  my  own  feeling, 
drawn  from  a  very  considerable  experi- 
ence at  close  quarters  with  Indian  ad- 
ministration, that  an  additional  member 
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on  the  Viceroy's  Council  generally  means  ' 
delay  and  not  expedition  in  the  treatment 
of  subjects,  and  while  I  have  no  authority 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  India  Office 
upon   tliis  matter  my   own   opinion   is  | 
clearly  against  any  such  remedy.     The  ' 
Resolution  before  the  House  is  that  there  | 
should  be  an  inquiry  into  "  the  scope, 
character,  and  methods  of  education  in 
India."     It  has  been  suggested  in   the 
course  of  the  debate  that  it  would  practi- 
cally be  a  censure  upon  the  Government 
of  India  if  such  an  inquiry  were  instituted. 
I   have   had   an    opportunity   of   seeing 
Indian    administration    at    the    closest 
possible    quarters    during    the    last    six 
months,  and  I  am  in  a  position  to  tell 
the   House   with   coniidence   that   there 
is  no  subject,  amongst  all  those  which 
occupy  the  attention  of  those  entrusted 
with  the  government  of  India,  which  is  so 
close  to  their  hearts  and  so  nmch  occu- 
pies   their    constant  attention    as    that 
of  education.     If  I  were  to  indulge  in  any 
personal  criticism  of  that  administration 
I  should  say  that  their  thoughts  are  too 
much  and  not  too  little  occupied  with  the 
subject  of  education.     Quite  apart  from 
the  effect  which  the  acceptance  of  this 
Motion  might  have  upon  the  Government 
of   India,  I   should    like   the   House    to 
consider  what  the  Government  has  done 
during    the    last    ten    years.     The    hon. 
Member  for  Hackney   has   pointed  out 
that  \}ie  amount  spent  upon  education 
in     India     is    comparatively   small.      I 
agree.     It  is  now  about  £2,500,000,  but 
that  is  an  increase  in  the  last  ten  years 
of  80  per  cent,  upon  the  previous  expendi- 
ture. Since  the  year  1895-6  that  expendi- 
ture has  gone  up  from  £1,400,000  in  round 
figures  to  £2,500,000  in  the  year  1905-6. 
It   is  said  that  more  jnoney  is  wanted 
for  education.     But  there  is  not  a  ser- 
vice in  India  which  does  not  utter  the 
same   cry  ;    so   that   the   House   has   to 
choose  whether  it  will  increase  the  taxa- 
tion of   India,  or  reduce  the  expenditure 
on  certain   objects,  or  starve  the  future 
requirements  of  India  in  respect  of  sani- 
tation, hospitals  and  dispensaries,  which 
are   badly   wanted   in   the   country  dis- 
tricts,   and    agriculture.     All    these    are 
the  pressing  needs  of  India,  and  their 
provision  means  a  substantial  addition 
to  expenditure.     While  on  the  one  hand 
we    have    this      demand    f(»r    increased 
expenditure,       the       Gover:  me^it       are 

Mr.  Charles  Hobhouiie, 


threatened  with  a  possible  diminntion 
of  income  in  India  from  opium.  We 
are  also  faced  in  the  present  year  with 
a  balance  which,  although  it  is  ou  the 
right  side,  is  so  small  that  we  cannot 
by  any  means  be  assured  that  we  shall 
find  ourselves  on  the  right  side  in  the 
future.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
point  out  what  advantages  have  beei: 
derived  by  the  people  of  India  from 
this  increased  grant  for  educatiuuaj 
purposes  during  the  last  ten  years. 
The  number  of  cducatiojial  irstitutiors 
has  gone  up  from  152,000  to  lOO.lKX). 
and  the  number  of  persons  attending 
from  4,3()0,(HX)  to  5,250,000.  There- 
fore there  has  been  a  notable  and  sub- 
stantial addition  to  the  number  of  per- 
sons who  desire  to  take  advantage  of 
the  education  provided,  and  who  have 
had  facilities  afforded  them  for  bettering 
their  position.  And  here  let  me  say 
how  cordially  I  agree  with  everything 
that  has  fallen  from  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the  advan- 
tages of  education  given  in  the  verna- 
cular. There  has  been  a  notable  increase 
in  the  number  of  those  who  have  studied 
the  vernacular  and  received  their  educa- 
tion through  its  aid.  The  numbers 
have  increased  by  700,000  and  the  atten- 
dances of  those  in  the  primary  schools 
are  equally  satisfactory.  I  hope  I 
have  not  dwelt  upon  these  very  material 
facts  at  undue  length.  Let  me  now 
return  for  a  moment  to  the  inquiry 
suggested  in  the  Motion.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  the  Educational  Com- 
mission, under  the  chairmanship  of  Sir 
William  Hunter,  which  was  instituted 
during  Lord  Ripon's  Viceroyalty.  The 
effects  of  that  Commission  are  reviewed 
(luhiquennially  ;  and  the  Report,  which 
is  expected  this  year,  will,  I  am  sure, 
be  very  satisfactory  reading  to  hon. 
Members.  But  there  has  been  more 
recent  investigations.  In  1902  there 
was  an  Indian  Universities  Commission, 
the  result  of  which  was  that  the  control 
of  the  Universities  ovpr  th?  iiifiliated 
colleges  and  high  schools  has  been  greatly 
increased  and  the  standard  of  educa- 
tion raised.  In  1901-2  there  was  a 
techTiical  education  committee,  which 
resulted  first  of  all  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  certain  special  instructors  of 
high  attainments ;  and  secondly  in  a 
special  grant  of  2}  hikhs  for  technical 
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instruction.  Some  of  the  methods  in 
the  toolinic  1  schools  have  been  criticised, 
but  I  nivself  have  found  in  one  school 
tJio  prac^tico  of  weaving  being  taught 
on  a  commercial  scale.  Some  of 
tlio  pu])ils  themselves  introduced  a 
hand  loom,  and  so  simplified  the  machine 
as  greatly  to  reduce  the  cost.  There 
has  also  been  the  Simla  Conference 
of  1901,  which  was  attended  by  all 
the  directors  of  public  instruction  of 
the  provincial  Governments,  and 
led  to  'the  entire  reconstruction  of 
educational  methods  and  control  in 
India.  It  led  further  to  a  great  reduc- 
tion of  examination  and  to  a  great 
increase  of  inspection — a  change  which 
has  been  decidedly  beneficial.  Now, 
what  is  •the  present  svstem  in  India  ? 
The  universities  are  controlled  by  their 
own  senates,  and  the  higher  schools  and 
colleges  are  more  or  less  largely  con- 
trolled by  the  university  authorities.  I 
think  that  in  most  cases — I  am  not  sure 
that  I  can  say  all — they  receive  con- 
siderable grants  from  the  Government. 
Then  there  is  the  case  of  the  middle 
schools.  I  am  not  altogether  sure  that 
they  arc  in  a  satisfactory  state.  They 
}ire  h'Tgely  under  the  control  of  the 
municipal  authorities,  and  the  inquiries 
which  I  and  my  colleagues  have  had  to 
conduct  in  India  on  another  subject, 
and  which  it  was  impossible  in  many 
crses  not  to  include  under  the  head  of 
education,  have  led  me  clearly  to  the 
conclusion  that  an  education  tax  is  not 
regarded  by  them  with  any  satisfaction 
at  all.  That  is  natural.  We  are  not 
fond  of  taxes  in  our  own  country.  An 
(nlucation  tax  does  not  bring  with  it  an 
immediate  return,  and  while  we  regret 
the  apathy  with  which  education  is  re- 
i^arded  by  the  municipalities  I  think  that 
jiftcT  all  that  is  a  passing  condition  of 
sentiment,  and  no  doubt  the  time  will 
come  when  in  the  municipalities  in  ques- 
tion they  will  perceive  the  advantage  of 
rating  ti.emselves  for  the  benefit  of  thei 
own  children.  I  come  now  to  the  case 
of  the  primary  schools.  These  are  under 
t  he  control  mostly  of  local  boards,  assisted 
no  doubt  by  Govcrimient  grants.  Here 
my  own  experience  leads  me  to  think 
that  there  is  far  too  much  interference 
with  the  educational  authorities  in  the 
jifimary  schools,  and,  although  the 
district    boards    may    not    conduct    the 

VOL.  CLXXXVII.  [Fourth  Seriks.1 


primary  schools  as  the  Education  De- 
partment might  desire  at  the  present 
moment,  I  would  rather  see  greater  re- 
sponsibility placed  on  the  district  boards 
with  the  view  of  their  educating  them- 
selves in  the  management  of  these  schools, 
so  that  eventually  both  the  boards  and 
the  schools  might  become  more  in- 
terested in  education  than  they  are  now. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  female 
education.  Nobody  who  has  ever  been 
in  India,  for  however  brief  a  period,  or 
who  has  in  any  way  studied  Indian 
problems,  can  have  omitted  to  notice  the 
extraordinary  advance  which  has  been 
made  in  the  education  of  girls.  The 
religions,  caste,  and  tradition,  are 
against  it,  and  it  is  very  slowly  indeed 
that  the  gates  are  being  opened  to  the 
females  of  India  to  place  them  on  the  high 
road  of  education.  It  is  impossible  to 
force  upon  any  class  in  India  the  education 
of  their  female  relatives  until  they  them- 
selves are  ready  to  send  them  to  school. 
Let  me  add  this.  There  has  been  to  a 
limited  extent,  from  all  that  I  can  gather, 
a  very  great  change  in  the  opinion  of 
certain  classes  in  India  as  to  female 
education.  I  recollect  very  well  on  one 
occasion  I  saw  performed  in  public 
certain  dances  by  female  children  of 
Brahmins — an  exhibition  which,  I  am 
told,  twenty  years  ago  would  have  been 
absolutely  impossible.  That  is  a  mark 
of  the  progress,  almost  the  revolution, 
which  has  taken  place  on  that  subject 
in  the  course  of  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century.  I  have  dwelt  on  education  as 
applied  to  the  general  masses  of  the 
population  of  India.  I  have  not  men- 
tioned what  is  a  very  important  factor 
in  Indian  social  life,  namely,  that  there 
has  been  a  distinct  attempt  to  give  in- 
struction to  the  ruling  classes — the  chiefs 
and  the  aristocracy.  There  are  five 
colleges  all  doing  excellent  work  in  the 
training  of  chiefs  to  take  a  serious  part 
in  the  administration  of  their  States, 
and  everyone  who  has^^visited  and  seen 
these  colleges  cannot  help  testifying, 
I  think,  to  the  efficiency  of  the  educational 
work  they  are  doing.  As  to  the  people 
administering  the  great  system  of  edu- 
cation, there  is  the  Indian  educational 
service  recruited  in  this  country,  the 
provincial  service  recruited  in  India — 
these  two  forming  what  is  called  the 
superior     service  —  and     there     is     the 
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subordinate  service  recruited  entirely  in 
India.  I  do  not  know  that  all  these 
three  classes  are  in  an  entirely  satis- 
factory condition.  There  are  improve- 
ments which  might  possibly  be  made 
in  the  status  and  condition  of  entry  into 
these  classes,  and  these  alterations  and 
improvements  are  occupying  the  careful 
and  earnest  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
as  to  the  feeling  here  on  education  in 
India.  We  are  entitled  to  ask  what  is 
the  state  of  feeling  in  India  on  education. 
One  class,  not  inconsiderable  as  regards 
numbers  and  influence,  would  like  to  see 
examinations  lessen  and  graduates  in- 
crease. On  the  other  hand,  an  increasing 
class  in  India,  as  I  heard  from  the  Vice- 
Principal  of  Calcutta  University,  want  to 
see  education  "  screwed  up,"  so  to  speak 
— concentrated  in  a  smaller  number  of 
schools  of  greater  efficiency,  in  which 
the  standard  of  instruction  is  very  high 
and  the  teachers  most  capable.  I  entirely 
sympathise  with  that  school  of  thought, 
and  I  should  like  the  university  degree 
to  (Jonnote  a  high  standard  of  education. 
I  think  it  is  almost  impossible  to  deny 
that  in  many  places  the  municipal 
authorities  are  apathetic  as  regards  the 
matter  of  education  in  relation  to  pri- 
mary schools.  I  hope  that  there  is  an 
increasing  interest  among  the  district 
authorities  in  that  country.  I  am  quite 
certain  as  to  the  kind  of  encouragement 
which  ought  to  be  given  in  the  primary 
schools.  It  is  only  in  what  are  called 
the  backward  districts  that  there  is  any 
freedom  or  latitude  at  all  given  to  the 
local  authorities  as  to  the  kind  of  educa- 
tion given  in  the  schools.  I  should  like 
to  see  that  extended  so  that  the  educa-  \ 
tion  might  be  adapted  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  district,  and  I  should  like  to 
see  very  much  greater  advantage  taken  of 
the  schools  which  are  maintained  l)y  the 
priestly  class  in  Burmah  and  S(?inde.  I 
do  not  think  enough  advantage  has  been 
taken  of  these  two  mediums,  and  more 
sympathetic  administration  might  con- 
duce to  greater  use  of  them.  I  am  glad 
to  think  that  the  authorities  in  these  two 
provinces  are  well  aware  of  the  short- 
comings of  the  past,  and  that  it  is  their 
intention  to  make  greater  use  of  those 
mediums  in  the  future  than  they  have 


hitherto  done.  If,  on  behalf  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  I  am  unable  to  accept  the 
Resolution  it  must  be  understood  that  it 
is  not  because  there  is  not  the  fullest  sym- 
pathy with  the  object  in  view  and  with  the 
opinions  expressed  ;  it  is  rather  because 
the  work  of  education  in  India  has  pro- 
gressed and  is  steadily  being  pushed 
forward,  and  any  inquiry  of  the  sort 
suggested  would  not  really  expedite  it. 

Earl  PERCY  (Kensington,  S.)  ex- 
pressed  his  concurrence  with  the  view 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  hoped  his 
transfer  to  another  sphere  of  political  life 
would  not  prevent  his  taking  part  in  these 
debates.  One  inquiry  had  not  been 
referred  to,  that  made  by  th^  central 
government  of  local  governments  on  the 
subject  of  free  education.  He  hoped 
that  the  replies  of  the  local  governmentft 
would  be  placed  before  the  Ilouse. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW  said  he  had  no  wish  to 
press  his  Motion.  The  debate  had  been 
useful  and  interesting,  and  had  served  its 
purpose  in  eliciting  the  statement  just 
made.  He  hoped  that  any  expressions 
he  might  have  used  would  not  be  con- 
strued into  an  attack  on  the  Indian 
Government,  the  Secretary  of  State,  or 
any  of  the  officials  connected  with  the 
Education   Department. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


LICENSING  BILL. 

Postponed  Proceeding  on  Amendment 
to  Question  [28th  April],  "  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,"  resumed. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

And,  it  being  after  Eleven  of  the  clock, 
and  objection  being  taken  to  further 
Proceeding,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 


Adjonmed  at  two  minutes  after 
Kleven  o*clook. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS. 

Thursday,  30th  April,  1908. 


The  House  met   at  a  quarter  before  ' 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


NEW  WRIT.  I 

New   Writ  for  the  County  of  Salop 

(Northern  or  Newport  Division),   in  the  i 

room  of  Colonel  the  Kight  Hon.  William 

fe  Slaney    Kenyon-Slanoy,     deceased. — (Sir  ' 

"^  Alexander  A  eland- Hood.)  \ 

^  

^         PRIVATE    BILL  BUSINESS.       , 

•^  

I       Dundalk  Urban  District  Council  Bill. 
la  — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


I       Margate      Corporation 
^  amended,    considered  ;   t( 


-§  amenaou,  consiaereu ;  to  be  read  the 
-^  third  time. 

*«* 

^^  Swinton  and  Mexbrough  Gas  Bill. — As 
g  amended,  considered  ;  A  Clause  added ; 

:§^  Amendments  made. — Bill  to  be  read  the  ; 
^  third  time. 

'^ 

^  South- West  Suburban  Water  Bill  (by 
^  Order). — Read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
?  mitted. 


Southwell  District  Gas  Bill ;  Cheshire 
Lines  Committee  Bill ;  Great  Western 
Railway  (Superannuation  Scheme)  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Garw  and  Ogmore  Gas  Bill. — 
Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  | 


Huddersfield  Water  Bill  [Lords].— | 
Reported,  without  Amendment ;  Report  • 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  l>e  printed. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 


PETITIOXS. 

(HILDRKN    IJILL. 
Petitions  in  favour; — From  Dundee; 
and    Kidderminster ;     to    lie  upvOn    the 
Table. 

COLTOX,   WILLIAM   GEOPwGE. 


Petition  of  William  George  Colton,  j 
ior  inquiry  into  his  case  ;  to  lie  upon  the  | 
"Table.  j 
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COAL  MINES    (EIGHT    HOURS)  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Aldwarke 
(two) ;  Collev  Gate  ;  Diamond  Colliery ; 
Gilwen  Colliery  ;  Halesowen ;  Lye ; 
North  Staveley ;  Nunnery ;  Park  and 
Blaina;  Rose  Hill;  Rotherham  Main; 
Silverwood ;  Taneni  Colliery ;  Tinsley 
Park  ;  Tipton  ;  Tirbach  Colliery ;  Wales- 
wood  ;  and  Ystradowen  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)   BILL, 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Alresford  ; 
Fenton ;  Hey  wood ;  Longton  ;  Plum- 
stead  ;  Spennymore  ;  Waterhouses  ;  and 
Westminster  and  Chelsea;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

HOME   WORK   REGULATION   BILL. 
Petition    from    Birmingham,  against; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Aston  (two) ; 
Aston  Manor  (two);  Bakewell ;  Balsall 
Heath  (cwo) ;  Heccles ;  Beer ;  Birmingham 
(twenty-four)  ;  Bordesley  ;  Brecon  ;  Bridg- 
water (two) ;  Burton  upon  Trent ; 
Carmarthen  ;  Caversham  ,  Chinnor  ; 
Chipping  Sodbury ;  Clacton  on  Sea ; 
Cleveland  (thirty- five) ;  Coventry  ;  Dover ; 
Edgbaston  (three) ;  Hales wrorth ;  Honiton  ; 
Kent ;  Leeds  (six) ;  Leek  ;  Malt  distillers 
Association  of  Scotland ;  Middlesbrough  ; 
(ninety-four) ;  Mortlake ;  Newcastle  on 
Tyne  (seven);  Portsmouth  (two) ;  St.  Bees ; 
Saltley  (two) ;  Sheffield  (nine) ;  Small 
Heath  (two)  ;  Smethwick  ;  Sparkbrook  ; 
Sparkhill ;  Swindon  ;  Tetbury  ;  Thame  ; 
Thombury  (two) ;  Tinsley  and  Attercliffe  ; 
Tonbridge ;  Tyseley  :  Wangford  ;  Wick- 
war  ;  Widnes ;  Winterbourne ;  and 
Worcestershire  East ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration  :  From  Burnley  ; 
Kidderminster;  London  (two) ;  Norwich  ; 
and  Tyersal ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Abercych  ; 
Aberdeen ;  Aldbrough  ;  Alexandria  ; 
Allerton  ;  Alresford ;  Alton ;  Ancrum ; 
Andover;  Ardingley  (two)  ;  Auchterar- 
der  (seven) ;  Balham ;  Ballydian  ;  Barnard 
Castle ;    Barrow     in      Furness    (three) ; 
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Barton :  Batley  ;  Battersby ;  Battle- 
bridge  Road ;  Beccles  ;  Bedale  ;  Belfast 
(three) ;  Belgrave  ;  Birch  Grove  ;  Birken- 
shaw  ;  Birmingham  (three) ;  Birstall ; 
Bishop's  Watham;  Blaenconin ;  Bolton 
(three) ;  Boncath ;  Boness  (three);  Bonny- 
bridge  ;  Boosbeck ;  Boothtown ;  Bowden ; 
Bradford  (Yorks.)  (two) ;  Bridgwater ; 
Brigham ;  Bristol ;  Brotton  ;  Broughton ; 
Browney  Colliery;  Budleigh  Salterton 
(two) ;  Burnley  (twenty-one) ;  Camber- 
well  :  Carbrook  ;  Cardigan  ;  Castle 
Douglas ;  Chelsea  ;  Cheltenham  (three) ; 
Cheriton  ;  Chippenham ;  Chopwell ;  Clyde- 
bank ;  Colyton  (two) ;  Comrie  ;  Corsham  ; 
Cove ;  Cradley ;  Cricklade  ;  Croft ; 
Crondale  ;  Croydon  ;  Darlaston ;  Darling- 
ton (two)  ;  Deal ;  Dearham ;  Didcot ; 
Didsbury  ;  Dublin  ;  Dudley ;  Dulverton 
(two) ;  Dumfries ;  Dundee  (twelve) ; 
Dunvant ;  East  Howie  ;  East  Sheen  (two) ; 
Edinburgh  ;  Eldon ;  Eston ;  Exmouth  ; 
Faceby ;  Fenton  (two) ;  Ferryhill  (two) ; 
Fortingall ;  Freshwater  (two);  Fullboume; 
Gosport ;  Govan  ;  Gowerton  ;  Glasgow 
(seven) ;  Great  Ay  ton  (two) ;  Great 
Yarmouth  (three) ;  Grosmont ;  Gwynfe  ; 
Haddington ;  Halifax  (three) ;  Har- 
ray  (two) ;  Harrington ;  Harrist- 
field  ;  Haverton  Hill  ;  Hawick 
(two)  ;  Hayling  Island  ;  Heathwaite  ; 
Heckmondwiko  ;  Heeley  ;  Henderwell ; 
Heme  Bay  ;  Hey  wood  (six)  ;  High  ISit- 
tington  ;  Hillside  ;  Holywell  ;  Honiton  ; 
Howden  le  Wear;  Huddersfield;  Huns- 
let  ;  Hur worth  (two) ;  Hutton  Rudby  ; 
Irvine  ;  Islington ;  Kegworth  (three) ; 
Keyston  ;  Kilchattan  Bay ;  Kilmersdon  ; 
Kingston  on  Thames  ;  Kirkintilloch  ; 
Lacock  (two)  ;  Lanark  ;  Lancaster  ; 
Lansdowne  ;  Latchford ;  Latimer  Road  ; 
Leeds  (six) ;  Leicester  (three)  ;  Leigh 
(four)  ;  Lincoln  ;  Lingdale  ;  Llandilo 
(three)  ;  Llanelly  (two)  ;  Llanguicke  ; 
Llangyfilach  ;  Llansamlet  (five) ;  Loan- 
end  ;  Loftus  ;  Longton  ;  Longwood  ; 
Lowestoft  (two) ;  Lowton  ;  Lossiemouth  ; 
Luddendcn  ;  Ludworth  ;  Maidstone  ; 
Malmesbury  (five) ;  Manor  Park ;  Marske ; 
Melsonby ;  Metal  Bridge  ;  Middles- 
brough (four) ;  Middleton  Tyas ;  Monk- 
wearmouth  ;  Montgomery  ;  Moylgrove  ; 
Mydrinn  ;  Nant-y-Binglog  ;  New  Brance- 
gate  ;  Newcastle  on  Tyne  ;  Newport 
(Pembroke)  (two) ;  Northampton  (two) ; 
North  Petherton  ;  North  Shields ;  Norton; 
Norwich  (six) ;  Nottingham  ;  Niuithorpe ; 
Old  Cumnock ;  Ormesby  (two) ;  Ottery 
St.  Mary  (two) ;  Pant  Leg ;  Pelton  (two) ; 
Pembrokeshire ;    Peterborough  ;    Peters- 


field  (two) ;  Petersham ;  Piltoy ;  Plum- 
stead  (two)  ;  Pontardulais  (two) ; 
Pontardulaw  ;  Portmadoc  ;  Portsmouth 
(fourteen) ;  Portsoy  ;  Preston  next  Wing- 
ham  ;  Pwlheli ;  Radstock  (two) ;  Bedcar 
Reddish  ;  Reeth  ;  Rhos  ;  Richmond 
(Surrey)  (five) ;  Ridgmont ;  Bipponden 
Rochdale  (three);  Rotherham  (two) 
Rothesay  ;  Ruabon ;  Sacriston  ;  Saffron 
Walden ;  Saltbum  by  Sea ;  Sandford 
Savoch  ;  St.  Helens ;  St.  Margarets ; 
Shankhouse ;  Sheffield  (two) ;  Sheraton 
Magna;  Sidmouth  (two);  SkinningroTe ; 
South  Bank ;  Southsea  (seven) ;  South 
Shield ;  Southwick  on  Wear ;  Spenny- 
moor  (two) ;  Star  Clydey ;  Stilton 
Stockton  on  Tees  (five) ;  Stodday ; 
Stokesley  (three) ;  Straitiplian ;  Strath- 
tay  ;  Streatham  ;  Stretford  (two) ; 
Stronsay ;  Sunderland  (three)  ;  Surbiton ; 
Temple  Cowley  ;  Thirak  ;  Thomaby ; 
Thornaby  on  Tees ;  Tiptree ;  Tollington 
Park  (two) ;  Tottenham  (three) ;  Trafford 
Park  ;  Tranent  ;  Tudhoe  ;  Tonbridge 
Wells  (two) ;  Warrington  (two) ;  Water- 
house  ;  WaterlooviUe  ;  Westminster 
(two) ;  Weston-super-Mare  (two) ;  Wil- 
lington  (two)  ;  Wister  Panlovan  : 
Witham  ;  Withington  ;  Witton  Gilbert ; 
Wrington ;  Ystalytera ;  and  Ystradfellte ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL  AND  CHILDREN  BILL- 
Petition  from  Portsmouth,  in  favour  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR     TRAFFIC     (LOCAL     OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  against :  From  Aberdeen ; 
Border  Counties  Licensed  Trade  Defence 
Association ;  Falkirk  ;  and  Linlithgow- 
shire ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR     TRAFFIC     (LOCAL     OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Auchen- 
cairn ;  Bo'ness  (two) ;  Carluke  ;  Crieff; 
Edinburgh;  Glasgow  (two);  Mulindry ; 
and  Pencaitland  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  BILL. 
Petition  for  Birmingham,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


PUBLIC  OFFICES   SITES   (EXTENSION) 
BILL. 

Petition    from    Messieurs    Nicholson, 
Patterson,  and  Freeland,  against,  praying 
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to  be  heard  by  counsel ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SALE    OF     FOOD     AND   DRUGS    ACTS 
(AMENDMENT)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Dundee,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SWEATED  INDUSTRIES  BILL. 
Petition  from  Birmingham,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 
Petition  from  Richmond,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

EGYPT  (No.  1,  1908). 
Copy  presented,  of  Reports  by  His 
Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul-Gen eral  on 
the  I^inances,  Administration,  and  condi- 
tion of  Egypt  and  the  Soudan  in  1907 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MILITARY  PRISONS. 
Copy   presented,    of  Report    on    the 
discipline   and  management  of   military 
prisons  in  1 907   [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PAUPERISM  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY  STATEMENTS) 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  11th  March  ;  Dr.  Macnamara]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  130.] 

BRITISH  MUSEUM. 
Return     presented,     relative     thereto 
[ordered  18th  February  ;  Mr.  Trevelyan] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  131.] 

PUBLIC  INCOME  AND  EXPENDITURE. 
Account  presented,  of  the  Public  In- 
come and  Expenditure  in  the  year  ended 
31st  March,  1908,  together  with  the 
Balances  in  the  Exchequer  at  the  com- 
mencement and  at  the  termination  of  the 
year,  and  the  amounts  received  into  or 
issued  from  the  Exchequer  in  respect  of 
Funded  and  Unfunded  Debt  created  or 
redeemed  in  the  said  year  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  132.] 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE  VOTES, 


Military  ManoBuvres  in  the  New  Forest. 
Mb.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  will  state  what  arrangement 
he  has  made  with  the  Court  of  Verderers 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  military 
manoeuvres  in  the  New  Forest. 

(Ansioered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
As  I  have  already  explained,  I  convened 
a  conference  at  the  War  Office,  which 
was  attended  by  representatives  of  the 
Office  of  Woods  and  Forests,  by  the 
Court  of  Verderers,  and  by  representa- 
tives of  the  Commons  Preservation 
Society  and  others.  As  a  result  of  a 
very  full  discussion  of  this  question,  a 
draft  agreement  with  the  Verderers  has 
been  received  from  Mr.  Birkett,  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  Commons  Preservation 
Society,  and  this  is  now  being  considered 
by  my  legal  advisers. 

Ex-Soldiers  and  the  Unemployed 
Workmen's  Act 

Captain  FABER  (Hampshire,  An- 
dover) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Director  of  Recruiting  has  pointed  out 
that  the  Unemployed  Workmen's  Act  of 
1905  acts  detrimentally  in  the  case  of 
soldiers  sent  home  from  abroad  after  a 
lengthened  period  of  service,  inasmuch 
as  they  cannot  possibly  have  the  residential 
qualification  to  enable  them  to  obtain  any 
benefits  under  the  Act ;  and,  if  so,, 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  a  modifi- 
cation of  the  Act  in  that  respect. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
I  am  aware  of  the  position  of  soldiers 
sent  home  from  abroad  as  regards  the 
operation  of  the  Act  in  question.  The 
attention  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
has  already  been  drawn  to  the  matter, 
and  I  have  been  in  personal  consultation 
with  my  right  hon.  friend. 

Sales  of  Converted  Bifles  to  Bifle  Clubs. 

CaptAin  FABER  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  the  War 
Office  is  converting  rifles  to  the  22  size 
and  selling  them  indirectly  through 
civilian  rifle  clubs  ;  and  whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of    preventing 
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Qw.'4wn}i. 


such  competition  with  legitimate  traders, 
seeing  that  the  rifle  clubs  are  civilian. 
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George  Bavenliill,  V.a 
Mr.  C.  B.  harms  worth  (Worces- 


,  t  J  i^     HM     c      *        TT  u       \    tershire,  Droitwich) :    To  ask  the  Secre- 

(AnM^redhy  Mr.  Secretary  Haldans.)    ^        ^^'  g^^^  for  War   whether  he  i. 


The  reply  is  in  the  negative. 

Scarlet  Fever  at  Tidworth  Barracks. 

Captain  FABER  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  he  can  state  how 
many  cases  of  scarlet  fever  there  are  at 
present  in  the  barracks  at  Tidworth,  and 
whether  the  cases  have  been  isolated ; 
and,  if  not,  what  hospital  they  are  in. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
Four  cases  of  scarlet  fever  have  occurred 
at  Tidworth.  The  cases  are  being  treated 
in  the  Isolation  Hospital,  Bulford. 

Field  Artillery  Permanent  Staff. 
Captain  FABER  ;  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  seeing 
that  garrison  companies  of  Auxiliary 
Forces,  Koyal  Artillery,  have,  since  the 
1st  of  ^Vpril,  become  Field  Artillery,  the 
permanent  staff,  such  as  sergeant-majors, 
will  now  receive  the  same  pay  as  squadron 
sergeant-majors  of  Yeomanry  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether,  looking  at  the  responsible 
duties  of  Field  Artillery  sergeant-majors 
in  connection  with  field  guns,  small  stores, 
harness,  and  rifles,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
ecjualising  the  pay. 

(Ariswcred  />//  Mr.  Secretary  Haldnne,) 
The  acting  sergeant-major  of  a  Field 
Artillery  Brigade  will  get  4s.  3d.  a  day 
as  against  4s.  4d.  paid  to  a  Yeomanry 
staff-sergeant-major.  There  is,  however, 
no  intention  of  making  cavalry  and 
artillery  rates  of  pay  uniform  in  the 
Territorial  Force  any  more  than  they 
are  in  the  Regular  Army. 


aware  that  Gleorge  Ravenhill,  V.C.,  is  at 
present  an  inmate  of  Erdington  Work- 
house ;  and  whether  he  can  see  his  viy 
to  relieving  this  soldier  of  the  necessity 
of  availing  himself  of  charitable  relief. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Secretary  Jlaldanf,) 
This  is  the  first  intimation  we  have  re- 
ceived on  this  matter.  The  case  is  bein^ 
investigated. 

Colours  for  Territorial  Battalions. 

Mr.  BENNETT  (Oxfordshire,  Wood- 
stock) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  regimental  colours  will 
be  granted  to  Territorial  battn  lions. 

Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane) 
This  matter  will  be  settled  very  shortly. 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  that  on  page  59  of  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  for  the  present  year 
there  is  a  footnote  stating  that  provision 
is  made  in  other  Estimates  for  various 
items  for  rates  or  contributions  in  lieu ; 
and  whether  he  will  explain  on  what 
pages  of  the  Estimates  the  items  specified 
occur. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Hobhawte.)  The 
items  referred  to  occur  on  the  follow- 
ing pages  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil 
Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 
respectively — 


Item. 

Page. 

£ 

Non-effective,  Class  VI., 

1     .      400 

481 

(Civil  Services) 

Tost  Ottice  : 

Sub-head  :  A,  8 

£100 

93 

(Re 

venue  Depart 

C,  5 

£1,400 

100 

99                                 99 

0,  G 

£20 

L520 

110 

J>                                 l> 

Post  Office  (Savings  Banks)  .       3,400 

106 

)|                                 )} 

Telegraph  Wires,  &c. : 

Sub-head  P,  5 

£5,700 

126 

J,                                 ,, 

T,  3 

£1,150 

a  or. A 

130 

)f                                 19 

Total     . 

12,170 
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Postal  Employees  and  the  Territorial 
Force. 

Mr.  GRETTON  (Rutland):  To  ask 
the  Postmaster  General,  if  he  will  allow 
their  wages  to  employees  in  the  Post 
Office  in  the  Territorial  Forces  during  the 
•period  such  employees  may  have  to 
attend  military  schools  of  instruction,  as 
the  rate  of  pay  at  such  schools  is  now  re- 
duced from  4s.  per  diem  to  2s.,  out  of 
which  messing  has  to  be  paid,  and,  in  the 
case  of  employees  on  the  salaried  staff, 
their  salaries  are  not  stopped. 

( A  usurer ed  hy  Mr,  Sydney  Buxttm.)  The 
rule  is  that  members  of  the  Terri- 
torial Forces  employed  in  the  Post  Office 
attending  military  schools  of  instruction 
are  granted  special  leave  without  pay, 
provided  no  expense  or  inconvenience  to 
the  Post  Office  is  involved  and  from  the 
Post  Office  Point  of  view  there  appears 
to  be  no  reason  for  altering  this  rule. 
It  applies  to  all  classes  of  Post  Office 
servants. 


Inspectors  of  Explosives  and 
Directorships. 

Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  he  is  aware  that  Captain 
Lloyd,  till  very  lately  one  of  His 
Majesty's  inspectors  of  explosives,  has 
accepted  a  seat  on  the  board  of  Messrs. 
Curtis  and  Harvey  ;  and  whether,  having 
rei^ard  to  the  opportunities  which  an  in- 
spector of  explosives  has  of  obtaining  the 
most  intimate  confidential  knowledge  of 
the  methods  and  plant  of  rival  manufac 
turers  of  explosives,  he  will  take  steps,  by 
agreement  or  otherwise,  to  make  it  a 
condition  that  inspectors  of  explosives 
who  are  appointed  in  the  future  shall  not 
accept  such  engagements,  at  least  within 
a  reasonable  time  after  they  have  left 
His  Majesty's  service. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
It  is  the  fact  that  Captain  Lloyd  has 
accepted  a  directorship  in  Messrs.  Curtis 
and  Harvey's.  The  suggestion  mentioned 
in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question  has 
been  put  before  me  by  the  leading  manu- 
facturers of  explosives.  It  appears  to  be 
reasonable,  and  I  propose  to  adopt  it  in 
future  appointments,  including  the 
appointment  just  made  to  fill  the  vacancy 
caused  by  Captain  Lloyd's  retirement. 


Price  of  Sugar. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX:  To  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether  he 
can  state  what  is  the  wholesale  price  of 
standard  sugar  now  and  at  the  corres- 
ponding dates  in  the  previous  ten  years. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Kearley.)  I  hwe 
been  asked  by  my  right  hon.  friend  to 
reply  to  this  Question.  The  following 
statement  gives  the  price  quoted  for 
"  German  88  per  cent,  beet  sugar  (f  .o.b.), 
refiners'  terms  (floating  cargoes  off  coast 
for  the  United  Kingdom),"  on  or  about 
the  23rd  April  in  each  of  the  under- 
mentioned years : — 

Quoted  price  for  "German 

Year.  88    per    cent,    beet    sugar 

(f.o.D.),   refiners'   terms,   otf 

coast  for  United  Kingdom . 

Per.  cwt. 


1898 
1899 
1900 
1901 
1902 
1903 
1904 
1905 
1906 
1907 
1908 


been  comp 


95.  b\d.  to  98.  6(/. 

Il5.  0|d. 

105.  6fd. 

8s.  M.  (nominal) 

65.  3c?. 

85.  3</. 

85.  \0\d. 

125.  9rf. 

85.  4Jd. 

95.  ^d.  to  95.  b\d. 

Us.  9d.  to  Il5.''9j^/. 


Note. — The    above    particulars    have 


led  from  Messrs.  Czamikow's 


"  Weekly  Price  Current.'' 


QUESTIONS  IX  THE  HOUSE. 

Admiralty  Dredgers  in  Egypt. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
what  was  the  total  period  during  which 
the  two  dredgers  belonging  to  the 
Admiralty  were  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Egyptian  Government  for  the 
improvement  of  the  port  of  Alexandria 
without  any  payment  by  the  Egyptian 
Government  for  their  ser\nces,  reckoning 
from  the  date  of  the  vessels  leaving  oflf 
their  usual  work  to  prepare  to  proceed  on 
this  service  for  a  Government  which 
contributes  in  no  way  to  the  relief  of  the 
burdens  borne  by  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  McKenna,  Monmouth,  N.) : 
The    periods    respectively    were:     Two 
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years,  ^vq  months,  one  week  ;  two  years, 
five  months. 

Cordite  containing  Mercuric  Chloride. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) :. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  if  he  will  state  how  much 
cordite  containing  mercuric  chloride  is 
now  on  board  His  Majesty^s  ships. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  So  far  as  is  known, 
there  is  no  such  cordite  on  board  His 
Majesty's  ships;  but  this  could  not  be 
ascertained  definitely  without  a  chemical 
analysis  of  all  the  lots  of  cordite  now  on 
board  ship.  No  useful  purpose  could  be 
served  by  such  an  investigation. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  if  this  cordite  is  not  to  be 
used  on  board  His  Majesty's  ships,  to 
what  use  is  it  to  be  put  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  So  far  as  I  have 
ascertained,  there  is  no  such  cordite  at 
present  on  board  His  Majesty's  ships.  It 
certainly  will  not  be  used  if  it  is  not 
there. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  What  do  you  propose 
to  do  with  the  cordite  on  shore  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  any  considerable  quantity 
of  such  cordite  on  shore.  I  doubt  if 
there  is  any,  in  fact. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  settle  the  matter  by  telling 
us  the  quantity  of  cordite  on  shore  with 
mercuric  chloride  in  it  1  I  understand 
there  is  a  very  large  quantity. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken  on  that  }X)int.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  considerable 
quantity  on  shore ;  but  I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood) 
.^sked  whether,  so  far  as  the  cordite 
actually  on  board  His  Majesty's  ships  was 
concerned,  samples  of  each  lot  had  been 
tested  and  found  not  to  contain  mercuric 
chloride. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  That  is  so.  So  far 
as  I  have  ascertained,  there  is  no  such 
cordite  on  board  any  ships  at  the  present 
time.  I  may  add,  however,  that  if  there 
is,  there  is  not  necessarily  any  danger. 


Naval  Annaoients. 
Mr.  LONSDALE  (Annagh,  Mid.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty whether  13-5  guns  are  now  under 
construction  for  naval  purposes;  and 
whether  it  is  intended  to  increase  the 
size  of  guns  on  vessels  of  the  "Dread- 
nought "  class. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  accept  my  assurance  that  it 
is  not  in  the  public  interest  to  answer 
this  Question. 

Mica  Boiler  Covering  Company,  Limited. 
Mr.  HUDSON  (Newcastle-on-Tyne): 
I  bog  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  police  court  judgment  for  workmen's 
wages,  and  distress  warrants  which  have 
been  issued  against  the  Mica  Boiler 
Covering  Company,  Limited ;  whether 
this  company  are  contractors  or  sub-con- 
tractors for  the  work  they  are  doing  on 
H.M.S.  "Invincible,"  now  lying  at  the 
Elswick  Shipyard,  Newcastle-on-Tyne; 
and  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Admiralty  to  strike  this  firm  off  their 
list,  or  what  other  action,  if  any,  he 
proposes  to  take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  There  is  no  tra?e 
of  any  report  to  this  effect  having  reached 
the  Admiralty.  The  Company  is  on  the 
Admiralty  list,  and  consequently  the 
main  contractors,  Messrs.  Armstrong, 
Whitworth  and  Co.,  are  in  order  in 
employing  them  as  subcontractors.  This 
is  being  done  through  the  machinery 
sub-contractors,  Messrs.  Humphreys, 
Tennant  and  Co.  I  will  see  that  the 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
is  at  once  inquired  into. 

i  Mr.  HUDSON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  if  a  winding-up  order 
has  recently  been  made  against  this 
company  1 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  whole  matter 
will  be  inquired  into. 

Protection  of  Canadian  Fisheries. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston):  I  b-g 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  any  of  His  Majesty's  ships  are 
now  employed  in  the  defence  of 
Canadian  fisheries;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the    Canadian   Government  makes  any 
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payment   for   the  services   rendered  by 
those  ships. 

Mr.  M  c  K  E  N  N  a  :  The  Canadian 
Government  protect  their  own  fisheries, 
and  His  Majesty's  ships  are  not  employed 
on  this  service. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  quite  recently 
a  battleship  was  employed  on  this  duty  ] 

Mr.  McKENNA:  lean  cnly  speak  of 
what  takes  place  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX:  When  did  the 
<*hange  take  place  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  must  ask  for 
notice.     It  was  some  years  ago,  I  think. 

Navigation  of  the  Solent. 
Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth):  Ib^gto 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the 
Admiralty  regulate  the  navigation  by 
merchant  ships  of  the  waters  adjacent  to 
the  dockyards  at  Portsmouth,  including 
the  approaches  to  it  through  the  Solent 
and  Spithead. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Yes,  within  the 
limits  of  the  dockyard  port.  Spithead 
is  within  those  limits,  and  that  part 
of  the  Solent,  eastward  of  a  line  joining 
Old  Castle  Point  and  Hill  Head  Point. 

Mr.  fell  asked  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  frequent  serious  accidents 
in  the  Solent  the  Admiralty  would  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  extending  their 
jurisdiction  west  as  far  as  the  Needles. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  now  opening  up  a  very  large  question 
to  which  I  could  not  venture  to  give  an 
answer  off-hand. 

Mr.  FELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  if  any  harbour 
or  port  authorities  have  jurisdiction  over 
the  navigation  of  the  waters  of  the 
Solent  and  Spithead,  and  can  make  any 
regulations  with  regard  to  speed  or  other 
precautions  to  be  observed  by  ships  in 
iogs  or  snow  or  thick  weather. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OP  TRADE 
<Mr.  Kearley,  Devonport) :  There  are 
no   harbour   or  port   authorities  having 


such  jurisdiction  outside  the  limits 
I  of  the  dockyard  port  of  Portsmouth. 
'  The  Trinity  H6use,  however,  who  have 
pilotage  jurisdiction  there,  have  given 
instructions  to  pilots  to  navigate  vessels 
at  a  moderate  speed  when  near  Cowes 
and  Yarmouth  in  order  to  avoid  damage 
to  the  shores  by  the  wash  creat^ 
by  large  vessels.  The  hon.  Member  is 
no  doubt  aware  that  there  are  special 
articles  in  the  Regulations  for  Preventing 
Collisions  at  Sea  issued  in  pursuance  of 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  prescribing 
special  sound  signals  and  moderation  of 
speed  in  fog,  mist,  falling  snow,  or  heavy  ' 
rain  storms. 

War  Office  Storehouse  Clerks. 
Mr.  CHIOZZA  MONEY  (Paddington, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  there  are  about  100  storehouse 
clerks  in  the  employ  of  the  War  Office 
whose  pay  ranges  from  24s.  per  week  to 
a  maximum,  after  six  years  of  service,  of 
only  26s.  per  week;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  cost  of  sustaining  in  respect- 
ability and  efficiency  a  clerk  and  his 
family  in  the  neighbourhood  of  London, 
he  can  see  his  way  to  raise  considerably 
the  maximum  pay  of  these  men. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  HaddingtOn): 
The  reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  affirmative.  These  storehouse 
clerks  are  not  clerks  in  the  sense  in  which 
the  word  is  used  in  civil  life,  but  are 
men  who  perform  only  simple  routine 
clerical  work  in  the  storehouses,  and  in 
addition  assist  the  storeholder  or  foreman 
in  store  duties.  Their  position  is  more 
analogous  to  that  of  a  warehouseman.  It 
is  not  proposed  to  raise  their  scale  of  pay. 

,     Mr.  CROOKS  (Woolwich) :   Is  it  not 
[  the  fact  men  have  already  been  appointed 

to    similar    positions   at   a   commencing 

salary  of  26s.  per  week  1 

Mr.  HALDANE  asked  for  notice. 

) 

i  Indian  Army  Officers. 

Mr.  SMEATON  (Stirhngshire) :  I  [beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  officers 
of  the  Indian  Army  now  form  part  of  the 
Imperial  forces  of  the  Crown,  and  are 
eligible  for  employment  on  the  general 

.  stfSf  of   the   Army,   either  at  home  or 
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abroad,  he  is  prepared  to  support  the 
recommendation  recently  made  by  Lord 
Kitchener  through  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  to  the  effect  that  any  commis- 
sioned service  by  an  Indian  Army  officer 
in  a  British  regiment  out  of  India  prior 
to  joining  the  Indian  Staff  Corps  or 
Indian  Army  shall,  to  the  extent  of  five 
years,  be  allowed  to  reckon  as  service 
towards  Indian  pension,  and  that  any 
additional  charge  entailed  thereby  shall 
be  treated  as  an  Imperial  charge. 


Questions. 


\m 


Mp.  HALDANE:  The  rocommenda- 
tioii  mentioned  has  not  at  present  been 
referred  by  the  India  Office  to  the  Army 
Council,  and  until  the  matter  is  officially 
before  me,  I  am  unable  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  it. 

Trophy  Tax. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  will  state  for  what  purpose 
the  trophy  tax  is  levied  in  the  city  of 
London  ;  whether,  in  some  cases,  its  pay- 
ment has  been  refused ;  and  what  steps, 
if  any,  have  been  taken  to  enforce  its  , 
collection.  j 

I 
Mr.  HALDANE :  The  t:ophy  tax  has  ! 
hitherto  been  levied  to  defray  the  expense  ; 
of  raising  tlie  men  to  serve  in  the  Alilitia  | 
of  the  City  of  London,  and  for  all  other 
incidental  charges  relating  thereto,  such  ' 
as  providing  the   necessary  accommoda- 
tion.    Under  Clause  39  of  the  Territoi-ial 
and  Reserve  Forces  Act,  which  was  in- 
serted at  the  wish  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Lieutenancy,  the  tax  may  be  applied 
to  the  special   reserve   battalion  corres- 
ponding  to   the   Royal   London   Militia 
and  for  the  purposes  of  any  of  the  powers 
and  duties  of  the  County  Association  for  ! 
the  City  of  London  at  the  discretion  of  I 
the  Commissioners  of  Lieutenancy.     The  I 
tax  is  levied  by  the  local  authorities  and  ! 
the  War  Office  has  no  cognisance  of  the  ! 
mode  of  collection.  | 

Messrs.  E3niochs  and  Government       i 
Contracts.  , 

Mr.  EVELVN  CE(  IL  (As. on  Manor):  j 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  , 
War  whether,  in  view  of  the  hardship  ' 
entailed'  upon  workmen  at  Messrs.  j 
Kynochs  by  the  withdrawal  of  Govern- 1 
ment  ordei-s,  he  can  see  his  way  to  give  ' 
fresh  employment  to  those  who  have  lost 


it  through  no  fault  of  their  own,  or  assist 
them  to  obtain  it. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  hon.  Membe  is 
apparently  advocating  a  general  principle 
that  when  a  firm  has  supplied  goods 
which  are  not  according  to  specification 
and  further  orders  for  similar  goods  have 
been  withdrawn,  the  Government  is  bound 
to  find  employment  for  the  workpeople 
who  may  be  thrown  out  of  work  by  the 
withdrawal  of  those  orders.  I  fear  we 
have  only  too  great  difficulty  in  finding 
regular  employment  in  our  own  factories 
to  be  able  to  consider  such  a  proposition. 

*Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  if  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  would  give  equal  consideration  to  the 
case  of  the  workmen  lately  employed  on 
armour-plating  and  gun  shields. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  That  ia  part  of  the 
general  question. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS:  Will  the  light  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  order  to  enable  Messrs. 
Kynoch  and  Co.  to  be  employed  again, 
follow  the  precedent  set  in  the  case  of 
Cammell,  Laird  and  Co.,  and  cause  the 
chairman  and  responsible  directors  to 
resign  and  then  again  employ  the 
company  1 

Mr.  HALDANE :  I  do  not  think  that 
arises  out  of  the  Question. 

Disturbances  in  India. 
Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex, 
Brentford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia  whether 
meetings  of  congratulation  upon  the 
return  from  prison  of  Bepin  Chandra  Pal 
have  passed  off  peacefully  thoughout 
India  with  the  exception  of  Tinnevelli 
and  Tuticorin,  where  the  authorities  pro- 
hibited  the  holding  of  public  meetings ; 
whether  this  prohibition  led  to  ripting  and 
loss  of  innocent  life ;  and  whethbr  he  will 
state  what  were  the  circumstances  which 
led  to  this  prohibition,  and  what  personal 
part  Mr.  Wynch  played  throughout  this 
unfortunate  incident. 

Thf  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Chables  Hob- 
house,  Bristol,  E, ;  for  Mr.  Buchanan)  : 
No  disturbances  in  connection  with  Bepin 
Chandra  Pal's  release  from  prison  have 
been  reported,  except  from  Tuticorin  and 
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Tinnevelli.  The  conditions  existing  at 
these  places  were  exceptional,  in  that 
disturbances  unconnected  with  Bepin 
Chandra  Pal's  release  had  already  taken 
place  in  February,  when  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  prohibit  meetings 
proposed  to  be  held  in  connection  with  a 
Btrike  of  cotton  operatives.  It  was  in 
view  of  the  continuance  of  disturbed 
conditions  that  the  procession  announced 
for  the  9th  March,  the  day  of  Bepin 
Chandra  Pal's  release,  was  prohibited, 
and  subsequent  events,  including  the 
rioting,  and  the  loss  of  life  which  resulted, 
must  be  regarded  in  their  connection 
with  the  earlier  occurrences  mentioned. 
Mr.  Wynch,  as  district  judge,  was  gene- 
rally responsible  for  the  maintenance  of 
order,  and  for  the  measures  taken  to 
that  end. 

The  Mohmand  Bising. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Mohmand  raiders  have 
been  joined  by  large  bodies  of  Afghans  ; 
and  whether  the  authority  of  the  Amir 
has  )>een  invoked  to  check  this  movement. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  :  Afghan 
subjects  have  participated  in  the 
Mohmand  rising,  but  as  was  stated 
yesterday  in  reply  to  a  similar  Question 
the  action  taken  by  the  Amir  to  prevent 
such  participation  seems  to  be  producing 
the  desired  result.  The  Government  of 
India  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  Amir  on  the  subject. 

Women  Workers  on  Cingalese  Boads. 
Mr.  H.  H.  MARKS  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  women 
and  girls  are  employed  by  Government 
Departments  in  Ceylon  in  breaking  metal 
for  road  making  and  road  repairing, 
being  paid  at  a  rate  varying  from  the 
equivalent  of  3(1.  to  6</.  a  day  ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  lO 
put  a  stop  to  the  employment  of  female 
labour  on  such  work. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  Fon  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel 
Seely,  Liverpool,  Abercromby)  •  I  am 
aware  that  in  the  case  of  relief  works 
women  and  children  have  sometimes 
been  employed  in  Ceylon  on  road  making 
and    repairing,    but    I    do     not     know 


whether  they  are  so  employed  on 
ordinary  occasions.  The  Secretary  of 
State,  will,  however,  make  inquiry  into- 
the  matter. 

Native  Bepresentation  in  the  Natal 
Parliament* 

Mr.  C.  B.  HARMSWORTH  (Worcesto  - 
shire,  Droitwich) :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies^ 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  furnish  par- 
ticulars of  the  Bill  that  has  been  pro- 
moted in  the  Parliament  of  Natal  to 
secure  the  proper  representation  of  native 
opinion. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  I  have  seen  a  tele- 
gram in  the  Press  on  the  subject,  but  no 
official  information  has  yet  been  received. 
As  soon  as  the  Gazette  containing  the 
Bill  reaches  the  Colonial  Office  I  will, 
communicate  with  ray  hon.  friend. 

South  Australian  Act. 
Mr.  LONSDALE:  I  bg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Royal  Assent  has  been  given 
to  the  South  Australian  Act  for  trans- 
ferring the  northern  territory  ;  and  what 
has  been  the  cause  of  the  delay  1 

Colonel  SEELY :  The  Royal  Assent 
was  given  to  this  Bill  by  Order  in 
Counoil  dated  the  19th  of  March.  The 
Bill  was  not  received  until  the  25th  of 
January. 

White  Settlers  in  British  East  Africa. 

Mr.  LONSDALE:    I   b:g   to   ask  the 

Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

whether  any  steps   have  been  taken  to 

remedy    the    grievances    of     the    white 

I  settlers  in  British  East  Africa  in  regard 

,  to  the  native  labour  question. 

I 

Colonel  SEELY:   The  Secretary  of 

I  State  must  not  be  understood  to  accept 

I  the  word  **  grievances "  in  the  Question, 
on  the  Paper.  The  Government  of  the 
Protectorate  is  bound  to  •xerciso  super- 
vision over  the  conditions  of  native 
labour,  and  my  noble  friend  will  do- 
nothing  to  diminish  the  effectiveness  of 
such  supervision.  The  Governor  has, 
however,  (appointed  a  temporary  Board^. 
consisting  of  representatives  of  the 
Government  and  the  settlers,  to  consider 
the  terms  on  which  labour  will  h& 
recruited  by  the  Government,    and    to- 
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incjuire  into  the  conditions  of  the  labour 
supply. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  Have  any  steps  been 
taken  to  fill  up  the  vacancies  in  the 
Council  ? 

Colonel  SEELY  asked  for  notice. 

Dismissed  Transvaal  Civil  Servants. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  how  many  retrenched 
Transvaal  Civil  servants  have  received 
appointments  in  the  Colonial  service 
since  the  granting  of  responsible  govern- 
ment to  the  Transvaal ;  how  many  have 
been  given  appointments  in  other  depart- 
ments of  State  in  the  same  time;  and 
how  many  have  received  appointments  in 
the  Colonial  service  and  in  other  depart- 
ments since  the  beginning  of  this  session 
of  Parliament. 

Colonel  SEELY :  Fourteen  retrenched 
Transvjial  Civil  servants,  including  mem- 
bers of  the  South  African  Constabulary, 
have  received  appointments  in  the 
Coloinal  service  since  the  grant  of  re- 
sponsible government;  in  two  cases 
appointments  have  been  offered  and  not 
accepted,  and  in  one  Ciise  a  candidate 
was  jM'onounced  medically  unfit  after  an 
appointment  had  been  offered  to  him ; 
six  further  apixjintments  are  at  present 
being  offered.  Three  appointments  have 
])een  given  by  other  departments  of  the 
State.  Nine  appointments  have  been 
made  since  the  present  session  began, 
and  six  are  at  present  being  offered. 

Hayti. 
Major  AXSTRUTHER-GR  VY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  furnish  the  latest  reports 
as^to  the  Island  of  Hayti,  and  whether 
any  foreign  troops  have  had  occasion  to 
land  there. 

•  The   secretary   of   STATE  for  ' 
FOREIGN    AFFAIRS    (Sir     Ej)ward  I 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  The  ! 
most  recent  information  is  contained  in  ! 
a  telegram  from  the  commander  of  H.M.S. 
"Cressy,"  dated  the  10th   instant,   and 
is  to  the  effect  that  all  was  quiet  and  that 
His   Majesty's   Consul  General  did   not 
anticipate  disturbances  for  the  present. 


H.M.S.     "  Indefatigable  " 
Port-au-Prince. 


1893 
remaini  it 


The  Oongo  Treaty. 
*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  (Glouccstn- 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  tor  Foreign  Afiaiis 
whether  any  proposals  before  the  Bel^ 
Parliament  can  affect  the  Congo  Traitv, 
by  which  Belgium,  should  she  accept  the 
territories  covered  by  the  treaty,  will 
assume  the  sovereignty  subject  to  the 
obligations  specified  in  Annexe  A; 
whether  such  obligations  relating  to  the 
Concessions,  as,  for  example,  the  Lomami 
Concession,  the  exclusive  right  to  forest 
produce  forming  a  commercial  monopoly 
in  the  Kasai,  and  the  concession  to  the 
Socit'te  du  Lac  Leopold  II.  granting  ex- 
clusive rights  in  a  portion  of  the  Domaine, 
as  well  as  the  concessions  to  the  Grands 
Lacs,  A.  6. 1.  R.,  Anversoise,  and  Katanga 
Companies,  are  consistent  with  the  Berlin 
Act  and  with  the  British  Treaty,  the 
signature  of  which  followed  that  of  the 
American  Treaty  and  preceded  the  signa- 
ture of  the  Berlin  Act ;  and  whether 
these  obligations  by  which  Belgium  will 
be  bound,  if  inconsistent  with  British 
Treaty  rights  and  with  the  Berlin  Act, 
can  ]>e  laid  before  the  House,  in  order 
that  Parliament  may  be  in  a  position  to 
support  the  policy  declared  by  him  in 
accepting  the  recent  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREYiUptotk 
})resent.  His  Majesty's  Government  are 
aware  of  no  proposals  before  the  Belgian 
Parliament  purporting  to  modify  the 
terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Cession.  In  any 
case,  the  treaty  obligations  of  the  Congo 
State  cannot  be  impaired  by  any  condi- 
tions of  transfer  made  with  the  Sovereign 
of  that  State.  The  declarations  alr«iay 
made  in  public  by  the  Belgian  Govern- 
ment take  the  same  view.  I  propose  tn 
put  in  the  Library  of  the  House  the 
Tn»aty  of  Cession  with  the  Annexeii, 
which  include  the  Concession  referred  to 
])y  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  ques- 
tion of  how  far  the  maintenance  of  these 
Concessions  as  worked  at  present  is  incon- 
sistent with  the  treaty  obligations  of  the 
Congo  State  has  already  formed  the 
subject  of  communications  with  the 
Belgian  (Tovernment.  1  cannot  at  present 
say  when  any  statement  can  ])e  made  to 
the  House  respecting  these  communica- 
tions.    Ws  have  explained  to  the  Belgian 
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Oovemment  very  fully  our  view  as  to 
what  the  treaty  obligations  are,  and 
Papers  on  this  subject  will  be  laid  before 
His  Majesty's  Government  take  any  step 
tio  recognise  the  transfer  of  the  Congo 
State  to  Belgium,  should  Belgium  even- 
4iually  decide  to  annex  it. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  (Hythe) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  any  representa- 
tions have  been  received  from  the 
Belgian  Government  to  the  eflfect  that 
<>he  Congo  State,  having  been  constituted 
prior  to  the  conclusion  of  the  Berlin 
Convention  of  1884,  cannot  be  held 
l)Ound  by  the  provisions  of  that  Act; 
^nd,  if  so,  what  action  he  proposes  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  It  is  presumed 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  referring  to  the 
Berlin  Act  of  1886  when  he  alludes  to 
the  "Berlin  Convention  of  1884."  The 
Answer  is  in  that  case  in  the  negative. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON:  Is  the 
j-ight  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Prime  Minister  made  a  statement  in  the 
Belgian  Chamber  the  other  day  as  to  the 
inapplicability  of  the  Berlin  Convention 
to  the  Congo  State  ] 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  understand 
that  the  declaration  in  the  Belgian 
•Chamber  was  to  the  effect  that  Belgium 
recognised  the  Convention. 

Great  Britain  and  Slam. 
Mr.  SMEATON:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Anglo-Siamese 
Agreement  has  yet  been  ratified  and 
signed;  and,  if  so,  when  it  may  be 
expected  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  No  treaty  his 
yet  been  signed.  Whenever  any  agree- 
ment has  been  come  to,  it  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament. 

Bussia  and  the  Case  of  Edward  Howorth, 
of  Blackpool. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfTairs 
ivhat  steps  have  been  taken  to  obtain 
compensation  from  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment for  Mr.  Edward  Howorth,  of  Black- 
pool, who  was  shot  in  St.  Petersburg  by 


a   workman   during   recent  political  dis- 
turbances in  that  city. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  Mr.  Howorth's 
case  has  been  most  carefully  considered  in 
consultation  with  His  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador at  St.  Petersburg.  There  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  any  negligence  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities  such  as  would 
justify  His  Majesty's  Government  in 
presenting  a  claim  to  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  Then  what  remedy  has 
Mr.  Howorth  1 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  The  circum- 
stances of  the  case  roughly  were  these. 
Mr.  Howorth  was  shot  or  badly  wounded 
in  a  private  place,  and  there  is  no  allega- 
tion that  any  Kussian  official  was  concerned 
in  any  way,  or  was  guilty  of  negligence. 
Had  a  disturbance  occurred  in  this 
country  no  charge  could  have  been 
brought  against  the  local  authority,  and  I 
do  not  suppose  our  Home  Office  would 
have  entertained  the  question  of  com- 
pensation. 

Turkish  Customs  Duties. 
Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent,  it  would  be  open  to  the 
Government  of  the  Porte  to  alienate  any 
portion  of  the  increased  Customs  duties 
sanctioned  by  the  Powers  in  providing 
the  kilometric  guarantee  now  being 
sought  by  Germany  for  the  purpose  of 
the  extension  of  the  Bagdad  Railway. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  All  revenue 
which  the  Turkish  Government  derives 
from  the  increased  Customs  duties  is 
definitely  appropriated  to  the  Macedonian 
Budget.  It  is  therefore  not  open  to  the 
Porte  to  alienate  any  portion  of  it. 

Mr.  LYNCH  (Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Ripon) 
asked  if  there  was  not  an  understanding 
with  Germany  as  to  what  was  to  be  done 
with  the  revenue  thus  set  free. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  do  not  kno»v 
anything  about  such  an  understanding, 
nor  do  I  see  anything  in  the  Question 
about  this  particular  revenue. 

Mr.  BOWLES  was  understood  to  ask 
to  ask  if  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
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Porte  to  dispose  of  any  revenue  arising  I  Majesty's   Government  have  not  under- 
from  the  increased  Customs  duties.  '  taken  any  obligation  with  regard  to  tl» 

I  arrangement  between    Russia    and  the 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  It  can  dispose  |  other  producing  countries :  it  is  cletily 

of  revenues  as  to  which  it  is  under  no    one  which  could  have  been   made  inde- 

obligation.  .  pendent ly    of    their    consent.       I   may 

further  point   out  with  regard  to  ti» 

The  Aland  Islands.  '  probable  eft'ect  upon  the  import  of  sugir 

Mr.     LONSDALE:    I     beg    to     ask  i  into  the  United  Kingdom,  that  before  the 

the    Secretary    of    State     for    Foreign  |  Convention    the    average    import    hm 

Affairs      whether      the      special      Con-    Russia  was  probably  less   than    4O,00(» 


vention  of  March,  1856,  which  was  an- 
nexed to  the  Treaty  of  Paris  and  con- 
cluded between  Great  Britain  and  France 
and  Russia,  in  regard  to  the  Aland  Islands, 
remains  unaffected  by  the  new  agreement 
for  the  preservation  of  the  sfatif.'i  quo  in 
the  Baltic.  ' 

Sir    EDWARD  GREY:   The  Answer 
is  in  the  affirmative.  , 

Bnssian  Sugar  Stores. 
Mr.  VILIJERS  (Brighton) :  I  beg  to  ' 
iisk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  since  the  prohibition  of  ' 
Russian  sugar  into  Great  Britain  by  the  . 
Sugar  Convention  of  1902,  500,000  tons  ^ 
of  sugar  have  accumulated  in  Russia. 

Sir   EDWARD   GREY:     The   stocks 
of  Russian  sugar  on  the  Ist  of  September  , 
last,     according     to     trade     estimates,  I 
amounted  to  514,000  tons.     The  accumu- 
lation in  question  is  primarily  due  to  the 
heavy  beet   crops  of    the  preceding  two  I 
years.  ! 

Mr.  VILLIERS:  Did  th^^  Govern- [ 
nicnt  agree  to  the  renewal  of  the  con  , 
vention  knowing  that  the  other  Powers  ' 
had  imposed  a    restriction  on  Russia   in  ^ 


tons  a  year,  and  that  under  the  ar^ang^ 
ment  between  Russia  and  the  other 
countries  an  annual  average  import  up 
to  200,000  tons  is  possible.  But,  in  any 
case,  the  freedom  of  His  Majesty'^ 
Government  to  admit  sugar  sent  to  thi^ 
country  for  import  is  not  restricted. 

*Mr.  VILLIERS  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  maintain  that  in  agreeing  to 
the  renewal  of  this  Convention  the 
was  not  a  party  to  the 
exports  of  Russian  sugar 
Britain    by      that     same 


Government 
limitation  of 
into  Great 
Convention  1 


relation  to  her  exports  to  CJreat  Britain^ 


Si!<  EDWARD  (}REY:  Thit  Question  ; 
was  practically  answered  yesterday. 

Russia  and  the  Brass  als  Convention 
Mil.  VILLIKRS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether,  by  the  terms  of  the  Sugar 
Convention,  to  the  renewal  of  which  His 
Majesty's  Government  has  lately  con- 
sented, the  introduction  of  Russian  sugar 
into  Great  Britain  is  to  be  limited. 

Sir  EDWARD  GUEV.  The  iissent  of ' 
His  Majesty's  Government  is  limited  to 
the  provisions  of  the  protocol  which  enable 
Russia  to  adhere  to  the  Convention.    His 


Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  We  undertook 
no  obligation  ni  regard  to  that  particular 
provision.  What  we  did  obtain  wa* 
freedom  from  all  restriction  as  to  our 
power  to  import. 

Crime  in  Egypt. 
Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON   (Northum- 
berland,  Tyneside):    I  bog  to   ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign   Affairs 
whether  His  Majesty's  Government  ha» 
received    from    the     Consul-General   at 
Cairo    information    as     to     the    recent 
increase  of  crime  in  Egypt,  and  notably 
^  in  the  Behera  district ;  and  what  effective 
I  steps,  if  any,  are  now  being  taken  ti)  put 
I  a   check  on  the  murder,  robbery,  arson, 
and  other  serious  offences,   which  Lord 
Cromer,  on  page  85  of  his  Annual  Report 
for  1906,  described  as  the  most  unsatis- 
factory feature  in  the  Egyptian  situation. 


Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  The  Question 
is  dealt  with  in  Sir  Eldon  Oorst's  Report 
for  1907  (on  pages  22,  23,  and  29),  which 
will,  it  is  hoped,  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment on  Monday  next. 

International  Legislative  Ckmndl  for 
Egypt. 

Mr.  J,  M.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg  te 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs   when    it  is  expected    that  Sir 
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Tlldon  Gk)r8t*8  Report  on  the  Admini- 
«tratioii  and  Condition  of  Egypt  and  the 
Sudan  in  1907  will  be  issued  as  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  ;  and  whether  in  it, 
or  through  some  other  official  channel, 
information  will  be  given  as  to  the  result 
oi  the  proposals  for  modifying  the 
capitulations  and  establishing  an  Inter- 
national Legislative  Council,  which  were 
set  forth  in  Lord  Cromer's  Report  for 
1906 ;  also  as  to  other  measures  promised 
-with  a  view  to  removing  present  anomalies 
^nd  difficulties  in  the  government  of 
Egypt. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  It  is  hoped  to 
lay  Sir  Eldon  Gorst's  Report  for  1907 
before  Parliament  on  Monday  next.  May 
4th.  Information  as  to  the  present 
situation  with  regard  to  Lord  Cromer's 
proposals  for  modifying  the  capitulations 
^nd  establishing  an  International  Legis- 
lative Council  will  be  found  on  pages  1 
And  2  of  that  Paper. 

The  Budget— Broadening  the  Basis  of 
Bevenue. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
with  a  view  to  broadening  the 
sources  of  revenue  within  the  limits  of 
the  present  fiscal  policy  of  the  country, 
he  will  consider  the  expediency  of  taxing 
■advertisements,  introducing  a  graduated 
receipt  stamp,  imposing  a  stamp  duty  on 
share  certificates,  taxing  betting  and 
racing  stakes,  establishing  an  employment 
tax  of  a  penny  in  the  pound  on  all 
wages  paid  :  and  taxing  theatre  and  other 
amusement  tickets  beyond  a  given  price. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
•Carnarvon  Boroughs) :  I  will  reflect  upon 
my  hon.  friend's  suggestions. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  I  will  repeat  the 
Question  after  allowing  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  a  reasonable  period  for  re- 
flection. 

Income-Taz  on  Investments  Abroad. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON:  I  begtoask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  will  state  the  amount  of  income-tax 
received  during  the  fiscal  year  now  closed 
on  profits  and  income  resulting  from 
investments  abroad,  the  amounts  on  which 
the  tax  was  received,  discriminating 
between  those  earned  in  foreign  countries 


and  those  from  British  Possessions  ;  and 
whether  there  has  been  any  increase  or 
decrease  as  compared  with  the  figures  of 
the  previous  year. 

♦Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  It  wiU  be  seen 
from  pages  216-7  of  the  50th  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  that 
it  is  impossible  to  give  any  complete  figures 
of  profits  and  income  resulting  from  in- 
vestments abroad.  The  gross  income 
from  abroad  brought  under  review  for 
income-tax  purposes,  so  far  as  it  can  be 
identified  in  the  statistics  of  the  tax, 
amounted  in  1906-7  (the  latest  year  for 
which  figures  are  available)  to  X79,558,000. 
The  corresponding  figure  for  the  preceding 
year  was  £73,899,200.  Information  is 
not  available  with  regard  to  the  other 
points  raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  .  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  arising  out  of 
the  reply  he  has  just  given,  whether  these 
£5,500,000  increase  in  the  profits  earned 
from  capital  placed  abroad  does  not  repre- 
sent a  capitalised  sum  of  £150,000,000  in 
one  year,  and  whether  he  views  without 
alarm  the  increasing  tendency  of  British 
capital  to  seek  investment  in  foreign 
countries,  with  the  resulting  contraction 
of  employment  at  home  ? 

♦Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  I  should  have 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  would  know 
that  the  figure  does  not  represent  so  large 
an  increase  of  capital  invested  abroad. 
It  represents,  to  a  great  extent,  very 
largely  increased  returns  from  in- 
vestments. 

Night  Wanderers  in  London. 
Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  as  stated  by 
a  police  ofiicial  in  the  course  of  some 
recent  legal  proceedings,  the  police  have 
instructions  to  wake  up  all  persons  found 
asleep  on  public  seats  during  the  night ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  annulling  or  modifying 
such  instructions  ? 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Herbert  Samuel,  Yorkshire,  Cleveland) : 
It  is  the  practice  for  the  police  to  wake  per- 
sons found  sleeping  at  night  on  public  seats 
and  to  direct  them  to  the  nearest  shelter 
or  casual  ward.     It  is  undesirable  that 
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public  seats  should  be  used  as  sleeping 
places,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  think  any  alteration  in  the  regulations 
should  be  made. 


{COMMONS}  Questions.  m 

omnibuses.      Police    on    ordiniTy  te 
report   cases     of     defective 
coming  to  their  notice. 


Mr.  crooks  :  Why  should  not  they 
sleep  there  1 


SiE  HENRY  CRAIK  :  Is  thehoiLG» 
tleman  aware  that  the  ordinary  policenB 
disclaims  an^   such   duty  as  partdls 
>  ordinary  duties  ? 
Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.) :    I  should  ; 
like  to  know  under  what  Act  of  Parlia-  j  '   Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  I  am  not 
ment  men  are  harried  and   very   often    aware  of  that, 
punished  for  the  wholesome  practice  of  ' 

sleeping  in  the  open  air.  North  Camberweil  Badical  GUt 

\     ♦Captain  FABER  (Hampshiie,  Aft- 
Mr.   HERBERT   SAMUEL:    Under  !  ^jover):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Swe 
their  general  powers  the  police  are  em-  :  f^j.  f;^^  ^^^q  Department  whether  hi* 


powered  to  take  action  against  persons  l 
who  are  found  committing  the  offence  I 
known  as  "  sleeping  out."  : 


Mr.  CROOKS  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  of  the  law  that  allows  a  man  to 
sleep  in  the  open  if  ho  has  the  price  of 
a  lodging  in  his  pocket,  vsrhereas  it  is  the 
poor  fellow  with  nothing  who  is  moved 
on? 


attention  has  been  called  to  the  inqneil 
held  on  Tuesday,  28th  January,  on  KC 
i  Drummond,    who    was    proved  to  hxn 
I  died  from  syncope  fi-om  delirium  ouued 
j  by  a   fall  at  ope   o'clock   on  a  Sondir 
I  morning  in  the  North  Camberweil  Bi£ 
'  cal  Club,  and  whose  death  was  jnoTed  fay 
I  have  been  accelerated  by  long-continoed 
I  alcoholic  excesses ;  and  whether  he  cu 
I  insert  provisions  in  the  Licensing  Bill  to 
nT       Tir\rvrrr\\fT  v\r     n       i.u     u       jpreventtho    excessive    consumption  of 
Mr.    BOTTOMLLl  :    Can  the   hon.    ^^^^  in  such  clubs. 
Gentleman   tell    us    what    difference   it ! 
makes   to   the   police   or   to   the   public 
whether  a  man  who  occupies  a  seat  in  the 
mitldle  of  the  night  is  asleep  or  awake  I 


Mr.    ASHLEY: 
Secretary  power  to  do 
regulation  'i 


Has  the   Home 
away  with   this 


Mr.  HERBERT 

iiotico. 


SAMUEL   asked  for 


Motor  'Buses  in  London. 
Sir  henry  CRAHv    (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  University) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
St^oretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 


I  Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  Mv  right 
I  hon.  friend  has  not  had  before  him  the  facto 
of  the  case  mentioned,  and  is  unabk  to 
say  whether  or  not  the  alcoholic  exoe«» 
which  are  stated  to  have  accelerated  the 
death  took  place  in  a  dub.  The  qoei- 
tion  of  legislative  restrictions  on  the  sale 
of  liquor  in  clubs  is  receiving  the  foB 
attention  of  the  House  in  the  debates  on 
the  Licensing  Bill,  and  I  would  ventare 
to  suggest  can  be  discussed  in  tboie 
debates  with  greater  advantage  than  b^ 
way  of  Question  and  Answer. 

♦Captain  FABER  :  May  I  ask  the 

moiit,  wiiat  is  the  total  number  of  motor  !  hon.  Gentleman  whether  be  would  think 

omni1)usos  now  running  in  London,  and  |  it  desirable  to  take  steps  against  this  chh 

what  is  the  number  of  the  staff  employed  ]  which,  in  the  words  of  Uie  Prime  Minuter^ 

in   their    inspection  ;     and   whether  the  \  appears  to  be  "a  vicious  drinking  duhf 

ordinary    [)olice   e()n8tal)les  are   charged 

with  any  duty  of  observing  and  report-  \      Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  That  is  a 

ing  cases  of  serious  luiisanoe  caused  by  ;  matter  of  opinion. 

those   omnibuses   through   smell,  smoke, 

or    undue    vibration 

ma  chine  rv  ! 


due    to    defective 


Mu.  HKRHKRT  SAMUKL:  There  were 
on  the  -7th  instant  1,137  licensed  motor 
omnibuses.  The  public  carnage  inspect - 
iui:  start*  consists  of  37  otlicers,  whose 
duty  inohules   the   supervision  of  motor 


Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
sham) :  Having  regard  to  the  allsgatioiit 
which  have  been  made  against  this  dnlv 
will  the  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the 
desirability  of  instructing  a  deteofeive- 
inspector  of  the  Metropoutaa  Police  to 
enter  the  club  disguised  as  a  tempsrsnce 
refonner  1 
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Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  There  is 
.•  no  power  at  present  to  enter  a  club  except 
^  under  a  warrant,  but  it  is  proposed  to 
^    remedy  that  by  the  Licensing  Bill. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
^     ton)  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  consider 
^    the  advisability  of  consulting  the  president 
of  this  club,  who,  I  believe,  is  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  ] 

I         [No  Answer  was  returned.] 

^  Boyal  Warrant  Holders. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  what  steps  are  taken  to 
ascertain  the  rates  of  pay  and  working 
conditions  generally  obtaining  in  firms 
whom  it  is  intended  to  honour  with  the 
Royal  Warrant  ;  and  if  measures  are 
taken  with  a  view  of  ensuring  the 
observance  of  trade  union  conditions  by 
firms  upon  whom  the  Royal  Warrant  is 
confirmed  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  Grants 
of  Royal  Warrants  to  particular  firms  are 
not  made  by  or  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Home  Office.  The  Secretary  of 
State  understands  that  it  is  not  the 
practice  to  impose  any  conditions  upon 
the  firms  in  receipt  of  them. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  make 
representation  in  the  right  quarter  on 
the  matter  set  forth  in  the  Question  1 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  Yes,  I  will 
communicate  the  hon.  Member's  sug- 
gestion. 

Tailoring  Industry  and  the  Particulars 
Clause. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  if  he  will  state  when  the 
Particulars  Clause  was  extended  to  the 
tailoring  industry ;  how  many  prose- 
cutions have  been  instituted  for  breaches 
of  the  same;  whether,  during  the  last 
year,  he  has  received  complaints  respect- 
ing the  non-observance  of  the  provisions 
of  the  clause,  involving  a  very  large 
number  of  persons  engaged  in  the 
tailoring  trade ;   and  wha«)  is  the  result 


of  the   investigations,  if   any,  made  in 
consequence  thereof. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  The  Par- 
ticulars  Section  of  the  Factory  Act  was  ex- 
tended to  wholesale  tailoring  in  1898  and 
to  other  tailoring  in  1 903.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  not  been  able  in  the  short 
interval  since  the  Question  appeared  on 
the  Paper,  to  obtain  full  statistics  of 
prosecutions  in  the  tailoring  trades  ;  but,, 
excluding  ladies'  tailoring,  it  appears  that 
since  1903,  fifteen  cases  have  been  taken,, 
resulting  in  twelve  convictions.  The 
answer  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question  as 
to  complaints  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  though  the  number 
of  cases  is  small,  the  number  of  persons- 
affected  is  over  1,000  ] 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :   No,  Sir. 

The  Aliens  Act. 
Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  if  the  pledges  in  re- 
gard to  the  alteration  of  regulations  under 
The  Aliens  Act,  1905,  given  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  his  late 
constituents  at  Manchester,  represent  the 
1  views  of  His  Majesty's  Government ;  and, 
if  so,  when  these  regulations  will  be- 
issued. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  I  beg 
leave  to  answer  this  Question.  The 
statements  made  on  behalf  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  involve  partly  ad- 
ministrative and  partly  legislative  action, 
but  not  the  issue  of  fresh  regulations  as 
is  suggested  in  the  question.  The  pro- 
vision of  receiving  houses  at  immigration 
ports  where  clear  necessity  can  be  shown 
must  be  recognised  to  be  an  essential  pai-t 
of  the  machinery  of  the  Act ;  and  power 
is  taken  in  the  Port  of  London  Bill, 
which  is  under  the  charge  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  enable 
such  a  house  to  be  established  in  London, 
the  port  at  which  difficulty  has  arisen. 
The  question  of  according  to  an  immi- 
grant the  right  of  appeal  to  the  High 
Court  is  a  matter  which  requires  legisla- 
tion, and  is  under  consideration.  My 
right  hon.  friend  also  repeated  in  em- 
phatic terms  the  promises  already  given 
by  the  Home  Secretary  to  adopt  any 
suggestions  which   will,   in   his  opinion,. 
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improve  the  composition  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Boards,  or  any  sugejestions  for   re- 
medying defects  in  the  arrangements  for  i 
the  interpretation  of  evidence  and  repre-  ■ 
sentation  of  aliens.     These  pledges  stand,  I 
but  they  affect  only  administration,  and 
4o  not  involve  any  new  regulations.  I 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  May  I  ask  the  I 
hon.  Gentleman  to  reply  to  my  Question 
with  reference  to  the  reduction  of  natural- 1 
isation  fees  ?    The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  stated  at  Manchester  on  March 
25th  that  he  spoke  with  the  authority  of  , 
his  colleagues,  and  that,  though  the  late 
Cal)inet  had  not  seen  their  way  to  reduce  , 
the  naturalisation  fees,  that  circumstance  ' 
•did  not  bind  the  present  Cabinet.     Is  it , 
intended,  in  accordance  with  the  declara- 
tion of   the  President  of   the   Board   of  ! 
Trade,  to  reduce  naturalisation  fees  1 

Mr.  HEKBEKT  SAMUEL  :  That  does 
not  in  any  way  arise  out  of  the  Question 
on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  LEVEUTON  IIAKPvIS  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  Is  it  projwsed  to  add 
to  the  boards  members  who  are  agreeable 
to  the  Christian  community  as  well  as 
nioiiibors  who  are  agreeable  to  the  Jewish 
community  ? 

Mk.  HEKBERT  SAMUKL:  In  eases 
wlicro  their  present  compa-^ition  is  defec- 
tive it  is  proposed  to  make  the  boards 
thoroughly  representative  of  all  sections 
of  the  community. 

Mil.  CLAUDK  HAY:  Not  having 
received  a  reply  to  mv  Question,  I  beg  to 
giv«'  notice  thnt  I  shall  put  a  series  of 
Qiie<ti«.n<  with  the  object  of  getting  a 
roply. 

Workmen's  Insurance. 
Mk.  ClIAKLES  McARTIIUK 
O^ivi'rpool,  Kirkdale):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  he 
is  aware  that  in  some  employments 
workmen  who  are  subject  to  a  physical 
defec',  but  have  nevertheless  performeil 
their  duties  to  the  full  saiisfaction  of 
tiieir  employers,  are  I'cing  discharged  by 
thi^  latter  because  the  insurance  comp;inies 
lefuse  to  insure  them  on  ordinary  terms 
against  risks  under  the  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act  ;  and  whether  he  purjx^ses 
to  trtke  any  steps,  by  legislation  or  other- 


I  wise,  to  deal  with  the  case  of  wt)ilan 
thrown  out  of  employment  by  this  canac. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  The  Se^ 
I  retary  of  State  has  been  informed  that  is 

some  cases  workmen  subject  to  a  phjsial 
I  defect  have  been  discharged  on  aecoan 
I  of  alleged  difficulties  of  insuring  then 
I  The   refusal  to  insure   such  men  is  Dct  ' 

universal  among  insurance  companie! 
I  and  there  does  not  appear  any  reason  vhj 

such   men   should   not  be  insured  upcA 

adequate  terms  as  well  as  other  workmn. 

Further  inquiries  will  be  made  into  the 

matter. 

Mr.  crooks  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentk^ 
man  instruct  the  Public  Prosecutor  to 
take  action  under  the  law  of  intimidation ! 
What  right  have  the  insurance  companie 
to  do  this  ? 

An  HON.  MEMBER :  Is  there  idt 
evidence  whatever  that  insurance  com- 
panies do  ask  questions  of  emplojen 
with  regard  to  the  physical  defects  d 
those  employed  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  Thew 
have  been  cases  where  they  have  refused 
to  insure  such  men,  but  it  is  not  by  anj 
means  the  universal  practice. 

Motor  Fatalities. —Misuse  of  High  Boidi 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Giaej 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmeo; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
three  recent  cases  at  Kenley,  Albouine 
(on  the  Brighton  Road),  and  at  Sl 
Albans,  respectively,  in  which  a  motorifitr 
after  a  serious  accident,  in  two  of  tiie 
cases  fatal,  ran  away  without  s topping, 
in  contravention  of  Section  6  of  Tbe 
Motor  Car  Act,  1903  ;  whether  he  ii 
aware  that  these  are  not  isolated  cases: 
and  whether,  without  waiting  for  general 
legislation,  he  will  take  immediate  steps 
to  strengthen  the  law  by  imposing 
heavier  penalties  for  this  class  of  otfence. 

Mr.  CHIOZZV  MONEY:  At  tie 
^ame  time  may  I  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  if  bii 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  ftcs 
that  early  on  Saturday  morning  2ot]i 
April,  a  man  named  John  Bryan  vm 
knrx'ked  down,  killed,  and  abandoned  w 
the  road  between  Guildford  andSipkv 
by  a  motor  car  of  unknown  identitj;  i( 
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he  is  aware  that  a  considerable  number 
of  such  cases  have  occurred  recently, 
and  that  the  misuse  of  public  high  roads 
by  motorists  is  increasing  ;  and  whether 
he  can  definitely  promise  drastic  legis- 
lation to  suppress  these  evils. 

The  president  of  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
John  Burns,  Battersea) :  My  right 
hon.  friend  has  asked  me  to  reply 
to  these  Questions.  I  regret  to  say 
that  cases  of  the  kind  mentioned  in 
them  have  occurred.  I  would  point  out 
that  under  section  6  of  The  Motor  Act, 
1903,  a  person  who  is  driving  a  motor 
car  is  bound  to  stop  if  an  accident  occurs 
to  anyone,  and  if  required  he  must  give 
his  name  and  address.  Further,  that  if 
he  causes  the  accident  he  may  render 
himself  liable  to  penalties  considerably 
heavier  than  those  imposed  for  non- 
compliance with  the  section.  In  the 
Kenley  case  a  man  was  arrested  and 
charged  with  manslaughter.  I  will,  how- 
ever, consider  whether  some  amendment 
should  be  made  in  the  law  with  regard 
to  this  point. 

Viscount  Portman*s  Siarylebone  Property. 
Mr.  CHIOZZA  MONEY:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the 
fact  that  some  twenty-five  mews  and 
yards  in  Marylebone  have  recently  been 
claimed  by  Viscount  Portman  as  his 
private  property,  although  they  have 
been  for  nearly  a  century  arained,  paved, 
cleansed,  and  lighted  b^  the  public 
authority,  which  has  exercised  in  regard 
to  them  precisely  the  same  powers  which 
it  has  exercised  over  other  local  public 
places ;  and  whether  he  is  taking  any 
action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  I  have  made  in- 
quiry and  am  informed  that  there  has  been 
litigation  between  Lord  Portman  and 
the  Borough  Council  on  this  subject,  and 
that  judgment  has  been  given  against 
the  Council.  The  fact  that  the  Borough 
Council  or  their  predecessors  have  paved 
and  lighted  the  mews  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  litigation,  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Court.  I  presume 
that  the  decision  of  the  Court  will  govern 
other  cases  of  the  same  kind  as  that  to 
which  it  related,  but  the  Borough  Council 
have  resolved  to  deal  with  each  mews  in 


turn  when  the  freeholder  proposes  tc 
enclose  it.  The  matter  is  not  one  with 
respect  to  which  I  can  take  any  action. 

Shetland  Mail  Service. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  if  he  has 
received  a  memorandum  from  the  North 
Isles  District  Committee,  Shetland,  point- 
ing out  how,  by  a  simple  re-arrangement 
of  the  service  and  witnout  ariy  additional 
cost  to  the  Post  Office,  a  much  more 
satisfactory  mail  service  could  be  obtained; 
if  he  has  replied  to  the  said  memorial; 
and  what  is  the  nature  of  the  reply. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERA.L  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  I  have  received  the  Memorial 
referred  to  and  I  am  communicating  with 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  subject. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank— Telegraphic 
Withdrawals. 

Mr.  H.  H.  marks  :  I  b  g  to  ask  ihe 
Postmaster-General  whether  the  regula- 
tion permitting  depositors  in  Post  Office 
savings  banks  to  withdraw  sums  not 
exceeding  one  pound  on  presentation  of 
a  deposit  book  showing  that  amount  to 
their  credit,  at  any  post  office  where 
savings  bank  business  is  transacted,  has 
led  to  the  perpetration  of  frauds  on  the 
Post  Office;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  such  frauds. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Occasion  lly 
frauds  have  occurred  in  connection  with 
the  regulation  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  The  loss  which  fell  upon  the  Post 
Office  funds  in  consequence  of  such  frauds 
between  3rd  July,  1905  (the  date  on 
which  the  regulation  came  into  force)  and 
the  31sc  December  was  about  two-thirds 
of  a  penny  on  every  £100  withdrawn  **  on 
demand''  —  a  trifling  amount  when 
weighed  against  the  advantage  which 
depositors  have  derived  from  the  system. 
It  would  be  inexpedient  to  make  public 
the  nature  of  the  precautions  which  are 
taken  against  the  recurrence  of  frauds, 
inasmuch  as  their  object  would  thereby 
be  to  a  large  extent  defeated. 

Telephone  Instniments- 
Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  if  he  is  aware 
that  no  restrictions  exist  in  France  as 
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receiving  the  attention  of  the  Kitchen 
Committee. 

Sanitation  at  Scottish  Whaling  Stations. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  what 
steps  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  are 
taking  to  insist  that  sanitation  and  clean- 
liness will  be  rigorously  carried  out  at 
the  whaling  stations,  and  especially  if 
masses  of  decaying  matter  will  be  con- 
sumed by  fire  or  chemicals,  and  not 
allowed  to  float  about  the  voes,  destroy- 
ing the  mussel  beds  and  gravely  injuring 
the  homes  of  the  people. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire):  The  duty 
of  seeing  that  these  stations  are  kept  in  a 
sanitary  condition  is  primarily  a  matter 
for  the  local  authority  and  their  officers, 
and  in  the  event  of  their  default  it  will 
be  the  duty  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  interfere.  I  may  add  that  the 
bye-laws  framed  by  the  local  authorities 
for  regulating  the  business  carried  on  at 
these  stations  provide  for  the  prevention 
of  offensive  material  being  deposited  in 
or  allowed  to  escape  into  the  sea. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON:  The 
Board  can  grant  a  subsidy  for  fishery 
cruisers ;  can  it  not  also  give  local 
authorities  one  for  this  object  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  We  have  no  au- 
thority to  do  so  under  the  statute. 

Ollaberry  Grazing  Lands,  Shetlands. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  late  Mr.  Alexander  Blance, 
of  Gluss,  Ollaberry,  Shetland,  applied 
years  ago  to  the  Crofters*  Commission 
to  divide  a  certain  area  of  grazing  land  ; 
that  some  years  after,  in  1904,  the 
Crofters  Commission  inspected  the  land 
in  question  and  have  since  then  taken  no 
action  ;  and  if  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  get  this  case  settled  without 
further  delay. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  An  appHcation  by 
Alexander  Blance,  Gluss,  Ollaberry,  and 
others  to  divide  a  certain  area  of  Scattald 
or  common  grazing  lands  into  blocks  for 
individual  occupancy  was  heard  by  the 
Commissioners  in  1904,  and  an  inspection 
of  the  subjects  made.  It  was,  however, 
afterwards  found  that    further  inquiry 


was  necessary,  but  owing  to  onavoidi 
circumstances  it  was  impoBsible  for 
Commissioners  to  make  sach  inqnin 
to  the  present  time.  It  is  their  inten 
to  visit  Shetland  during  the  coi 
season,  when  the  application  in  quei 
will  fall  to  be  disposed  of. 

Shetland  Herring  Fishery. 
Mr.  MORTON:  I  beg  to  csk 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
is  aware  that  the  herring  fisi 
industry  of  the  west  coast  of  Shet 
has  been  practically  destroyed  by 
whaling  business ;  whether  he  will 
steps  to  protect  what  is  left  of  the  her 
fishing  at  Shetland;  whether  he 
aware  that  the  fishermen  who  are  b 
deprived  of  their  employment  mc 
belong  to  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  if  the  her 
fishing  industry  at  Shetland  is  destro; 
as  it  is  thi-eatened,  a  valuable  trail 
ground  for  the  Navy  will  be  lost. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  rm  nnall 
accept  as  accurate  the  assertions  madt 
my  hon.  friend  in  this  Question.  ' 
restrictions  imposed  by  the  Whaling 
of  last  year,  under  which  statut 
authority  to  deal  with  this  mattei 
provided,  will  be  strictly  enforced. 

Foreign  Trawlers  in  the  Moray  Flrt 
Captain  WARING  (Banffshire) :  I 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whet 
the  proposals  to  prevent  trawling 
foreign  vessels  in  the  Moray  Firth  b 
yet  been  submitted  to  the  Foreign  Poi 
concerned ;  and  when  he  will  be  ii 
position  to  make  a  statement  on 
matter. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  Not  yet,  Sir.  I 
not  at  present  able  to  say. 

Captain  WARING :  When  will  i 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  in  a  positioo 
make  a  statement  1 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  I  cannot  say.  Il 
an  elaborate  matter  involving  oonsids 
tion  by  several  Departments  before  tl 
Government  can  come  to  a  decision. 

Earl  WINTERTON  :  And  mesnwhi 
great  damage  is  being  done. 

Mb.  STANLEY  WILSON  (TorUi 
E.R.,  Holdemess) :  Will  the  ri^%  ha 
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desirability  of 

fishermen  the   same 

rights  in  these  waters  as  foreigners  have  ? 


Mr.  SINCLAIR  :   My  views 
matter  are  before  the  House. 


on  the 


Bushmills  Sub-Pottnuuiter. 
Captain  CR\IG  (Down,  E.):  I  b:g 
to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  action 
taken  by  the  postmaster,  Mr.  Alexander 
Park,  at  Bushmills,  in  respect  of  the  pen- 
sion warrant  of  Mr.  Hugh  McFauU,  by  re- 
fueling as  postmaster  to  deliver  the  pension 
warrant  to  McFaull  unless  he  assented  to 
the  deduction  by  the  postmaster  of  a  debt 
of  17s.  due  to  him  in  his  private  capacity 
as  a  draper;  if  the  postmaster  was 
justified  by  the  rules  of  the  Department 
in  so  acting ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps  will 
be  taken  to  secure  that  pensions  in  Bush- 
mills and  elsewhere  will  reach  those  en- 
titled without  illegal  deductions. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  w.ote 
to  the  hon.  Member  recently  informing 
him  that  in  paying  Mr.  McFauH's  pension 
on  the  1st  January  last,  the  Sub  Post- 
master of  Bushmills  improperly  deducted 
ITs.  2d.  in  respect  of  a  debt  for  goods 
obtained  in  his  shop.  The  matter  was 
taken  up  at  the  time,  on  a  complaint 
made  by  Mr.  McFaull,  and  the  Sab-Post- 
master was  reprimanded  for  his  irregular 
action  and  required  to  make  good  the 
amount  to  the  pensioner.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  notice  which  has  been 
taken  of  the  case  will  prevent  cause  being 
given  for  any  similar  complaint  in 
future. 

Education  Bill— Mr.  Chnrchill^B  Pledges. 
Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square) :  I  besf  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  if  the  pledges  with  regard  to  the 
education  question  given  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  1  rade  to  his  late  constitu- 
ents at  Manchester  represent  the  views  of 
His  Majesty's  Government ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  intend  to  proceed  with  the 
Education  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and 
FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
ASQUITH,  Fife,  E):  The  statements  on 
this  subject,  po  far  as  I  know,  made  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  at 
Manchester,  merely  repeated  in  his  own 
language  opinions  expressed  on  previous 


occasions  by  other  members  of  the 
Government,  and  there  is  nothing  in 
them  which  would  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  proceeding  with  the  Education 
Bill.  The  Second  Reading  stage  of  it 
will  be  taken  in  due  course. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.): 
May  I  ask  whether  in  the  constitution  of 
the  new  Cab  net  there  has  been  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  old  rule  that  any 
statement  made  by  a  Cabinet  Minister 
on  behalf  of  his  colleagues  is  binding  on 
the  whole  Cabinet  ] 

Mr,  ASQUITH :  With  all  respect  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  do  not  see 
how  that  Question  arises  out  of  the 
Answer.  I  said  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  merely  repeated  in  his  own 
language  opinions  expressed  on  previous 
occasions 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  In  his  own 
Lnguag)? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  May  not  he  choose 
his  own  language  ? 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON:  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  went  to  Dewsbury  with  a 
message  of  peace,  and  was  the  Education 
Bill  that  message  of  peace  ? 

Sir  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  Can  the  Prime  Minister  fix  a 
date  now  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Education  Bill  1 

Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Govan) :  Who  expressed  the  opinions  to 
which  the  Prime  Minister  referred  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Various  members  of 
the  Government ;  among  others,  my  noble 
friend  Lord  Crewe. 

Mr.  Churchill's  Home  Bale  Pledges. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  if  the  pledges  on 
the  Home  Rule  question  given  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  his 
late  constituents  at  Manchester  have  his 
sanction  and  authority;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  give  the  House  of 
Commons  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
this  change  in  policy  by  His  Majesty's 
Government. 
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Mr.  ASQUITH  :  There  has  been  and  | 
is  no  change  in  the  policy  of  His  Majesty's  | 
Government,  which  was  fully  explained 
by  the  Chief  Secretary   and  myself  in  ■ 
this  House  on  the  30th  March  last.     1 1 
did  not  authorise  my  right  hon.  friend, ' 
and    I  am    satisfied    after    acquainting 
myself  with  the  substance  of  his  speeches 
that  he  did  not  make  any  statement  in  t 
Manchester  which  was  in  any  way  in- ; 
consistent  with  the  previous  declarations  I 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Is  the  Prime ; 
Minister  not  aware  that  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  said  definitely   at 
Manchebter  that  great  misunderstanding  | 
had  arisen  with  regard  to  the  language 
used  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  House 
of  Commons  upon  the  occasion  referred  ■ 
to,  and  that  he  had  the  authority  of  the  • 
Prime   Minister  to  explain    that   those  | 
misapprehensions  were  not  justified  and ' 
to  assume  a  line  with  regard  to  the  next ' 
election  which  was  not  adopted  by  the 
Prime  Minister  here  1    The  interpretation 
which  has  been  placed  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  language  is  not  confined  to 
one  party  or  one  section. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  am  not  responsible 
for  the  interpretation  put  on  the  language 
of  my  right  hon.  friend.  Although  I  am 
a  great  admirer  and  diligent  student  of 
his  speeches,  I  have  not  read  everything 
he  said  at  Manchester.  But  I  know  the 
passage  to  whi^h  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred.  So  far  as  I  know  he  did 
not  say  anything  there  which  I  had  not 
expressly  or  by  plain  implication  said  in 
my  speech. 

Mr.  LEVERTON  HARRIS:  Is  the 
House  to  understand  that  the  statements 
made  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  at  Manchester  represent  the  policy 
of  the  Government  ' 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  statement  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  is,  1  have  said,  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  and  not  repugnant  to  what 
I  have  said  in  this  House,  and,  therefore, 
it  does  represent  the  views  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  pike  PEASE  ^Darlington) :  Is 
the  Prime  Minister  aware  that  the  speech 
he  made  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  speech  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 


for  Ireland  did  not  satisfy  the  Irish  Putr. 
and  that  the  speech  of  the  Viwimi 
the  Board  of  Trade  did  satisfy  the  In4 
Party  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH  made  a  reply  lA&i 
was  inaudible  in  the  Oallery. 

Mr.  STANLEY  WILSON:  Is  tkf 
Prime  Minister  going  to  allow  the  Pr^ 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  nub 
similar  pledges  to  the  electors  at  Dandeel 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  AKERS. DOUGLAS    (Kent,  St. 

Augustine's) :  What  will  be  the  hamm 

for  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  next  t 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  business  for  next 
week  will  be  as  follows :  Monday— Cot- 
elusion  of  Debate  on  LiiceDsing  BiO; 
Tuesday— Second  Beading  of  the  Scottuk 
Education  Bill;  Wednesday  —  SecoDd 
Reading  of  the  Port  of  London  KU; 
Thursday — Introduction  of  the  Budget 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection: 
That  they  had  added  to  StandiDg  Com- 
mittee A  the  following  fifteen  Members 
(in  respect  of  the  CoroDers'  Iiiqaeit» 
Bill):  Sir  Frederick  Banbury,  ViacoiiDt 
Helmsley,  Mr.  Fitzalan  Hope,  Sir  Ediraid 
Boyle,  Mr.  Higham,  Mr.  Luke  While, 
Mr.  Arthur  Henderson,  Mr.  Summerbell, 
Mr.  Toulmin,  Mr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Ff  rench, 
Mr.  Auguscine  Roche,  Hr.  John  Ward, 
Mr.  Edmund  Lamb,  and  Mr.  Cha:Ie» 
Duncan. 

Sir  William  Bbamfton  Gubdon  fuztlier 
reported  from  the  Committee :  Thit  thtj 
had  added  to  Standing  Committee  A  die 
following  fifteen  Members  (in  respect  of 
the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  KIl): 
Mirquess  of  Hamilton,  Mr.  Moo:%,  ik* 
Fethers:onhugh,  Hr.  Thomas  Corbett, 
Eiil  of  Kerry,  Mr.  MacCaw,  Capua 
Kincaid-Smiih,  Mr.  Clough,  Mr.  Ketikr 
Mr.  Thomis  O'Donnell,  Mr.  John  OToa- 
nor.  Mr.  Huzleton,  Mr.  BeUoc,  Mr.Heoifr 
and  Mr.  Albert  Scanley. 

Sir  William  Bramptox  Ouanovfiirtkr    ' 
reported  Loji  the  Committee :  Thftt  xltf 
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^*  had   discharged    the    following    Member 
*   from  Standing  Committee  B:  The  Lord 

■  Advocate;  and  hid  appointed  in  substi- 
tution (in  respect  of  the  Children  Bill) : 
Mr.  Solicitor-General  for  Scotland. 

^-        Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  further 

;  reported  from  the  Committee:  That  they 

[^  had    discharged    the  following   Member 

^  from  Standing  Committee  B :  Mr.  Parker ; 

J  and  had  reinstated  Mr.  Austen  Taylor. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee: 
that  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Members  from  Standing  Committee  B  (in 
respect  of  the  Children  Bill)  :  Sir  Joseph 
^     Leese  and  Mr.  Llewellyn  Williams ;  and 

■  had  appointed  in  substitution  (in  respect 
of  the  Children  Bill)  Mr.  Ramsay  Mac- 
donald  and  Mr.  Leif  Jones. 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee  : 
that  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Member  from  Standing  Committee  C  (in 
respect  of  the  Costs  in  Criminal  Cases 
Bill)  :  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  had  appointed  in  substitution  (in 
respect  of  the  Costs  in  Criminal  Cases 
Bill)  Mr.  Solicitor-General. 

?i-  William  Brampton  Gurdon 
further  reported  from  the  Committee  : 
that  they  had  added  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee C  the  following  fifteen  Members 
(in  respect  of  the  Costs  in  Criminal  Cases 
Bill):  Captain  Morrison  Bell,  Mr.  Joynson 
Hicks,  Mr.  Kawlinson,  Mr.  Fell,  Mr 
Kennedy,  Mr.  Lardner,  Mr.  John 
Williams,  Mr.  Boulton,  Mr.  Herbert,  Mr. 
King,  Mr.  Ernest  Lamb,  Mr.  Armitage, 
Mr.  Mark  ham,  Mr.  Hay  Morgan,  and  Mr. 
Ellis  Davies. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  ACT  (1901) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

"  To  prohibit  employment  between 
noon  on  Saturday  and  six  o'clock  on 
Monday  morning  in  cotton,  woollen, 
worsted,  flax,  hemp,  silk,  jute,  and  paper 
factories,  and  in  bleaching  and  dyeing 
works,"  presented  by  Mr.  Jowett ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  207.] 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (SUPPLY). 
Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the 
Licensing  Bill  have  precedency  this  day 
of  the  Business  of  Supply. — {Mr,  Asguith.) 


LICENSING  BILL. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [28th 
April],  "  That   the  Bill   be   now  read  a 
I  second  time  ": — 


Which  Amendment  was, 


NEW   BILLS. 


EDUCATION  (CONSOLIDATION  AND 
AMENDMENT)  BILL. 

"  To  consolidate  and  amend  the  Educa- 
tion Act,"  presented  by  Mr.  Wedgwood  ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  20G.] 


I  **  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,'  to  the 
!  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*  this  House  declines  to  proceed  further  with  a 
measure  which,  while  failing  to  promote  the 
cause  of  temperance,  violates  the  principles  of 
e(iuit3','  -~\Nr.  Cave,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  ouc  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  (York): 
When  the  debate  was  interrupted  last 
evening  I  was  endeavouring  to  establish 
'  that  there  was  no  warranty  for  the 
I  two  propositions  at  the  root  of  this 
'  measure — first,  the  wholesale  reduc- 
tion of  licences  during  the  next  fourteen 
I  years,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  those 
fourteen  years  the  resumption  by  the 
State  of  the  monopoly  value  of  all  the 
remaining  licences.  As  regards  the  first 
of  those  two  propositions,  I  venture  to  say 
that  there  is  nothing  to  be  found  anywhere 
in  the  judgmenjts  in  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  " 
to  support  ic.  An  hon.  Gentleman  sittinc; 
below  the  gangway  yesterday  questioned 
this,  but  I  have  read  the  judgments  many 
times,  and  can  say  with  confidence  to  the 
House  that  the  observation  I  made  last 
night  on  that  decision  is  fully  warranted 
by  the  facts.  "Sharp  v.  Wakefield" 
laid  down  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  licensing  magistrates  to  suppress  a 
licence  al  the  end  of  any  year  on  the 
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ground  of  superfluity,  but  the  Judges 
expressly  said  that  each  case  must 
bo  decided  on  its  own  particular 
merits  and  u]K>n  nothing  else,  that 
the  decision  in  fact  must  be  based  upon 
the  particular  circumstances  surrounding 
the  particular  case.  The  present  Bill 
does  not  proceed  in  any  way  on  those 
lines,  and  no  doubt  it  does  not  intend  to. 
Do  not  then  let  any  hon.  Member  quote 
"  Sharp  t;.  Wakefield  "  in  support  of  this 
arbitrary  reduction  of  licences.  The  time- 
limit  proposed  by  this  Bill  seems  to  me, 
a^Mirt  altogether  from  the  (question  of  the 
recovery  of  the  monopoly  value,  to  be 
a  bad  proposition,  and  T  think  that  the 
course  followed  by  the  Act  of  1904  was 
8U|H^rior  in  every  respect,  because  under 
that  Act  there  is  elusticity,  whilst  here 
there  is  a  cast-iron  system  that  cannot  be 
do|)artod  from  in  any  instance.  So  many 
licences  have  got  to  be  suppressed  in  so 
many  districts  in  so  many  years.  In  fact 
the  Government  ai*o  setting  up  a  bed  of 
Procrustes  in  which  the  license*!  properties 
of  the  ctmntry  are  to  1h»  hud.  It  does 
not  matter  whether  the  liml>s  are  gooii  or 
htid ;  if  they  do  not  accommwlate  them- 
selves to  the  Procrustean  bed  they  are  to  be 
lopjKHl  off  independently  of  whatever 
virtues  they  may  be  ^Ktssessed  of. 
Thus  I  venture  to  give  a  categorical 
answer  to  the  question  asked  by  the 
Prime  Minister  as  to  our  views 
with  roganl  to  the  time  limit.  My 
views  are  •n:ire]y  op[K»sed  to  any 
time-limit.  As  re^jaixis  the  second 
prv^jK^il ion.  which  is  a  nuich  moredithcult 
one,  and  ciMitains  within  itself  the  very 
core  and  kernel  of  the  whole  nuwsure. 
and  that  is  the  res\wery  of  the  monopoly 
valuo  of  all  liceuces  left  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  l\v  the  St.iro,  where  do  the 
Oovornmen:  r.:i  i  any  w.irrwiry  for  such  a 
prop*.>s:: ion  '  I :  :<  v.  ^:  c  e v.  i : . :  h e  M 
K^jx^rt 


{COMMONS}  Bill.  li* 

namber  of  public-houses   and  beer-on-EBHi» 
shall  be  everywhere  reduced." 

They  do  not  go  on  to  lay  down  iny 
views  as  to  the  recovery  of  monopolT 
value ;  they  stop  short  at  the  statatorr 
maximum.  In  March,  1903,  years  after 
this  expression  of  opinion^  I  find,  fromt 
recent  quotation  in  The  Times  newspaper. 
that  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  pre- 
sided at  a  conference  where  influential 
gentlemen  of  all  shades  of  opinioD, 
including  Lord  Peel,  were  present,  as  well 
as  many  members  of  the  trade,  when 
a  resolution  was  passed  to  the  effect  that 

''In  order  to  facilitate  the  confldenU^ 
reduction  of  licencefl,  tlie  conference  wai  of 
opinion  that  provision  should  be  made  for 
compensation  at  interest  for  licensed  property, 
di^pos8e4sed  otherwise  than  for  mifM^mdoet, 
from  a  fund  raised  by  the  trade,  and  that  h 
wa*«  de8ira))le  that  ante- 1869  beerhonaes  shonU 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  other  licenioi 
houses.'* 


o:  the    l.:.vi:s*.:-.;:  I  ;■: 


aU^ne  ;t:e  Ma;  t::y 
quv>:^i  :b.e  Mir.or: 


-^r::y 
'.  le: 

byvn 
have 


one  v^:  :  -o 
inAtcer  by 
rr.vi  A  word  : 
n'-ccioivsy  \A 
oc  :*e  K«»por:-- 

""  We  reo.v  •  ^"7  -.  :  ':■ 


K.iv  rt.     a:1  :h 
'ur.evor   ::    h.»s 
*:e  Oovorv.nie**.: 
Ke;vr:,  .i::.:  herv  is 

;r::v  Ke-.vrt.     I  .Ar.r.:: 


Even  a    time-limit  was  not  mentioned. 
The    recovery    of   the    monopoly  value 
was    never    mentioned     from     firat   to 
last,     and     therefore     I     think     I    am 
warranted    in    saying    again    that    the 
CTOvernmenc,  in  estabushing  this  cardinil 
proposition    of    the    recoverr     of    the 
monopoly  value  by  the  State,  hare  no 
precedent  on  which  to  found   sach    an 
action.     It  rather  reminds  me  of  another 
phrase  greatly  in  vogue  among  forward 
politicians  below  the  gangway,  viz.,  the 
nationalisation  of  aU  the  means  of  pro- 
duction.    I  think  the  recovery  of  mono- 
poly values  and  the  nationalisation  of  all 
the  means  of  production  are  bom  of  the 
same  father,  and  are  half-brothers.    The 
father  is  oontiscation,  whOe  the  mother  of 
the  one  is  plain  speech  and  of  ^the  other 
subterfuge.     AUnit  the  one  then  is  no 
possibility    of    doubc     as     to    what   it 
lue^ms.    The  Socialist  Members  below  the 
gangway     never    hide     their    meaning, 
•'u:    isp.^n    the    other    there    rests    a 
:er:.un  veneer   of   respectability   which 
xakes  it  extremely  dangeroosi,  at    any 
rare  for  the  unwary.     The   PHme  Minis- 
ter :n  his  speech  a  few  days  ajso^  and  other 
>pe^er«  who  followed  hia  on  the  other 
siie,  w-*r«  rsrber  crael  aai  hard  t^xm  the 
jT";*'  brewery  :r.:er«Ks  oc  this  coantrr. 
I  see  s::;iai:    >proshe  sae  a  right 
'J^r.;*.e:ria.  :he  sec.  oc  a  £r>MS 
ri:  iid:  iiusec  avay.  Scr  ^%£l£taa  Bar- 
.'.'•ur:.     Wii:  i>i  &«  j»t  cg  one  €t  tks 
riar.r   Lx-iKL^i:^  Bl]&  ooe  •££  eke  Bsnr 


Ji^'.  ,:-.-;» 
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Liquor  Bills,  brought  forward  by  the 
other  side,  for  the  consideration  of  this 
House  1     In  1868  he  said— 

*'  There  is  nothing  in  the  world  so  cruel  as 
the  tender  mercies  of  a  real  philanthropist." 

When  Sir  William  Harcourt  was  talking 
of  the  real  philanthropist  he  was  talk- 
ing on  a  Liquor  Bill,  of  temperance 
reformers ;  if  he  was  alive  t<>day  I 
think  he  would  be  able  to  go  one  better 
and  say,  **  There  is  nothing  in  the  world 
90  cruel  as  the  tender  mercies  of  the  real 
temperance  reformer,  coupled  with  the 
tender  mercies  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequerlooking  outfor  money  to  provide 
for  old-age  pensions."  Of  course,  we  all 
know  that  there  are  brewery  companies 
and  brewery  companies.  Some  have 
been  inflated  and  some  have  not;  some 
have  had  shares  watered  and  some  have 
not;  but  it  does  not  go  outside  the  bounds 
of  comprehension  that  even  an  aerated 
water  company  should  be  brought  forward 
as  a  company  upon  inflated  lines.  In  fact,  I 
often  think  the  chief  merit  of  aerated 
water  is  that  peculiar  inflated  quality. 
It  was,  I  think,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Appleby  Division  of  Westmoreland  either 
yesterday  or  the  day  before,  who  was 
pleased  to  divide  the  parties  in  this  House 
into  the  just  and  the  unjust.  He  did 
not  say  the  sheep  and  the  goats,  and 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  add  to  his 
definition  in  that  respect.  Humanity, 
either  in  this  House  or  out  of  it, 
falls  into  no  simple  category  of 
that  kind.  There  are  sheep  and 
goats  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  that  over-confident  judgment  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  appealed  against,  and 
came  up  before  you,  Sir,  for  decision,  lam 
not  at  all  sure  you  would  not  reverse  the 
position  of  the  sheep  and  the  goats,  and 
put  the  sheep  on  your  left  hand  and  the 
goats  on  your  right.  Bearing  on  my 
remarks  that  there  are  companies  and 
companies,  I  have  a  case  in  my  hand  which 
is  directly  upon  this  point,  the  case  of  an 
inflated  brewery  company.  The  com- 
pany was  promoted  in  1897,  and  floated 
during  that  year  with  a  capital  of 
£500,000,  £250,000  being  issued  in 
debentures,  and  £250,000  ordinary  shares 
being  retained  by  the  vendors.  ["  Name."] 
1  will  state  the  name  before  1 
have  finished.  The  compiny  was  re- 
floated later  in  the  Sirae  year,  at 
£750,000,  of  which    £250,000    were  de- 


bentures, £250,000  pre-prefence  scock, 
£150,000  preference  stock,  and  £100,000 
ordinary  stock.  In  1904  what  do  we 
find  ?  We  get  this  ominous  sentence  in 
the  seventh  annual  statement — 

*'  The  directors  have  for  some  time  past 
been  of  opinion  that  it  was  necessary  that  some 
scheme  of  reconstruction  of  the  company'  should 
be  devised  and  carried  through,  having  regard 
to  the  surrenders  above  referred  to,  and  the 
high  capitalisation  of  the  company  on  former 
issue." 

What  happened  ?  The  company's 
capital  is  written  down  by  no  less  a  sum 
than  £100,000,  and  the  people  who  had 
to  pay  for  that  disagreeable  operation 
were  the  ordinary  shareholders.  They 
did  not  like  it,  and  when  the  meeting 
came  on  there  was  som3  demur.  One 
gentleman  asked  the  following  question : 
"  If  the  scheme  of  writing  down  the  value 
of  the  company  was  carried  out  would  the 
auditors  give  us  any  assurance  that  the 
property  of  the  company  was  worth  the 
amount  given  in  the  balance-sheet?" 
The  answer  given  by  Mr.  Grimshaw,  one 
of  the  auditors,  was  that  that  was 
hardly  a  fair  question  to  put  to  the 
auditors ;  it  would  puzzle  an  expert  to  say 
what  was  the  worth  of  the  property,  but 
he  would  say  that  the  amount  would  be 
nearer  the  mark  after  the  reduction  of 
£100,000.  Now,  who  is  the  fortunate 
vendor  ?  I  am  sure  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  are  burning 
to  know.  Well,  his  name  is  Mr.  George 
Whiteley,  M.P.  Let  me  at  once  dis- 
abuse the  mind  of  this  House  of  the  idea 
that  I  have  any  sinister  intention  in 
bringing  a  matter  of  this  sort  forward. 
I  do  not  blame  the  Patronage  Secretary, 
but  how  is  he  going  to  answer  to  the  high 
canon  of  morality  that  is  set  up  by  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  what  answer 
has  he  got  to  make  to  his  own  Prime 
Minister,  who  has  express'jd  himself  so 
strongly  regarding  inflated  breweries  ? 
I  must  leave  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  determine.  Mr.  Speaker, 
assuming  that  you  do  not  interfere  with 
the  allocation  of  the  sheep  and  the  goats 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Appleby 
Division,  and  that  the  sheep  still  rest  on 
your  right  hand,  I  am  afraid  the  shepherd 
of  the  flock  is  going  to  have  rather  a  difficult 
task  when  a  division  is  called  on  Monday 
night,  and  he  has  got  to  drive  the  im- 
maculate  flock  into   the  division  lobby. 


1423 


Licensing 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


U-24 


I  do  not  forget  that  iii  those  imregenerate  i  vided  that  the  trade,  where  licence 
days  the  right  hpn.  Gentleman  had  not '  were  suppressed,  should  find  the  corn- 
found  salvation.  Perhaps  one  of  these  |  pensation."  I  agree,  we  did  proTide  t 
days — who  knows,  it  is  a  strange  world —  j  precedent,  but  look  how  difEerentthecascj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  find  him- !  are.   Under  the  Act  of  1904,  after  proTid- 


self  back  among  the  goats.  But  seriously, 
does  not  this  illustrate  the  folly  of 
laying  down  any  general  proposition 
about  inflated  brewery  companies  and  to 
found  upon  that  the  argument  that  if  i  so  that 
anybody  is  to  blame  for  the  hardships  for  the 
contninedj  in  this  Bill,  it  is  not  the 
State,  but  the  brewery  companies,  and 
if  money  has  been  lost  it  is  the  wicked 
brewery  companies,  and  not  the  State, 
which  is  responsible.  I  may  be  stupid,  I 
often  think  that  I  must  be,  but  I  cannot  for 


ing  for  the  suppression  of  licences,  the 
monopoly  was  left  to  the  trade,  and  m 
may  fairly  say  that  each  sappressioQ 
of  a  licence  increased  the  monopolT, 
the  trade  which  had  paid 
suppression  of  licences  vee 
in  a  superior  position  as  lesaidj 
the  licences  that  were  left.  Tb: 
is  logical,  and  the  Act  of  1904  pro- 
ceeded on  that  basis.  It  was  becaoae 
the  monopoly  value  was  left  to  the  ^ 
and  was  not  passed  over  to  the  Stite 
that  the   trade   provided    the    compcD- 


the  life  of  me  follow  the  logic  of  that , 

argument.  I  agree  that  if  a  shareholder  sation.  But  what  is  done  here? 
has  been  foolish  enough  to  put  his  money  .  The  analogy  does  not  apply.  How  co 
into  a  watered  brewery  company  or  a  you  call  upon  the  trade  during  fburten 
watered  any  other  company,  he  deserves  |  years  to  find  compensation,  when  on  tfe 
what  he  gets.    He  has  got  to  *'  stew  in  ,  conclusion  of  that  period  the  State  is  going 


his  own  juice,"  a  phrase  used  by  Sir 
William  Harcourt,  but  because  the  share- 
holder has  to  stew  in  his  own  juice  there 
is  no  reason  why  he  is  to  be  again 
put  into  the  pot  and  on  the  fire  and 
stewed  in  the  Cfovernment's  juice.  Why 
should  he  stew  twice  over  ?  Surely  it  is 
sufficient  for  the  unfortunate  shareholder 
to  suffer  for  his  own  initial  folly,  and  not 
have  to  suffer  the  confiscation  which 
must  follow,  as  certainly  as  night 
follows  day,  the  course  of  procedure 
laid  down  by  the  Grovernment  in 
this  Bill.  When  you  come  to  the 
compensation  clauses,  and  there  let  me 
speak  quite  simply  as  a  business  man, 
is  it  not  a  farce  to  call  it  compensation  ? 
Is  the  State  paying  one  single  farthing 
either  during  the  compensation  period, 
or  at  its  conclusion — is  it  paying  a 
single  farthing  for  the  30,000  odd  licences 
which  are  to  be  suppressed,  or  for 
the  60,000  ri-maining  licences  that 
are  to  be  pouched  by  the  State 
upon  the  conclusion  of  the  four- 
teen years  ?  Xot  one  single  farthing. 
You  call  that  compensation,  and  you 
think  you  are  going  to  take'  in 
the  bishops  and  the  confiding  British 
public,  by  leading  them  to  believe 
that  the  State  is  giving  compensation 
for  this  gigantic  property  which  it 
is  proposed  to  take  away.  I  can 
imagine  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  saying, 
*^  Very  well,  but  the  Act  of  1004  also  pro- 
Mr.  George  Faher, 


to  take   over   the    remaining    licencd! 
There  is  not  one  farthing  of  compoisi- 
tion  paid  by  the  State  of  any  son  or 
in  any  way  for  the  suppression  of  th« 
licences.    I    will    not    linger    over  tb 
monstrosity,  but,  speaking  as  a  banker, 
for     I     am     not      a       brewer,     I   do 
feel    this    matter     to     the     very    cor 
of  my  heart,  the  injustice  of  it  strikei 
me  so  forcibly.      Thus    then,   the  com- 
pensation is  to  be  provided  by  the  tnde^ 
but  even  so  you  do  not   allow  it  to  be 
generous   compensation ;    you   have  cot 
it  down  to  the   lowest    possible  liniiL 
You  are  only  allowing    fourteen  tbus 
for  the  suppression  of   30,000  licaio«^ 
and  you  have  to  make  the  compenaatuB 
go  as  far  as  you  can,  and  theze  is  Bfl^ 
suf&cient   of   it.    Instead    of  jHOvidny 
for  the  compensation   which  has  bea 
held     proper    in    the    Ashby   ftevsj 
case,  against  which  the  Inland  Bevooi 
authorities,  with  the   Chancellor  of  tk 
Exchequer  behind  them,  did  not  sppeil 
and  of  which  the  Xord   Chief  Juste 
by  way  of  obUer  dictum^  the  other  hj 
approved,  your   basis    of    compensttioi 
is   unfair  and  unsound.     Now,  kt  itf 
take  this  further  point  which  ntty  ^ 
have  occurred  to  some    hon.  MenlNS 
who    are    not,   I  hope,    for   their  oo 
sakes,  conversant  with  company  xnittv 
Think  what  chaos  there  is  going  to  b 
during  the  fourteen  years,  becsiBB  tti 
Prime   Minister  said,  when 
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the  Bill,  that  it  will  be  the  duty  of 
every  prudent  brewery  company  to  set 
up  an  insurance  fund,  so  as  to  provide 
against  the  termination  of  the  time-liaiit. 
But  in  very  many,  in  most,  cases  it  will 
be  a  matter  of  absolute  pecimiary 
impossibility  for  brewery  companies — 
I  am  not  talking  of  the  inflated 
brewery  company,  but  the  fair,  honest 
brewery  company,  founded  upon  fair 
and  honest  lines  —  in  addition  to 
excise  duties,  rates,  rent  and  taxes, 
and  compensation  levies,  to  pro- 
vide these  new  insurance  funds. 
I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
many  skilled  auditors  whose  opinions 
have  been  quoted  on  that  subject,  and  if 
they  are  wrong  there  has  been  an  oppor- 
tunity of  having  their  findings  corrected. 
No  doubt  they  are  right,  and  the  House 
must  feel  with  me  that  they  are  right 
when  they  say  it  is  a  matter  of  im- 
possibility to  get  round  in  fourteen  years 
and  establish,  in  lieu  of  the  licences  that 
are  taken  away,  a  sinking  fund  that  will 
correspond  to  their  value.  But  the 
matter  does  not  end  there,  because  all 
shareholders  do  not  stand  in  the  same 
position.  There  are  different  kinds  of 
shareholders  in  the  same  company. 
What  is  going  to  happen  when  you 
try  to  set  up  an  insurance  fund  ? 
It  will  suit  one  class  of  shareholders 
and  not  another.  The  debenture-holder 
has  security.  He  has  the  bricks  and 
mortar  for  what  they  are  worth.  He 
would  have  had  the  licences  as  well,  but 
you  are  going  to  take  them  away.  He 
has  the  bricks  and  mortar,  but  that 
in  all  probability  will  not  be  sufficient 
to  cover  him,  and  therefore  he  will 
want  the  insurance  fund  to  make  up 
the  deficiency.  But  the  other  share- 
holders will  say  to  the  debenture - 
holder  :  "  Not  quite  so  fast,  my  friend. 
Although  an  insurance  fund  may  suit 
you,  it  may  not  suit  us."  The  preference 
shareholder  has  no  security,  he  only  has 
his  fixed  interest,  he  is  not  in  the  com- 
paratively happy  position  of  the  deben- 
ture-holder, and  if  the  insurance  fund 
does  not  reach  him  he  will  lose  all  his 
capital.  He  will  want  his  interest  and 
his  capital,  but  he  will  probably  tr}^  to 
balance  the  matter  and  say  :  '*  Shall  I 
take  my  interest,  or  shall  I  forego  my 
interest  and  depend  on  this  fund  for  my 
capital  !  "     The  ordinary  shareholder  is 


!  in  another  position  still.  So  long  as 
I  the  debenture-holder  gets  his  interest 
and  the  preference  shareholder  his 
interest,  they  can  do  nothing,  but  the- 
ordinary  shareholder  will  say :  "  This 
insurance  fund  will  not  suit  me,  because- 
it  will  never  reach  me.  What  I  shall 
do  is  to  get  all  the  interest  I  can. 
after  the  fixed  interest  is  paid,  and. 
a  fig  for  the  insurance  fund.  I  have: 
to  save  my  skin."  That  condition  of 
things  is  certain  to  arise  the  moment  you 
pass  this  Bill.  All  these  questions  must 
arise.  Who  is  going  to  settle  them  ?' 
Mark  me,  you  are  going  to  have  con- 
fusion  worse  confoimded.  And  all  this- 
time  the  sword  of  Damocles  is  held 
over  the  head  of  the  trade.  Sir,  it  is 
bad  enough  for  us  to  sit  here,  hour  after 
hour,  never  knowing  when  we  shall 
be  fortunate,  or  in  my  own  case,, 
unfortunate  enough  to  catch  your  eye» 
That  takes  all  the  life  and  gumption  out 
of  an  ordinary  man,  but  how  about  the 
life  and  gumption  of  the  trade  with  this- 
sword  of  execution  suspended  above 
its  head  all  these  fourteen  years?  The 
licensed  houses  will  not  be  repaired.  It 
will  be  to  nobody's  interest  that  thejr 
should  be.  It  will  be  to  the  interest  of 
the  owners  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  fall  into  disrepair,  because  they  have 
to  squeeze  the  orange  to  the  greatest 
possible  extent.  The  good  men  will  be 
driven  out  of  the  trade,  and  the  bad  meD 
will  come  in,  and  the  last  state  willjbe 
worse  than  the  first.  Even  brewers  are 
mortal,  and  they  have  got  to  get  out  so 
far  as  they  can.  The  character  of  the 
drink  is  going  to  suffer  or  prices  are  going 
to  be  raised.  What  is  going  to  happen  on 
the  conclusion  of  the  fourteen  years- 
(and  here  I  hope  the  Government  will 
be  kind  enough  to  enlighten  me  at  some 
subsequent  period  of  the  debate,  be- 
cause I  thought  the  SoHcitor-General 
showed  symptoms  of  weakening  in  this- 
case)?  What  is  going  to  happen  when 
the  60,000  licences  are  handed  in  at  the 
end  of  the  fourteen  years  and  the  new 
heaven  and  the  new  earth  are  to  begin  ? 
Is  the  State  going  to  take  the  whole  of 
the  new  licences  and  turn  itself  into  a. 
State  publican  ?  What  will  the  tem- 
perance reformers  say  to  that  ?  I 
gather  that  that  will  not  suit  them; 
therefore,  I  suppose  the  State  will  not 
become     a     publican.      Are     the     new 
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licences,    the  i,    to    be    issued    to    the  j  matter  by  them,  and  whei  tlie  Howdi 
old   holders   as   under   the   scheme   put  ■  Lords     rejects    this   me^ksure,  as  it-  t2 
for\s'ard  by   Mr.    Bruce   in    1871?     Mr.  |  do,  then  I  wish  I  could  be  present  *t  tfe 
Bruce's  scheme  was  a  time-limit  of  ten  !  meeting  between  the  right  hon.  Geatle 
years,    during    which    period   the    trade  ^  man  and  the  foremost  protagonists  of  tltf 
could  look  round,  and  at  the  end  of  the  i  temperance  movement.      If  I  were,  I  «• 
time  there  was  to  be  a  series  of  fresh    pect  I  should  hear  the  right  hon.  Geade- 
certificates   issued    to    the    old  licence- ,  man  say  :    "  What  did  I  tell  you  ?   Yos 
liolders.      What    are    the     Government    Have      only     yourselves      to     blame " 
^oing  to  do  ?     Are  the  old  licences  going  I  The  Government  have   made  a  mistib 
to  have  the  first  call,  and  if  they  are  not  I  and    they    know    it.      They    haT€  not 
I    suppose   they  are  to  be  put    up   to  I  sufficiently    considered    the    real  trai 
auction,  issued  at  a  rack  rental.  Will  that    of     public     opinion — not      public-liow 
conduce  to  temperance  ?    This  is  a  broad  I  opinion — ^but  real  public  opinion.    Hier 
proposition    which    I    wish    to    examine    have  not  been  able  to  see  the  wood  on 
broadly.     It  is  not  a  majestic  spectacle,  ^  account  of  the  trees.      PubUc  opinion  is 
to  my  mind,  to  see  the  State  haggling    not  with  them,  even  though  this  w?t?  i 
for  the  highest  sum  it  can  get,  seeking  to    temperance  measure.     We  know  that  ii 
get   the  highest  pri  e  fio  n  the  highest  j  the    temperance    councils    there  is  tke 
bidder.     But  then  the  bidder  having  paid  a  '  spectre  of  the  club)  with  which  they  do 
high  price  for  the  licence  has  to  get  all  he  '  not  dire  to  cope.  Even  if  it  is  a  tempennce 
can   from   the  liquor  trade.    Naturally,    measure  the  ocuntry  want  justice  first. ind 
he  will  try  to  get  it  out  of  somebody.     Is  i  they  will  not  have  a  measure,  the  honoir 
the  drink  traffic  going  to  be  put  on  a  more  '.  of  which,  if  any,  stands  rooted  in  dis^ 
satisfactory     basis     by     an     operation    honour.      You    are     confiscating  gtMt 
of  that  kind?    Then  another  considera-    interests,  and  legitimate  interests,  in  this 
tion  arises.     The  State  is  counting  on  |  country.   The  licensed  trade  has  been  sii^ 
getting    an    immense    sum    of    money  i  ported  and  approved  for  generations  br 
annually  out  of  the  licences,  but  how  about '  the  State.    This  country  is  s  ill  an  honest 
Clause  21    That  is  a  prohibition  clause. '  and  adjust  country;    it  does  not  like  in- 
Suppose   a   licensing   district   says,   and    justice.      Apart   altogsth'^r    from  party 
the  power  is  given  to  it  by  Clause  2  :  >  politics.  Englishmen,  the  citizens  of  these 
*"  No.  wo  will  not  have  the  drink  trade  ,  Islands,  like  to  see  justice,  and  they  fib 
at  all."     The  Bill  gives  power  to  them    to   see   it   in  high   places.     They  nub 
to  prohibit  licences.    Where,  in  that  event,    and  unmake  then.     Th-jy    expect    the 
is  the  great  revenue  to   come   from  for    Government  not  to  drag  the  honour  of 
the  State  ?     There,  it  seems  to  me,  the    the  State  through  the  mud,  and  you  are 
State    is    on  the   horns  of  a   dilemma,    dragging    it    through     the     mud.    The 
You  cannot  have  it  both  ways.     If  you    Government  have  made  a  mistake,  and 
have  sobriety  you  will  hive  an  empty    all  Governments  have  to  pay  the  pcaaltr 
exchequer.     [Cries  oi  ''  No."]     That  ob-    for     mistakes,     for     Grovemments    are 
servation    does    not    seem   to   commend    only    like    individuals.     You    have   pur 
Itself  to  the  intelligence  of  hon.  Gentle-    your  money  on  the  wrong  horse.    Yon 
men  opposite,  but  wh  it  I  mean  to  convey    a-e  tampering  with  great  principles,  and 
IS  that  the  broader  the  principle  of  pro-    whenever  the   comitry   has   the   oppor- 
hibition  extends  so  much  the  l?ss  money    tuuity   of   making   its    voice    known  in 
will  the  State  get  mit  of  the  rack  re:it  of    this  matter,   the   Oovernment  and  the 
the  liiences.     Thiit   must   be  patent   to    Party  behind   it  will    find    out  that  its 
everybody.     I  do  not  believe  the  Govern-    fall  will  be  just  as  certain,  and  just  as 
ment   have    any    idea    where    they    are    dramatic  as  its  rise. 
getti'ig  to.     If  one  c«>uld  only  penetrate 

into  the  inner  rei-e^-^.vs  of  the  Prime  ♦The  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  W3 
Minister's  mind,  and  se.*  what  his  real  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (ft. 
feelinLiS  are  ab,nit  thi>  B^ll  I  wonder  whit  Gl.vdstone,  LexU,  W.)  :  I  congntn- 
we  shnild  find.  Thit  he  has  been  late  my  hon.  friend  apon  Ae 
pushed  into  it  I  fe  4  sv,r^*.  I  do  not  blame  life  which  he  has  thrown  into  to 
the  temperau<'e  r«*fornie7s.  but  the  right  speech,  despite  all  th?  disadvantages 
lion.  <^entle!uan  h-.is  botMi  pushed  into  this    from    which  he   said   he   was   soienBg- 

J/r.  Gtvnjf  Fabrr, 
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I  observe  the  terror  which  he 
seems  to  express  at  the  idea  of  a  sober 
nation.  If  that  terrible  condition  of 
things  comes  about,  he  gives  us  to  imder- 
stand  that  the  Government  of  the  country 
will  be  deprived  of  all  sources  of  revenue. 
I  am  not  going  to  attempt  to  make 
an  exact  quotation,  but  I  will  say  this, 
that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  faced  with  the  spectacle  of  an  alto- 
gether sober  nation,  he  would  not  be  so 
much  hampered  by  expenditure,  and  he 
would  not  be  at  any  disadvantage  in 
collecting  his  revenue.  One  of  the  remark- 
able features  of  this  debate  has  been  its 
freedom  from  heat  and  from  fiery  lan- 
guage. I  listened  to  my  hon  friend, 
who  entertains  strong  views  which  he 
put  in  a  most  good-tempered  fashion. 
Yet  this  question  in  the  country  has 
given  rise  perhaps  to  fiercer  passions 
and  more  formidable  agitations  than 
almost  anv  other  question  of  social 
reform.  This  debate,  on  the  whole 
and  from  the  first,  has  been  quite 
dispassionate.  Perhaps  that  is  in  no 
small  measure  due,  if  I  may  say  so, 
to  the  admirable  lead  given  us  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kingston  in  his  most  lucid  speech,  in 
which  he  practically  stated  the  whole 
case  for  the  Opposition.  There  was  a 
brush  between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  the  Member  for  South  Dublin, 
and  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Appleby,  and  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  rather  unnecessarily 
severe.  My  hon.  friend  belongs  to  a 
band  of  men  who  have  given  their 
lives  to  this  cause  of  temperance. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  8): 
Hear,  hear  ! 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  a  cause 
which  appeals  to  every  man  in  the 
country,  irrespective  of  party,  though  I 
agree  we  differ  as  to  the  methods  by 
which  we  seek  to  attain  our  object.  I 
myself  have  been  in  somewhat  violent 
collision  with  my  hon.  friend  behind  me 
on  some  o{  these  questions  of  licensing 
reform.  But  apart  from  political  methods 
which  are  opposed  by  one  section  or 
another,  I  say  it  is  only  right  to  acknow- 
ledge the  splendid  social  work  of  temper- 
ance organisations,  which  have  done 
and    will    do    more    effective    work   for 


temperance  than  even  the  best  Acts  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  was  understood 
to  say  that  both  parties  supported  the- 
cause  of  temperance. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  grant  that 
there  is  no  difference  of  opinion  on  that 
question  ;  we  are  all  anxious  to  see 
the  country  as  prosperous  and  sober 
as  it  possibly  can  be  made.  What  has 
been  the  nature  of  this  attack  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  the  Grovem- 
ment  had  two  main  objects  to  achieve. 
For  the  purpose  of  my  argument  I  will 
expand  those  two  objects  into  three. 
Take,  first  of  all,  the  recovery  of 
the  monopoly  value  by  the  State; 
secondly,  the  reduction  of  licences- 
under  compensation,  to  a  fixed  pro- 
portion ;  and  thirdly,  other  regulations 
which  will  be  applied  for  the  diminution 
of  drunkenness  and  the  promotion  of 
temperance.  Now  the  attack,  which 
was  in  the  main  on  the  first  two  pillars 
of  the  Bill,  was  based  principally  on 
financial  grounds.  With  the  exception 
perhaps  of  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend 
who  has  just  sat  down,  there  has  been 
no  objection  in  principle  either  to  the 
recovery  of  the  monopoly  value  or  to 
the  reduction  under  a  time-limit.  I 
do  not  say  more  than  that  at  present^ 
but  that  is  what  1  gather,  at  any  rate 
up  to  the  present  time,  from  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  in  this  debate. 
I  make  no  complaint  at  all  of  the  char- 
acter of  the  attack  on  the  Bill  for  the 
reason  that  it  has  been  largely  on  the 
financial  question.  I  agree  that  if  the 
Opposition  or  if  any  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  believe  that 
injustice  is  caused  either  to  persons- 
or  to  the  rights  of  property  by  anything^ 
we  propose,  it  is  their  right,  and  it  is 
their  duty,  to  criticise  and,  if  necessary, 
to  oppose.  But  the  fact  remains  that 
the  attack  on  this  Bill  up  to  the  present 
is  an  attack  on  methods  but  not  on  the 
main  objects  which  we  have  at  hearts 
Now,  my  argument  is  that  the  criticisms- 
of  this  Bill  which  we  have  had  from- 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
do  not  justify  the  Motion  for  the  rejec- 
tion, either  taken  by  themselves  or  taken* 
in  conjunction  with  my  third  object 
— namely,  that   other  part   of  the  Bill 
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which  is  calculated  to  alter  the  law  or 
add  to  the  law  in  the  furtherance  of 
the  promotion,  the  direct  promotion,  of 
temperance.  Now,  I  come  to  the 
monopoly  value,  and  I  think  it  best 
first  of  all  to  repeat  the  Prime  Minister's 
definition  of  monopoly  value.    He  said — 

"  The  monopoly  value,  measured  not  as  rent, 
l>ut  measured  as  a  lump  sum,  means  the  capital- 
ised value  of  the  difference  between  the  licensed 
isnd  unlicensed  rental  of  the  premises.** 

That  is  one  way  of  defining  it,  but  it  is 
mot  necessary  that  the  definition  should 
l)e  applied  to  a  large  lump  sum.  It  can 
be  defined  by  omitting  certain  words 
and  sa3ang :  "  The  monopoly  value  is 
the  difference  between  the  licensed  and 
unlicensed  premises."  We  had  two 
speeches  delivered  yesterday  by  hon. 
friends  of  mine  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
the  Member  for  Coventry  and  the  Mem- 
"ber  for  Huntingdon,  and  both  of  my  hon. 
friends  seemed  to  be  under  great  appre- 
hension, or  rather  shared  the  apprehen- 
sion expressed  by  Gentlemen  opposite, 
as  to  the  condition  of  things  which  would 
be  brought  about  by  this  Bill.  I  think 
the  calculations  which  my  hon.  friend 
for  Coventry  gave  were  based  really  on 
s  misapprehension  of  the  Bill.  His  cal- 
•culations  were  made  on  the  assumption 
that  at  the  end  of  the  statutory  period 
the  State  is  to  absorb,  as  was  suggested 
by  my  hon.  friend,  the  whole  of  the 
profits  of  the  trade,  whether  due  to  the 
protection  against  competition  given 
by  the  licence  or  to  the  ordinary  trading, 
the  use  of  capital,  and  the  application  of 
individual  labour  and  skill.  That  is 
not  the  case.  It  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government,  and  it  is  not  the  pur- 
pose or  effect  of  the  Bill.  I  for  ray  part 
agree  with  the  suggestion  thrown  out 
by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  insertion 
of  a  definition  in  the  Bill  will  make 
matters  clearer  than  perhaps  they  are  at 
present.  What  will  happen  at  the  end 
of  the  period  ?  I  suppose  at  the  end  of 
the  period  we  may  assume  that  human 
intelligence  will  be  much  as  it  is  now  ; 
that  the  ordinary  methods  of  men  in 
their  private  and  public  capacity,  their 
sense  of  justice,  of  equity  as  to  what  is 
due  to  an  individual  or  a  company 
will  be  much  the  same  in  fourteen  years 
^me  as  they  are  at  present.  What  will 
happen  ?  At  the  present  time,  by  the 
Act  of  1904,  the  justices  have  to  get  at 
.  Jfn  Gladstone. 


the  monopoly  value,  under  Section  4, 
in  the  case  of  new  licences.  How  do 
they  proceed  ?  I  will  give  a  rough 
description ;  I  cannot  give  more, 
because  I  am  not  supplied  with  the 
actual  details  of  decisions  and  judg- 
ments, but  I  can  give  a  rough  description 
of  what  has  happened  in  getting  at  the 
monopoly  value.  Frequently,  no  doubt, 
the  monopoly  value  is  arrived  at  in  a 
more  or  less  rough  and  ready  manner. 
The  applicant  says  what  he  is  prepared 
to  take.  The  justices  try  to  screw  him 
up,  and  finally  they  agree.  If  the  thing 
is  based  on  either  side  on  anything 
like  precise  calculations  they  are  no 
doubt  on  the  following  lines.  The  house 
in  question  is  a  house  capable  of  entering 
on  or  being  adapted  to  either  the  purposes 
of  the  licensed  liquor  trade  or  some  other 
trade  that  does  not  require  a  licence. 
What  would  be  the  ordinary  profit  on  the 
unlicensed  trade  ?  Say  6  per  cent. 
What  would  be  the  profit  on  the  licensed 
trade  ?  That  would  have  to  be  esti- 
mated in  the  first  year  and  ascertained 
from  the  books  in  succeeding  yean. 
Say  it  was  15  or  20  per  cent.  Take  the 
difference  between  the  two,  allow  some- 
thing for  good  management  and  other 
considerations  as  provided  in  Section  4 
of  the  Act  of  1904,  and  the  result  is  the 
monopoly  value,  which  may  be  either 
capitalised  in  a  lump  sum  and  paid  as  in 
some  cases  already,  or  it  may  be  in  the 
form  of  an  annual  payment  as  provided 
in  Clause  24  of  the  Bill.  That  is,  roughly, 
the  procedure,  and  what  is  passing  under 
the  Act  of  1904  is  possible  under  the  Bill 
which  we  are  now  considering.  The 
statutory  period  will  enable,  at  any  rate, 
provision  to  be  made  for  that  loss,  and 
the  new  licensee  will  be  enabled  to  make 
a  fair  trading  profit.  There  is  no  terrible 
spoliation  in  that.  If  the  law  is  made  clear 
I  myself  have  sufficient  confidence  in 
public  authorities  to  feel  satisfied  that 
they  will  administer  it  on  principles 
of  justice  and  common-sense.  Now  the 
State  wishes  to  recover  its  full  title, 
to  control  in  its  own  interest  the  licensed 
liquor  trade,  unfettered  by  any  claim 
founded  on  law  and  custom,  and  place 
itself  once  and  for  all  in  a  free  position 
to  take  such  action  as  it  pleases  in  the 
public  interest,  subject  only  to  those 
equitable  considerations  which  are  es- 
sential in  administrative  action.    Such 
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considerations,  I  maintain,  will  weigh 
with  the  local  justices  and  urban  licensing 
authorities  at  the  end  of  the  period  as 
they  do  now  in  the  adnunistration  of 
the  Act  of  1904,  and  with  an  adequate 
statutory  period  there  is  no  sufficient 
j  ustificati  on  for  the  fears  expressed.  I  pass 
to  consider  for  a  moment  the  reference 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Dublin  yesterday  to  the 
question  of  the  time-limit.  He  said  the 
time-limit  was  in  his  opinion  absolutely 
incompatible  with  the  concurrent  levy 
for  insurance,  and  that  was  a  considered 
statement  which  represented  the  view  of 
himself  and  his  colleagues.  He  said 
that  was  their  opinion  in  1904  and  was 
their  opinion  now.  I  gladly  recognise  the 
qualification  in  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said.  I  do  not  ask  for  any 
further  explanation.  I  place  my  own 
inference  upon  it  and  do  not  ask  him 
whether  I  am  right  or  wrong.  The  in- 
ference I  draw  is  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  do  not 
object  in  principle  to  the  time-limit. 
That  being  so,  I  say  no  more  at  present 
on  this  very  important  point,  except 
that  the  issue  appears  to  me  to  be  nar- 
rowed down  to  a  question  of  terms,  and 
that  view  is  strengthened  by  a  passage 
which  I  will  quote  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment — 

"  The  time-limit  in  the  sense  in  which  the  Bill 
imposed  it  he  did  not  accept,  whatever  the 
j>eriod  might  be.  A  genuine  proposal  under 
which,  after  a  certain  time,  the  absolute  freedom 
of  the  justices  would  be  restored,  he  would 
gladly  consider.*' 

For  my  part  I  am  not  dissatisfied  with 
those  considered  statements  which  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  I  leave  that  point;  it 
will  be  dealt  with  frequently  by  subse- 
quent speakers,  and  at  subsequent  stages 
of  the  Bill,  and  I  pass  to  my  second  point, 
which  has  regard  to  the  reduction  pro- 
posed under  the  Bill.  I  do  not  enter 
into  the  question  now  as  to  the  precise 
degree  to  which  the  reduction  of  public- 
houses  may  reduce  intemperance,  but  I 
note  that  it  has  been  generally  admitted 
that  in  fact  a  reduction  of  public-houses 
4oes  contribute  to  sobriety,  and  so  I 
argue  it  does  in  fact  tend  to  diminish 
drunkenness.  But  I  pass  to  other  points. 
First  of  all  with  regard  to  the  basis  of 


compensation,  I  understand  that  the 
Opposition  accept  the  Kennedy  judg- 
ment and  defend  it — they  roost  in  the 
Kennedy  judgment.  The  interesting 
point  is  at  what  precise  moment  they 
made  up  their  minds  that  the  result 
achieved  by  the  Kennedy  judgment  was 
a  right  one  for  assessing  the  value.  When 
they  drafted  the  Bill  of  1904,  was  it  their 
intention  to  base  their  compensation 
proposals  on  what  we  now  know  as  the 
Kennedy  judgment  ?  The  matter  was 
described  by  my  predecessor  in  intro- 
ducing the  Licensing  Bill  in  1904.  He 
said — 

"  The  next  point  we  have  to  consider  is  the 
amount  of  compensation  to  be  awarded  to  the 
licensee,  and  we  have  decided  that  the  fair 
measure  of  compensation  which  ought  to  be 
afforded  is  the  difference  between  the  value  of 
the  licensed  premises  and  the  value  of  the 
premises  without  a  licence.  Of  course,  that 
would  be  calculated  as  if  the  Act  had  not  been 
passed.  This,  again,  is  one  of  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by  the  majority  of  the  Royal 
Commission.*' 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's) :  Read  on,  because  it  makes 
a  good  deal  of  difference. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  will  read  on, 
but  it  is  imnecessary  to  my  argument. 
My  point  is  that  it  seems  to  me  that  even 
if  you  add  on  the  further  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  it  does  not  fore- 
shadow in  any  way  the  principles  and 
the  intended  efiect  which  are  embodied 
in  the  Kennedy  judgment.  Of  course, 
the  question  of  barrelage  profits  and 
things  of  that  sort,  so  far  as  I  know,  never 
came  under  the  consideration  at  all  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  and  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Report  of  the  majority  of 
the  Royal  Commission  to  show  that  they 
took  any  cognisance  of  the  prinoiples 
which  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy  laia  down  in 
his  famous  judgment. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  read  on,  simply 
for  this  reason,  that  if  he  had  done  so  he 
would  have  seen  I  said — 

^"  Should  the  sum  awarded  by  quarter  sesaioas 
be  incapable  of  beinff  settled  on  that  basis,  the 
amount  will  be  fixed  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
Commissioners  in  the  same  manner  as  they 
would  fix  the  value  for  estate  duty.'* 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  quit© 
true,  but  the  substantive  basis  which  the 
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Grovernment  had  in  their  mind  was  that 
it  should  be  the  difference  between  the 
value  of  the  licensed  premises  and  the 
value  of  the  premises  without  a  licence, 
and  then  they  left  it  to  the  Inland 
Revenue.  Yesterday  in  an  interruption, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  University  explained 
the  position  further  by  saying  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  late  Government  to  make 
the  market  value  the  basis.  But  that  is 
not  the  Kennedy  judgment.  I  have  read 
the  Kennedy  judgment  as  carefully  as 
I  can,  and  I  have  consulted  all  the  in- 
formation at  my  disposal,  but  I  cannot 
make  out  that  the  market  value  is  in  fact 
the  basis  of  the  Kennedy  judgment. 
The  market  value  is  what  the  house 
would  fetch  in  the  open  market  when 
sold  to  a  man  who  expected  to  make  a 
living  out  of  it.  I  think  that  is  a  fair 
definition.  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy  gave 
the  capitalised  value  of  all  the  profits. 
Perhaps  the  late  Chancellor  will  throw 
light  on  this  point,  because  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment,  as  I  understood  him,  de- 
nied that  the  judgment  did  include  these 
profits.  I  cannot  understand  how  il 
failed  to  include  them.  Why  is  the 
barrelage  profit  not  a  profit  ?  That  is 
the  thing  that  puzzles  me  when  trying 
to  explain  the  language  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentleiren  opposite.  I  an^ 
quite  aware  that  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy 
excluded  the  special  profit  accruing  from 
the  application  of  special  skill  and  know- 
ledge of  a  part  icular  brewer,  but  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  say  that 
Mr.  Justice  Kennedy  in  his  judgment  ex- 
cluded the  ordinary  profits  of  the  brewer  ? 
I  maintain  that  he  included  them. 
Therefore  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Kingston  was 
wrong.  You  cannot  have  it  both  ways, 
and  perhaps  when  the  right  hon.Memle- 
for  Dublin  University  speaks  he  will 
throw  light  on  this  point.  So  far  as  our 
information  goes  at  present,  we  maintain 
that  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy  included  all 
the  brewer's  ordinary  profits  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Member  for  South 
Hunts,  representing  a  large  and  impor- 
tant brewery  concern,  in  his  speech 
yesterday  admitted  that  the  brewer's 
profits  were  included.  I  want  to  know, 
was  it  your  intention  to  include  them ! 
Mr.  Gladstone, 


Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:    I 

am  quite  ready  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  cross-examine  me,  but  I  would 
remind  him  that  he  represents  tlie 
Government  who  are  legislating. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  quite  agree, 
but  then  the  contention  of  the  Wme 
Minister  is  challenged  as  regards  what 
he  said  about  the  basis  of  our  proposal 
as  to  assessment.  That  statement  is 
challenged  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
I  want  to  show  that  their  basis  in  the 
Act  of  1904:,  if  not  exactly  the  same,  is 
not  dissimilar  from  the  basis  proposed 
in  the  present  Bill.  The  Kennedy  judg- 
ment was  given  at  the  end  of  July,  and 
consequently  at  that  time  the  Act  of 
1904:  had  been  in  operation  about  a  year 
and  a  h^lf,  and  between  400  and  500 
cases  had  been  settled  upon  the  basis 
on  which  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
worked.  Is  it  alleged  that  brewers  did  not 
know  what  market  values  were  ?  In  the 
past  they  have  accepted  these  awards 
as  representing  the  market  value,  and 
for  a  year  and  a  half  they  did  not  appeal. 
So  far  as  I  am  aware  these  awards  caused 
no  uneasiness  to  the  late  Government, 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  our  predecessors 
in  office  consulted  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  as  to  whether  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  were  right,  or  announced 
their  intention  of  bringing  in  an  amending 
Bill.  The  late  Government  remained 
silent,  and  these  awards  were  accepted 
by  the  brewers.  After  the  Kennedy 
judgment  .a  number  of  the  claims  pre- 
viously sent  in  were  withdrawn  because 
those  who  put  them  forward  saw  a 
chance  of  getting  more  money.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  taking  houses  of  exactly 
the  same  class,  after  the  Kennedy 
judgment  awards  were  given  which  in 
some  cases  were  no  less  than  three  times 
as  much  as  the  awards  given  before  that 
judgment.  I  want  to  know  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  exactly  what  was 
the  system  they  intended,  because 
there  is  a  very  great  diJfference 
between  the  awards  made  before 
and  after  the  Kennedy  judgment, 
and  they  cannot  both  be  right.  At  any 
rate  the  late  Government  appeared  to^ 
acquiesce  in  the  principles  laid  down 
by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue.  I  may 
safely  say  that  if  the  Board  of  Inland 
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Revenue  had  started  their  assessment 
upon  the  basis  of  the  Kennedy  judgment 
nobody  would  have  been  more  surprised 
than  the  late  (Government.  There  are 
-one  or  two  other  points  upon  which  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  say  that  this  reduction 
will  create  unemployment.  Not  a  single 
individual  who  represents  labour  in 
any  direct  sense  or  form  has  up  to  the 
present  made  this  point  against  the 
Bill.  The  Labour  representatives  are 
not  backward  on  the  question  of  unem- 
ployment, and  yet  not  one  of  them  has 
made  the  charge  as  to  unemployment 
put  forward  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
It  has  been  said  that  2,000,000  people 
in  the  country  are  employed  in  the 
licensed  trade  or  in  the  trades  necessary 
to  the  carrying  on  of  the  licensed  trade. 
What  does  that  mean  ?  It  means 
according  to  that  statement  that 
these  people,  with  their  families, 
would  amount  to  one-fifth  of  the 
entire  population.  So  throughout  the 
population  one  person  in  five  would  be 
engaged  in  supplying  liquor  to  the 
other  four.  I  do  not  say  that 
right  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite  are 
responsible  for  that  statement,  but  it 
iias  been  seriously  made  outside.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Dublin  says  t  hat  this  Bill  will  create 
omemployment.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  provision  he  made  on  this  point 
in  his  own  Bill  of  1904  1  You  now  say 
that  this  Bill  will  lead  to  unemployment 
and  that  our  reduction  of  licences  scheme 
-will  throw  people  out  of  employment. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  admit  that 
the  statement  as  to  unemployment  has 
been  exaggerated,  but  there  is  also  to  be 
considered  the  general  injury  which  will 
be  done  to  those  who  derive  their  living 
Irom  trade  investments. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  agree 
that  this  Bill  will  bring  ruin  to  the  share- 
holders. I  am  now  dealing  with  the 
allegation  that  the  suppression  of  licences 
will  throw  out  of  employment  many 
thousands  of  people.  If  that  is  the 
danger,  what  precaution  did  the  late 
Government  take  against  such  a  danger 
in  connection  with  their  Bill  ?  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  glory  in  the  fact 
that  their  Bill  has  led  to  the  suppression 
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in  a  single  year  of  as  many  as  2,000 
licences.  Let  me  assume  for  the  sake  of 
argument  their  figure  that  five  people  are 
employed  in  a  house.  This  means  that 
the  loss,  say,  of  1,500  licences  will  throw 
7,500  people  out  of  employment.  I  do 
not  blame  the  late  Government  for  not 
taking  any  precautions  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  but  I  cannot  allow  the  supporters 
pi  the  Act  of  1904  to  bring  this  particular 
charge  against  us.  I  agree  that  when 
licences  are  suppressed,  necessarily  dis- 
tress may  be  caused  to  some  individuals, 
but  we  have  to  consider  the  broad  econo- 
mic effect  of  the  diminution  of  public- 
houses.  That  is  the  main  issue.  In 
the  first  place  you  get  rid  of  what  we 
maintain  are  redundant  houses.  If  re- 
dundant they  are  uneconomic,  a  waste 
causing  loss,  and  occupying  labour  which 
might  be  more  profitably  employed  in 
other  directions.  By  getting  rid  of  the 
worst  public-houses  you  give  fuller  op- 
portunities to  the  police  of  supervising 
those  that  remain,  and  according  to  the 
law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest  the  stand- 
ard of  public -houses  which  remain  must  be 
improved.  The  suppression  of  public- 
houses  must  increase  the  rateable  value 
of  the  districts  where  they  are  suppressed. 
It  is  well  known  that  the  existence  of 
inferior  public -houses  diminishes  the  value 
of  property  in  their  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood, and,  therefore,  their  suppres- 
sion must  increase  the  rateable  value  of 
the  property  around.  Lastly,  I  contend 
that  the  suppression  of  licences  will 
diminish  crime.  In  the  case  of  the  worse 
crimes  of  violence  nothing  is  more 
remarkable  than  the  fact  that  not 
only  the  criminal  himself  but  a  large 
number  of  those  with  whom  he  associates 
go  from  one  low  public-house  to  another 
before  they  are  worked  up  to  acts  of 
violence.  Therefore,  for  all  these  reasons, 
a  reduction  of  these  houses  must 
be  beneficial,  and  the  argument  as 
regards  unemployment  is  met  by 
the  broad  general  improvement  which 
must  be  effected  by  the  diminu- 
tion of  redundant  public-houses.  I 
now  pass  to  the  clause  dealing  with 
schemes.  We  have  endeavoured  to  provide 
elasticity  in  the  first  schedule  of  the  BilL 
Let  it  be  remembered,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  we  restore  to  the  justices  the  dis- 
cretion which  was  removed  from  them 
under  the  Act  of  1904,  and  these  schemes 
3  G 
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will  give  them  large  scope  for  substantial 
and  active  work.     They  will  be  matters 
of  great  local  interest  to  them.     It  has 
been  alleged  that  these  schemes  will  be 
made  to  undergo  drastic  revision  by  three 
Commissioners  sitting  in  London.     That 
is  not  so  at  all.     I  must,  therefore,  pass 
on  to   explain  to  the  House  why  we 
thought  it  necessary  to  establish  under 
the  Bill    a    Commission    consisting    of 
three  gentlemen.     Of  course,  the  primary 
object  of  the   Commission  is  financial. 
The    compensation    fund,   having    been 
centralised,  must  be  under  the  super-  | 
vision  of  some  authority.     It  is  undesir-  i 
able  to  saddle  the  Treasury  with  that 
work.     There   are   strong  objections  to 
making  some  Government  Department, 
say  the  Home  Office,  responsible  for  it. 
We  thought  it  should  be  an  independent  or 
semi-independent  authority,  which  could 
be  trusted  by  the  people  of  the  country, 
and  we,  therefore,  propose  to  establish 
this  Commission  in  order  to  administer 
the  fimd,  and  to  see  that  a  proper  pro- 
portionate distribution  of  it  is  made  to 
the  various  licensing  authorities  imder 
the  schemes.     That  will  be  the  central 
object  and  purpose  of  the  Commission, 
but  when  once  you  establish  a  Commission 
you  find  that  it  may  very  usefully  dis- 
charge other  duties,  and  so  it  is  in  this 
case.     It  is  desirable  to  establish  reason- 
able co-ordination  of  the  schemes.     Ques- 
tions might  arise  by  variations  in  the  ' 
schemes  of  contiguous  licensing  authori- 1 
ties.     Let    me    take    an    example — the 
hotels  and  inns  on  the  banks  of  the 
Thames.     Between  Oxford  and  London 
there    are    no    less    than    twenty-nine 
different    authorities.     We    contemplate 
that  in  such  places  as  these  on  the  banks 
of  the  Thames,  familiar  to  many  of  us, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  make  free  use  of 
the  exceptional  treatment  provided  for 
by  the  Bill.     They  are  places  of  pleasure 
resort,  and  the  inns  and  hotels  which  have 
practically  no  business  during  the  winter 
are  necessary  for  the  public  during  the 
summer  months,  and,  therefore,  special 
treatment  is  necessary  for  them.     These 
different  authorities  sometimes  face  each 
other,  and  sometimes  are  contiguous  to 
each  other,  and  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  there  should  be  some    reasonable 
homogeneity  between  the  schemes  of  the 
authorities  who  are  responsible  for  the 
licensing  areas  bordering  on  the  River 

Mr.  Oladstone. 


Thames.     The  same  consideration  that 
applies   very   strongly   to    the   Thames 
applies  to  the  licensing  areas*  all  over  the 
country.     It  is  obvious  that  proposals 
with   respect   to    the    boundaries   of  a 
particular    area    ought    to    have    some 
regard   to   the  proposals   for  the   con- 
tiguous area.     It  will  not  be  possible  on 
all  occasions  for  two  areas  to  come  to  a 
definite  agreement,  but  I  maintain  that 
the  licensing  justices  will  welcome  the 
establishment  of  this  Commission  which 
will    help    them    to    co-ordinate    their 
schemes.     I  hope  I  have  explained  why 
the    Commission   is   necessary.     I   wid^ 
to  impress  upon  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  that  Commission  is  not  established 
for  the  purpose  of  drastically  reviewing 
all   the    schemes   made    by    the    local 
authorities.     It  is  really  with  a  view  of 
making  their  schemes  not  only  adequate^ 
but  in  harmony  with  the  schemes  made 
for  adjoining  areas,  and  certainly  it  is- 
our  object  and  intention  that  the  Com- 
mission should  not  be  set  up  to  sit  in 
judgment    on    the    local  justices,    but 
that  it  should  work  to  help  them  to  carry 
out  the  duties  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
Bill.     I  have  finished  what  I  have  to  say  in 
regard  to  these  two  main  points  in  the  Bill.. 
Having  regard  to  the  expressed  willing- 
ness   of    the    Government    to    consider 
reasonable  Amendments,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  criticism  which  has  been  made 
on    these    main    pillars    of    the     Bill 
really  justify  the  unqualified  opposition 
pronounced    by    hon.    and    right    hon. 
Gentlemen   opposite.      I    now   pass    to- 
a  brief  review  of  the  third  and  fourth, 
parts  of  the  Bill,  which  deal  with  mis- 
cellaneous subjects  and  clubs.    It  has^ 
been  frequently  said  that  this  Bill  will 
I  do  nothing  for  temperance.     It  has  been 
already   admitted   that  the  reduction  of 
I  licences  made  under  the  operation  of  the 
j  1904  Act  tends  to    diminish   drunken- 
!  ness.     A  portion    of   this    Bill    will    be 
I  calculated    to    promote     the    cause    of 
temperance.     From  the  speeches  of  hon» 
i  Gentlemen  one  would  think  that  there 
i  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  at  all,  except  some 
'  provisions  with  regard  to  the  reduction 
of   licences   and   the   extinction   of  the 
I  monopoly    value,    but    the    more    sub- 
stantive and  direct  provisions  of  the  Bill 
are  hardly  ever  mentioned  in  the  speeches 
of    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite.     I    shall 
deal  with  one  question  first  of  all,  which. 
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is  not  in  that  category,  because  it  has 
been  mentioned.  It  is  the  question  of 
clubs.  I  agree  that  the  question  of  clubs 
is  a  very  serious  problem,  and  it  is  not 
to  be  dealt  with  in  the  humorous  but 
swashbuckling  and  ineffective  style  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Walton  Division  of  Liverpool.  Clubs 
are  combined  into  a  very  powerful 
organisation  with  which  any  Government 
has  to  reckon.  The  Government  of 
1902  had  to  reckon  with  it,  and  perhaps 
they  reckoned  with  it  far  too  much, 
because,  although  the  provisions  in  the 
1902  Act  as  they  stand  are  excellent 
provisions  which  have  had  some  good 
effect,  they  have  not  had  sufficient 
effect.  My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Coventry  seriously  criticised  the  proposals 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  well  aware 
of  the  position  of  this  question.  In  my 
own  constituency  there  are  something 
like  100,000  people,  and  there  are  num- 
bers of  clubs  largely  composed  of  working 
men.  I  am  a  member  myself  of  many  of 
them.  I  have  been  in  them  times 
without  number  during  the  last  twenty- 
eight  years,  and  I  am  quite  familiar 
with  their  nature.  In  some  of  them 
there  are,  no  doubt,  Sunday  entertain- 
ments. In  considering  that  matter  let 
the  House  remember  what  is  the  life  of  a 
working  man  during  six  days  of  the  week. 
During  these  days  he  works,  perhaps, 
long  monotonous  hours.  He  is  expected 
to  go  to  church  on  Sunday,  and  then 
to  go  home,  or  to  take  a  walk  in  the  park. 
That  is  a  good  ideal,  but  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  it  is  not  practicable 
in  this  world.  You  know  that  these 
working  men  will  take  advantage  of  any 
reasonable  recreations  on  Sunday  that  are 
open  to  them.  These  matters  suggest  more 
serious  social  problems — the  hours  and 
conditions  of  labour,  housing  problems, 
and  so  forth — and,  so  long  as  these 
questions  are  not  settled,  how  can  you 
blame  the  men,  or  their  wives  and  chil- 
dren, when  they  go  to  these  clubs  and 
enjoy  the  entertainments  which  have 
been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Walton  Division  ?  But 
what  these  entertainments  have  to  do 
with  the  objects  and  purposes  of  this 
Bill,  I  have  not  yet  discovered,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  occupations  and  the 
recreations  of  the  members  of  these  clubs 


which  have  been  alluded  to  on  Sunday 
morning  and  Sunday  afternoon  or  evening 
are  about  as  relevant  to  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill  as  might  be  the  Sabbatical 
habits  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Walton  Division  himself.  I  do 
not  see  what  his  habits  have  to  do  with 
the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  see  what  the  habits 
on  Sunday  morning  or  evening  of  members 
of  these  clubs  have  to  do  with  it.  We  can 
wish  that  the  recreations  should  be  of  a 
higher  order,  but  let  us  remember  the  enor- 
mous improvement  which  has  taken  place 
in  the  recreation  and  habits,  certainly  of  the 
working  classes,  in  the  course  of  the 
last  twenty  or  thirty  years,  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  think  that  as  improvement 
continues  the  character  of  these  recrea- 
tions will  not  be  improved.  There  is, 
I  am  well  aware,  undue  drinking  in 
some  of  these  clubs,  but  there  is  undue 
drinking  in  private  houses  and  in  rich 
men's  clubs,  though  I  personally  do  not 
believe  from  my  own  experience — ^I 
may  be  prejudiced  in  my  judgment 
of  the  character  of  the  clubs  with 
which  I  am  familiar — that  there 
is  undue  drinking  as  a  general 
rule.  In  regard  to  these  London  clubs 
to  which  attention  has  been  drawn, 
I  asked  for  special  police  reports  as  to- 
whether  the  members  of  these  clubs 
have,  in  fact,  so  behaved  or  misbehaved 
as  to  cause  trouble  and  disturbance  in 
the  neighbourhood,  or  to  people  who  live 
in  adjoining  houses,  and  in  every  case 
in  which  the  police  reported  to  me 
they  said  that  they  had  had  no  trouble 
with  any  of  these  clubs,  and  that 
they  had  received  no  complaint 
with  regard  to  them.  These  are  the 
dubs  which  have  been  held  up  '  to 
scorn  and  derision  in  the  humorous 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Walton  Division.  I  pass  from 
that  to  the  question  of  clubs  in  relation 
to  the  proposals  made  in  this  Bill.  I 
can  assure  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite 
that  the  Government  are  not  dependent 
upon  them  for  Amendments  to  put  this 
part  of  the  Bill  into  the  best  possible  shape. 
We  shall  ourselves  be  quite  competent  to 
strengthen  our  proposals,  particularly 
with  regard  to  new  clubs.  Here,  again,  it 
does  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  who  are  responsible  for  the 
Act  of  1904  to  attack  us  for  not  making 
more  effective  provision  with  regard  to 
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clubs.  You  say  that  this  is  a  new 
trouble,  but  it  is  a  trouble  which  was 
apparent  under  your  own  Act.  The 
number  of  clubs  has  considerably  increased 
of  late  years.  We  are  told  that  it  has 
increased  pari  passu  with  the  extinction 
of  licences  under  the  Act  of  1904,  yet 
you  made  no  provision  for  that. 

Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs) :  Since 
the  Act  of  1904  ? 

♦Mr. GLADSTONE:  Certainly.  There 
were  thousands  of  clubs  in  existence — 
4,000  or  5,000— in  1904  ;  and  if  there  is 
any  difficulty  at  all  it  was  known  in  1904. 
It,  therefore,  does  not  lie  in  the  mouths 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  make  any 
serious  charge  against  us  in  this  matter, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  they  did 
not  make  any  provision  for  the  further 
restriction  of  clubs  nor  provide  that 
extinguished  public-houses  should  not 
blossom  out  subsequently  as  drinking 
clubs.  We  are  going  to  make  some  pro- 
vision to  deal  with  clubs,  and  we  in- 
tend to  make  it  effective.  I  desire  now  to 
call  attention  to  various  excellent  cliuses 
in  the  Bill  which  seem  to  have  escaped 
the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Clause  18  restricts  the  hours  of  opening 
on  Sundays  and  extends  the  Sunday 
closing  to  Monmouth,  and  alters  the 
status  of  our  old  friend  the  bona  fide 
traveller.  If  hon.  Members  refer  to 
the  Majority  Report  of  the  Peel 
Commission  they  will  find  that  this 
provision  is  there  recommended.  Clause 
19  deals  with  the  exclusion  of  children 
from  the  bars  of  licensed  premises,  and 
that  clause  got  the  most  emphatic  praise 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  Then 
Clauses  28  and  29  increase  the  powers 
of  the  licensing  justices  for  taking  legal 
action  and  defending  their  decisions. 
Clause  32  proposes  to  suppress  the  growing 
practice  due  to  a  recent  judicial  decision 
of  frequenting  public-houses  for  the 
purposes  of  betting.  In  Schedule  6  we 
deal  with  the  question  of  consolidation. 
One  result  of  the  passing  of  the  measure 
will  be  to  amend  the  whole  of  this  com- 
plicated Licensing  Law  and  to  embody 
in  one  Statute  the  provisions  of  something 
like  128  Acts.  Then  there  is  the  question 
of  "  off  "-licences.  We  propose  by  Cl  luse 
21  that    all   retailers  of   liquor    should 

Mr.  Oladslone. 


require  a  justices'  licence.  At  the  present 
time  off-licences  are  often  established 
in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  the  justices. 
Clause  2  applies  local  option  to  the  grant 
of  new  off-licences,  and  Clause  5  extends 
the  provision  in  the  Act  of  1904,  in  regard 
to  new  on-licences  to  new  off-licences. 
Then  the  subject  of  passenger  boats  dealt 
with  in  Clause  34  and  Schedule  V. 
is  a  most  important  matter.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  I  have 
the  sympathy  of  my  hon.  friends  opposite 
in  regard  to  it,  because  the  licensing 
trade  itself  has  made  a  protest 
in  regard  to  it.  During  the  summer 
months  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people 
get  aboard  river  or  coasting  steamers 
which  become  literally  floating  public- 
houses  under  no  restriction  whatever. 
They  merely  have  to  get  an  excise 
licence  to  enable  them  to  supply  liquor 
to  anybody  they  like  during  any  hours, 
irrespective  of  whether  the  passengers 
have  already  had  too  much  to  drink. 
The  condition  of  those  steamers  on 
the  Thames,  the  Severn,  the  Mersey, 
the  Tyne,  and  of  many  coastal  steamers, 
is  a  public  scandal  and  causes  an  untold 
nuisance  to  quiet  people  who  are  inter- 
fered with  or  annoyed  by  drunken 
people  who  land  in  quiet  neighbourhoods. 
This  is  a  difficult  matter  to  deal 
with,  but  we  attempt  to  deal  with  it 
practically  in  this  Bill  as  a  real  social 
evil.  Clause  20  which  gives  powers 
to  the  justices  to  attach  conditions  to 
the  renewal  of  licences  we  believe  to  be 
one  of  the  most  valuable  clauses  in  the 
Bill,  and  that  it  will  make  largely  for 
temperance.  Now  I  thank  the  house 
for  the  patience  with  which  they  have 
listened  to  me.  I  am  no  good  at  perora- 
tions and  I  will  only  say  that  I  believe 
honestly  and  whole-heartedly  that  if 
the  financial  clauses  are  unfair  and 
unsatisfactory  they  can  be  adjusted 
to  meet  legitimate  claims  and  rights, 
and  that  on  the  temperance  side  the  Bill 
will  remove  many  great  evils  and 
greatly  strengthen,  directly  and  in- 
directly, the  forces  which  exist  for  the 
removal  of  a  great  stumbling  block 
in  the  way  of  national  prosperity. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor- 
cestershire,  E.) :  I  do  not  propose  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into  the 
discussion  of  the  details  of  the  measure 
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with  which  his  speech  concluded.     Indeed 
I  rather  regret  that  he  himself  should 
have  devoted  so  much  of  his  time  to 
matters   which   I    think   are   essentially 
matters  for  Committee,  rather  than  to 
answering  the  great  questions  of  principle 
— those  large  features  of  the  Bill  which 
have    formed    the    subject    of    criticism 
from    this    side    of    the    House.     The 
Prime  Minister  opened  this  debate  by 
saying    that    he    was   still    waiting    for 
some    reasoned    answer    to    the    main 
propositions    he    had    advanced.     Well, 
we  are  now  on  the  third  day  of  the  debate 
and  the  position  is  reversed.     It  is  we 
who  are  now  waiting,  and  so  far  waiting 
in  vain,  for  any  attempt  to  meet  the 
position  which  my  hon.  friends  on  these 
benches  have  assumed.     They  have  not 
dealt  in  loose  assertions,  and,  following 
the    admirable    example     set     by    my 
hon.    and    learned    friend    who    Inoved 
the    Amendment,    the    speeches    which 
have  come  from  these   b^i^ches,  as  was 
recognised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  tribute  which  he  paid  to  the  spirit 
of  the    debate    throughout   the    House, 
have  been  reisoned  and  argumentative. 
They    hive    been    illustrated    by    facts 
not    one   of   which   has  been  challenged 
although    there    have    been    two    days 
for     their    examination,    and    although 
the  Government  have  all  the  resources  of 
the    public    offices    at    their    command. 
The  arguments  based  upon  them  have 
been  no^n\y  not  upset,  but  not  even  met. 
Three    Members     of     the     Government 
have     spoken      since      my     hon.      and 
learned    friend    moved   his  Amendment, 
yet    the    case    he    made    is    absolutely 
unshaken    by    anything    said    by    any 
Member   of   the    Government.    We   all 
looked  forward  with  special  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
because  of  the  office  he  holds,  but  he 
has  done  nothing  to  sustain  the  case 
of  the  Government  against  the  attack 
on  the  Bill.     The  time  we  have  spent 
in  debate  has,  however,  not  been  alto- 
gether wasted,   for  it  has  defined  and 
differentiated    our   respective    positions. 
The  difference  between  us  is  not  in  our 
desire  to  put  down  drunkenness  or  to 
promote  temperance.     There  is,   never- 
theless, a  difference  between  many  Mem- 
bers opposite   and   my  friends  on  this 
side  and  myself.     The  enemy  of  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is  not  drimken- 


ness,  but  any  form  of  the  traffic  in 
alcoholic  drink.  These  hon.  Members 
are  not  only  anxious  to  suppress  excess 
but  to  stop  any  drinking  at  all.  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "  No."]  What  is  the 
good  of  hon.  Members  contradicting  me 
when  I  see  sitting  beside  them  other 
hon.  Members  whose  object  is  not  merely 
to  put  down  drunkenness,  but  to  put 
down  all  indulgence  in  drinking,  and 
who  are  proud  to  boast  that  these  are 
their  principles  ?  But  that  is  not  the 
line  taken  by  the  Government.  With 
the  object  expressed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, which  is  to  prevent  immoderate 
drinking,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recognises,  we  are  heartily  in  sympathy. 
In  all  quarters  of  the  House  can  there 
be  anything  but  disgust  and  loathing 
at  the  evil  of  excessive  drinking  and 
the  excesses  and  bad  effects  to  which 
it  leads?  But  as  regards  the  spread 
of  temperance  the  difference  between 
us  is  as  to  the  methods  employed  and 
their  justice.  As  to  their  efficiency 
I  propose  to  say  something  later, 
but  for  the  moment  I  am  ready  to 
assume  for  the  purposes  of  my  argu- 
ment that  the  Bill  would  have  all  the 
results  in  promoting  temperance  which 
its  most  sanguine  advocates  expect, 
and  I  still  assert  that  even  if  that 
were  so,  I  should  oppose  this  Bill 
because  it  is  rooted  in  injustice  and 
because  you  have  not  a  right  to  purchase 
a  great  public  benefit  at  the  expense 
of  a  particular  private  individual. 
You  call  this  a  great  moral  reform,  but 
let  us  be  moral  at  our  own  expense.  If 
you  believe  the  thing  is  worth  doing,  if 
you  believe  that  a  great  and  sudden 
reduction  of  licenses  will  produce  a  great 
temperance  effect,  have  the  courage  of  your 
convictions  and  ask  the  country  to  vote 
the  sum  necessary  to  make  that  great  and 
sudden  reduction,  but  do  not  come  here, 
and  attend  public  meetings  in  the  country, 
and  arrogate  to  yourselves  the  exclusive 
possession  of  virtues  when  you  are  only 
prepared  to  practise  them  at  other 
people's  expense.  I  think  I  come  to  the 
root  of  the  question  which  is  at  issue 
between  ourselves  and  those  who  support 
the  Government  Bill,  when  I  proceed  to 
state  the  compensation  which  you  are 
proposing  to  pay,  and  ask  you  what  it  is 
that  you  are  taking  away  from  the 
individual,  and  for  which  you  ought  to 
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compensate  him  ?  I  think  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  confusion  in  the  minds  of 
the  Members  of  the  Government  as  to 
what  they  are  doing  in  this  matter.  The 
right  hon.  (Jentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
spent  some  little  part  of  the  earlier  por- 
tion of  his  speech  in  defining  the  mono- 
poly value  of  which  possession  was 
to  be  resumed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public  at  the  end  of  the  fourteen  years 
period,  or  which  can  be  taken  under  our 
Act  from  any  recipient  of  a  new  licence. 
Does  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see 
and  cannot  the  House  see  that  what  you 
have  to  give  in  the  name  of  monopoly 
value  when  you  grant  a  new  licence  is 
something  quite  different  and  very  much 
less  than  you  would  take  away  from  a 
man  when  you  deprive  him  of  an  existing 
licence  ?  I  agree  with  the  definition  of 
monopoly  value  as  given  by  the  Home 
Secretary  when  you  apply  it  to  a  new 
licence,  but  I  say  that  what  you  take 
away  from  the  holder  of  an  existing 
licence  when  you  turn  him  out  is  some-  ! 
thing  very  much  in  excess  of  that.  You 
take  away  from  him  the  whole  of  his 
goodwill,  but  if  you  give  a  man  a  new 
licence  there  is  no  goodwill ;  you  rightly 
charge  him  with  the  monopoly  value.  But 
when  you  stop  his  trade,  when  you  put  an 
end  to  his  business,  you  have  not  merely 
to  compensate  him  for  the  monopoly 
value,  you  have  to  compensate  him  for 
what  he  loses,  you  have  to  make  good 
to  him  the  loss  which  in  the  interests  of 
the  public  you  inflict  upon  him.  It  is  on 
that  point  that  I  come  into  sharp  conflict 
with  the  Prime  Minister.  The  Prime 
Minister  asserted  the  other  day  that 
whatever  the  expectations  involved  in 
the  possession  of  a  licence  might  be  they 
were  not  a  form  of  property,  and,  in  the 
second  place,  with  equal  emphasis,  he 
asserted  that  the  licensing  authority  had 
an  absolute  discretion  as  to  renewal.  I 
dispute  both  those  propositions  ;  I 
join  issue  directly  with  the  Prime  Minister 
about  them,  and  although  it  may  be  bold 
or  more  than  bold,  rash,  for  a  layman  to 
dispute  with  a  gentleman  so  learned  in 
the  law  as  the  Prime  Minister  is,  I  do  not 
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statement  that  before  our  Bill  the  discre- 
tion of  the  magistrates  was  absolute.  I 
do  not  know  whether  there  is  a  particular 
legal  meaning  attached  to  "  absolute 
discretion,"  but  I  say  that  in  any  sense 
in  which  we  ought  to  use  the  word  the 
magistrate's  discretion  was  not  absolute. 
If  I  have  an  absolute  discretion  to  do 
something  it  means  I  may  do  it  or  not 
when  I  like,  how  I  like,  for  any  reasons  I 
like,  or  without  reason  at  all.  That  is  not 
the  position  of  the  magistrates.  The 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  that  famous  case  of 
Sharpe  v.  Wakefield,  in  laying  down  what 
the  discretion  of  the  magistrates  was, 
said  that  discretion  means — 


"  That  something  is  to  be  done  according  to 
the  rules  of  reason  and  justice,  not  according  to 
private  opinion  ;  according  to  law,  not  humour." 

Again  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  The  Legislature  has  given  credit  to  the 
magistrate  for  exercising  a  judicial  discretion.** 

— ^not  an  absolute  discretion — 

'*  That  they  will  fairly  decide  the  questions 
submitted  to  them  and  not  by  evasion  attempt 
to  repeal  the  law  which  permits  public-houses 
to  exist." 

Lord  Bramwell,  in  his  judgment,  said — 

"  The  Legislature  had  most  clearly  shown 
that  it  supposed,  contemplated,  that  licences 
would  usually  be  renewed  ;  that  the  taking  away 
a  man's  livelihood*  would  not  be  practised 
cruelly  or  wantonly." 

I  say.  Sir,  then  there  was  no  absolute 
discretion,  the  discretion  is  carefully 
guarded  and  limited  as  declared  in  the 
judgment  of  these  Judges.  Therefore 
the  judgments  upon  which  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  rely 
would  absolutely  refute  any  such  general 
principle  as  is  contemplated  by  this  BUL 
Then  I  come  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's other  contention.  He  says  that 
there  is  no  property  in  a  licence.  I  say 
that  there  is  property ;  I  say  that  th^is 
property  winch  has  been  guarded  and 
protected  by  the  decisions  of  the  Courts 
again  and  again — ^property  which  finds 
not  the  faintest  recognition  in  the  Bill 
which  we  are  now  discussing.  The 
contention  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
I  that  no  legal  wrong  would  be  done  if  you 


undertake  to  interpret  the  law,  but  I  i  took  away  all  these  licences  at  the  end 
read  the  judgments  given  in  Court,  and  1 1  of  a  single  year  or  at  the  end  of  any  year, 
say  that  they  are  such  that  any  layman  1  How  can  he  contend  that  putting  aside 
,,,.av  j.       £^-  !-:_-     equity,    putting    aside   common   justice 

and  fair  play — how  can  he  contend  that 
in  the  face  of    the    repeated  decisions 


with  common  sense  can  try  for  him- 
self to  test  these  two  statements 
of  the  Prime  Minister.     Let  me  take  the 
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of  the  Court  as  between  public 
amthorities  and  the  holders  of  licensed 
premises  and  those  interested  in  them, 
or  as  between  citizen  and  citizen,  where 
no  public  authority  was  concerned  at 
■s\\  ?  I  have  half  a  dozen  cases,  but  I 
-will  not  weary  the  House  by  citing 
them  all,  as  to  many,  especially  to  legal 
Members  of  the  House,  they  will  be 
familiar.  But  I  will  cite  two.  I  take 
first  the  case  of  Belton  v.  the  London 
County  Council,  and  both  of  these  cases 
tavej^been  decided  since  the  case  of 
Sharpe  v.  Wakefield.  In  Belton  v. 
the  London  County  Council  the  owner 
of  a  public-house  let  for  an  \mexpired 
period  of  twenty-six  years,  claimed  and 
received  compensation  from  the  County 
Council  who  desired  to  take  possession 
of  Jiiis  premises  for  some  public^improve- 
mpnt.  The  County  Council  ,'contended 
that  there  was  no  reversionary  interest 
in  the  licence  belonging  to  the  owner 
who  could  only  come  into  possession 
twenty-six  years  later.  The  Divisional 
Court  declared  that  the  owner  of  that 
reversionary  interest  was  entitled  to  | 
•compensation  and  the  Judge  observed  I 
that —  j 

^  "  The  Council's  proposition  seems  to  me    to  i 
involve  a  grievous  injustice." 

That  injustice  of  the  Coimcil's  propo- 
sition is  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- ' 
ment,  and  that  which  the  Judge  con- 1 
demned    as    grievous    injustice    is    the 
foundation     of    the    Government    Bill. 
Another  case  I  would  cite  was  mentioned 
yesterday  afternoon  by  the  hon.  Member  | 
for  South  Hants.    It  is  the  case  of  Lord  I 
Somer's  trustees  :     "  In  re  Earl  Somers 
-deceased — Cocks  v.  Lady  Henry  Somer- 
set."   In  that  case  the     defendant,  a  ' 
tenant  for  life   of  a   certain   property, 
sought  to  lease  the  White  Hart,  Reigate,  i 
with  a  covenant  that  the  lessee  should 
not    sell     intoxicating     liquors.       The 
trustees  sought   a  declaration  that  she  , 
was    not    entitled    to    make    any    such 
stipulation  and  was  bound  to  insert  in 
all  such  leases   provisions  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  renewal  of  the  licence. 
Mr.  Justice  Chitty  made  this  declaration — 

*'  Is  not  that  recognition  of  property  in  a 
licence  existing  not  merely  for  a  moment,  but 
in  expectation  of  those  who  come  after  the 
tenant  for  life  and  which  the  tenant  for  life  is 
bound  to  protect  to  the  best  of  his  or  her 
AbiUty  for  the  benefit  of  successors. " 


I  say  in  the  face  of  these  decisions  it  is 
idle  to  contend  that  there  was  not  some- 
thing more  than  an  expectation  and  that 
there  was  not  actual  property  which  has 
been  recognised  again  and  again  in  the 
Courts  and  for  which  the  Courts  have 
ordered  public  authorities  to  pay 
whenever  they  have  acquired  it  com- 
pulsorily  and  prevented  private  people 
from  dealing  with  it  to  the  detriment  of 
their  successors  and  those  who  have  to 
come  after  them.  I  say  that  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  justices  was  not  absolute 
and  that  there  is  in  a  licence  a  property 
for  which  you  must  compensate  the 
owners. 

Thb  U,NDER-SECRETART  of 
STATE  FOR  Vthb  home  DEPART- 
MENT l[(Mr.  Herbert  Samuel,  York- 
shire, Cleveland) :  Why  did  you  not  do 
that  under  the  Act  of  1904 1 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Why 
did  not  we  do  that  under  the  Act  of  1904  ? 
I  must  say  that  I  have  never  heard  any- 
thing'more  disingenuous  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  than  the  attempt ^of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  (Jentlemen  opposite  to  found 
their  present  measure  upon  the  precedent 
of  our  Act  of  1904.  I  do  not  think  that 
those  hon.  Members  who  sat  in  the  House 
in  1904  will  think  that  that  is  fair.    ,  ^  J 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right^hon.  (Jentleman  refers 
to  me.  I  have  not  done  so,  I  said  the 
compensation  proposed  by  the  Act  of 
1904  was  not  dissimilar. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  But 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Under-Secre- 
tary undoubtedly  did. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  there  is 
an  absolute  right  of  property  in  the 
licence  why  did  his  Act  make  the  owners 
of  that  property  compensate  themselves 
instead  of  taking  the  compensation  out 
of  public  funds  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  That 
is  not  the  argument  which  the  hon.  and 
;  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  using  in  their 
speeches. 
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P  Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  I  put 
that  Question  and  it  has  never  been 
answered. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
will  answer  it  in  a  moment.  What  they 
have  both  sought  to  show  is  that  the 
measure  of  compensation  which  they 
propose  is  the  measure  of  compensation 
which  we  intended  to  give. 

The  SOLICITOR-GENERAL  (Sir 
Samuel  Evans,  Glamorganshire,  Mid.) : 
Nobody  ever  said  the  compensation  was 
the  same. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The 

Home  Secretary  has  just  said  that  it 
was  not  dissimilar.  To  ,please  the 
Solicitor-General  I  will  not  say  they  are 
the  same,  but  that  they  are  not  dissimilar 
as  the  Home  Secretary  said.  The  Home 
Secretary  wished  to  cross-examine  me 
as  to  the  intentions  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment when  they  passed  the  Licensing 
Act  of  1 904.  I  should  have  thought  those 
intentions  were  perfectly  clear,  but  I 
will  tell  him  that  we  intended  to  give 
to  the  man  from  whom  you  took  the 
property  the  value  of  the  propertj' 
which  we  took  from  him,  that  is  to  say 
the  market  value  of  the  property  which 
we  took  from  him.  In  order  to  do 
that  we  provided  by  Section  1  of  the  Act 
that  the  value  of  the  licensed  premises 
should  be  taken — that  the  sum  to  be 
paid  should  be  a  sum  equal  to  the  differ- 
ence between  the  value  of  the  licensed 
premises  calculated  as  if  the  licence 
were  subject  to  the  same  conditions  of 
renewal  as  prevailed  immediately  before 
the  passing  of  that  Act,  and  the  value 
which  those  premises  would  bear  if  they 
were  not  licensed  premises.  Then  we 
went  on  to  say  in  the  next  clause  how 
that  calculation  was  to  be  made,  and  it 
was  provided  that  in  case  of  any  dispute 
between  the  parties  and  the  licensing 
authority  the  amount  to  be  paid  should 
be  determined  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Revenue  in  like  manner  as  the 
valuation  of  an  estate  for  the  purpose  of 
estate  duty. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  alternative 
has  never  been  operative. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :     I 

do  not  understand 


♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  apologise  for 
interrupting,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
alternative  of  the  appeal  was  not  taken 
before  the  Kennedy  judgment. 

Mr.      AUSTEN      CHAMBERLAIN : 

I  do  not  understand  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means,  but 
I  think  he  will  see  that  his  inter- 
ruption is  immaterial  to  my  point. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asked  what  our 
intentions  were.  I  say  that  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  then  were  that 
the  property  should  be  valued  in  the 
same  way  as  it  would  be  valued  for 
estate  duty — that  is,  on  its  market 
value.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asks :  Do  we  approve  or  reject  the  Kennedy 
judgment  ?  Of  course  we  accept  the 
Kennedy  judgment.  The  real  effect  of 
the  Kennedy  judgment  is  that  you  anre 
to  claim  the  market  value  of  the  house, 
and  in  ascertaining  the  market  value 
you  must  take  into  account  that  among 
the  possible  purchasers  are  the  brewers. 
You  do  not  get  the  market  value  of  a 
property  if  you  exclude  from  the  market 
all  those  most  likely  to  pay  the  highest 
price.  If  you  are  selling  a  "  Sir  Joshua  " 
at  Christie's,  and  if  you  say  men  with  an 
income  of  more  than  £5,000  a  year  must 
be  excluded  from  the  room,  will  you  get 
the  value  of  the  "  Sir  Joshua  "  ?  If  the 
brewers  are  willing  to  pay  a  higher  price 
than  the  house  is  worth,  then  the  price 
which  they  are  willing  to  pay  becomes 
the  market  value.  Then  the  Under- 
Secretary  asks  me  :  Why,  knowing  this, 
did  we  levy  compensation  from  the 
trade  ?  My  answer  to  that  is  twofold. 
In  the  first  place  we  conferred  a  certain 
additional  security  on  the  holders  of 
licences,  and  in  respect  of  that  additional 
security  we  might  be  entitled  to  levy 
some  charge.  My  second  reason  i» 
that  we  were  proceeding  by  a  gradual 
and  moderate  reduction  of  licences, 
especially  directed  to  those  places  which 
were  overcrowded.  It  is  true  to  say 
in  such  cases  that  the  licensed  trade 
must  recoup  any  other  house,  because 
all  that  was  legitimate  in  the  trade  that 
was  done  in  those  taken  away  comes 
to  those  that  remain ;  and  under  those 
circumstances  it  is  a  fair  thing  to  impose 
on  the  trade  this  burden.  In  each  case 
the  fund  is  a  local  fund,  and  the  charge 
is,  therefore,  placed  directly  upon  those 
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who  are  interested  in  the  neighbouring 
houses,  and  in  the  profit,  if  any,  that 
is  drawn  from  the  house  suppressed. 
Now  I  say  that  our  object  was  to  give  the 
market  value,  and  that  has  been  the 
result  of  the  Kennedy  judgment.  What 
is  going  to  be  the  result  of  this  Bill  ? 
I  have  two  or  three  cases  here — my  hon. 
and  learned  friend  who  moved  the 
Amendment  quoted  some,  let  me  give 
one  or  two  more.  They  are  cases  decided 
under  our  Act,  with  the  estimated  figure 
of  the  compensation  they  would  receive 
on  the  basis  adopted  by  this  Bill.  In 
the  first  case  the  compensation  given 
was  £2,020.  If  you  take  the  scale  adopted 
by  the  present  Government,  there  would 
be  no  compensation  at  all. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER   (York- 
shire, W.R.,  Spen  Valley)  :  Why  ? 

TMr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBE.-RLAIN: 
Because  in  this  case  the  assessment 
of  the  house  would  be  as  great  without 
the  licence  as  with  it.  [Ministerial 
laughter.]  Yes  ;  but  what  do  you  com- 
pensate for  ?  Supposing  a  lintn  draper 
is  carrying  on  a  business  in  a  house,  and 
you  want  to  take  the  house  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  public  improvement,  the  house 
is  worth  just  as  much  without  the  linen 
draper  as  with  him.  He  is  compensated 
for  loss  of  profits  and  for  the  goodwilL 
When  I  see  how  little  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  interrupted  me  has  con- 
sidered the  problem  with  which  he  is 
dealing,  I  do  not  wonder  at  all  that  he 
supports  the  Government ;  but  I  hope,  as 
he  is  a  constant  attendant  here,  although 
he  might  not  come  and  stand  with  me 
in  this,  he  will  at  least  say  that  the 
claim  which  we  are  urging  is  a  claim  for 
honest  compensation  and  fair  treatment. 
Now  I  take  the  case  of  the  "  Burton 
Arms,"  Holborn,  W.C.  The  compensation 
awarded  to  the  owners  in  that  case  was 
£4,652 ;  imder  this  Bill  in  the  first  year 
they  would  have  got  £577  lOs.  Those 
are  only  two  cases.  That  is  the  pro- 
perty of  which  you  are  depriving  men 
without  compensation — £2,000  in  the 
first  cAse  and  £4,000  in  the  second — and 
that  you  take  away  in  the  name  of 
morality  from  particular  individuals  with- 
out any  regard  to  the  loss  and  suffering 
that  you  are  going  to  create  by  so  doing. 
The   right    hon.    Gentleman   deprecated 


hard  words,  but  it  is  difficult  to  describe 
a  transaction  of  that  kind  by  a  name 
which  is  not  a  little  hard — ^this  convey- 
ance of  property  from  its  owner  to  some- 
body else,  this  "resuming,"  to  use  the 
Prime  Minister's  own  word,  by  the  State 
of  a  property  which  it  never  possessed. 
["  Oh! "  ]  Did  the  State  ever  possess  ther 
goodwill  of  a  man's  business  ?  It  is  no- 
answer  to  say  that  the  licence  is  a  privi- 
lege. It  was  a  restriction,  and  it  only 
became  a  privilege  because  of  the  com- 
parative meagreness  with  which  the  State 
has  allowed  the  licences  to  be  given. 
That  is  the  way  the  Government  are 
treating  property.  Can  they  be  sur- 
prised that  there  is  a  very  considerable 
outcry  when  a  responsible  Government 
frame  a  Bill  on  these  lines  ?  The  Prime 
Minister,  the  other  day,  spoke  scomfuUy 
of  financiers  and  magnates.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  come  down  to  this  House 
and  sneer  at  them  when  they  will  not 
swallow  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  but  that  is  not 
the  language  he  used  when  he  dined 
with  the  bankers  at  the  Mansion  House 
in  July  last.  I  am  sorry  the  Prime 
Minister  is  not  present.    He  then  said — 

"  I  speak  for  the  moment  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  and  I  say  that,  believing  &a  ! 
do,  and  as  I  believe  my  colleagues  without 
exception  do,  that  in  the  maintenance  of 
private  property,  and  in  the  continued  reliance 
upon  individual  initiative  is  the  mainspring 
of  financial  and  commercial  success ;  and 
regarding,  as  I  also  do,  as  necessary  corollaries 
from  these  assumptions  the  maintenance  of 
the  sanctity  of  contract  and  the  impossibility 
of  expropriation,  even  for  the  best  public  pur- 
poses, without  adequate  compensation  and 
adequate  security,  for  every  form  either  of 
public  or  private  investment,  I  do  not  think 
anyone  is  justified  in  entertaining  any  real 
apprehension  that  those  conditions  of  stability 
(on  which  has  rested  for  so  long  the  great  fabrio 
of  credit  in  this  city — the  clearing-house  of 
the  whole  world — the  centre,  still,  of  the  trade 
of  the  world  as  long  as  it  has  been,  and  as  I  trust 
it  will  remain)  are  in  any  danger  of  being 
imperilled  or  undermined.  I  assert  to  you 
with  the  utmost  confidence  that  not  only  will  i 
not  be,  but  so  far  as  I  know,  not  any  one  of 
my  colleagues  will  be,  parties  to  any  form  either 
of  administration  or  of  legislation  which  would 
threaten  those  e^jsential  foundations  of  our 
financial  and  commercial  stability." 

[Ministerial  cheers.]  Yes,  but  you 
take  away  from  one  man  without  a  pennj 
of  compensation  £4,000,  and  from  another 
£2,000,  and  so  on  throughout  the  countr7, 
and  yet  you  say  you  are  giving  adequate 
security  for  every  form  of  public  and 
private    investment.     I    do    not    know 
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whether  the  Prime  Minister  had  in  his 
mind  the  framework  of  this  Bill  when 
he  spoke  at  that  time.  I  would  fain 
liope  he  had  not,  but  I  venture  to  say  I 
fail  to  reconcile  the  statement  he  made 
to  the  bankers  and  merchants  when  he 
dined  with  them,  with  the  action  he  has 
now  taken.  Qreat  attempts  have  been 
made  hy  the  other  side,  and  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  to  cast  discredit  on  the  claim 
to  compensation  on  the  ground  that  the 
prices  at  which  many  of  these  properties 
were  bought  were  inflated  and  exor- 
bitant. Nobody  denies  that.  I  think 
the  managers  of  brewery  companies  are 
sometimes  a  little  hardly  dealt  with  in 
this  matter.  They  made  a  bad  specula- 
tion, and  they  and  their  shareholders 
have  to  bear  the  loss.  But  they  are  not 
altogether  to  blame.  It  was  not  they 
in*  many  cases  who  voluntarily  sought 
the  system  of  turning  free  houses  into 
tiedfhouses.  The  movement  was  very 
much  due  to  insurance  companies.  But 
what  has  that  to  do  with  the  case,  except 
toJTraise  prejudice  ?  You  say  that  the 
public-house  is  bought  at  an  exorbitant 
price ;  but  if  that  was  not  its  market  value 
they  would  not  pay  the  price.  All  we 
ask  ^  is  that  you  should  pay  the  fair 
market  price,  as  between  a  willing  seller 
and  the  best  purchaser  that  he  can  find 
at  the  moment  that  the  transaction 
takes  place.  But  that  is  not  what  you 
are  giving  him.  You  are  not  giving  him 
one-tenth  of  that  price.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber near  me  calls  my  attention  once 
again  to  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  I  must  refer  to  that 
once  more.  Whatever  may  have  been 
in  the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister  when 
he  made  that  statement  in  the  City,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  must  have 
known  of  this  Bill  when  he  sold  the 
**  Coach  and  Horses"  at  Portsmouth. 
He  knew  what  the  position  was,  but  the 
purchaser  had  no  access  to  those  facts.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  a  private  transaction 
bad  been  carried  out  under  such  cir- 
cumstances as  those,  no  Court  would 
have  upheld  the  sale.  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  least  the  Secretary  of  State 
ought  to  do  on  behalf  of  the  good  credit 
of  the  nation  is  to  ^ve  an  opportunity 
to  the  purchaser  to  rescind  his  contract. 

Mr.LEIFJONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  Does  he  want  to  rescind  ? 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain, 


Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
have  had  no  communication  with  the 
purchaser,  and  I  have  no  right  to  say. 
But  I  have  a  right  to  say  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  and  as  a  citizen  of  this 
country,  that  conduct  of  this  kind,  which 
would  not  be  permitted  as  between  man 
and  man,  appears  to  me  to  be  unworthy 
and  unbecoming  of  the  Gk>vemment  of 
this  country.  The  Under-Secretary,  in 
considering  what  compensation  ou^t  to 
be  paid,  proposed  that  we  should  deduct 
from  any  claims  that  were  made  the  full 
amount  of  the  reserve  funds  which  com- 
panies had  accumulated.  He  said  that 
certain  companies  had  £10,000,000  in- 
vested in  public-houses,  but  that  they 
had  formed  a  reserve  fund  of  £2,000,000 
which  was  also  invested  in  public-houses, 
and  in  taking  away  their  licences,  he 
would  only  consider  the  £10,000,000  and 
not  the  £2,000,000.  I  never  heard  a 
more  amazing  statement  from  any  re- 
sponsible person.  What  are  reserves! 
They  are  undivided  profits  which  prudent 
people  set  aside  to  equalise  good  and  bad 
years,  or  to  meet  any  of  the  accidents  or 
falling  ofi  in  trade  to  which  in  the  ordinary 
course  they  might  be  liable.  To  say, 
because  they  have  been  prudent  men, 
and  done  what  business  men  ought  to  do 
in  forming  a  good  reserve  fund,  ^  that, 
therefore,  you  are  entitled  to  treat  the 
reserve  fund  as  if  it  were  a  gift  from  the 
State,  as  against  what  you  take  from 
them,  appears  to  me  to  be  a  most  pre- 
posterous doctrine  to  lay  down. 


♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  I  cin- 
not  have  made  myself  quite  plain, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mis- 
understood me.  I  did  not  say  that 
the  licences  which  represented  the 
reserve  fund  were  not  to  be  com- 
pensated for  exactly  the  same  as 
other  licences.  Of  course,  those  licences 
stand  on  the  same  footing.  What  I  said 
was  that  if  the  brewery  companies  are 
called  upon  to  put  by  a  considerable  sum 
of  money  to  represent  the  monop(dy 
values  which  they  would  lose  to  the  State 
at  the  end  of  the  time-limit,  we  must 
take  into  account  the  fact  that  they  have 
already,  like  prudent  and  sensible  busi- 
ness men,  put  by  a  considerable  part  of 
that  sum  needed,  and  therefore,  the 
burden  which  will  lie  upon  them  will  not 
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be  so  great  as  it  is  sometimes  represented 
to  be.  ' 

I 
Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It  I 
seems  to  me  that  is  very  much  like 
saying  that  provided  your  victim  has 
put  by  a  reserve  fund  you  are  entitled 
to  rob  him  to  the  extent  of  that  reserve 
fund.  I  find  it  difficult  to  describe,  I 
will  not  say  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  the  effect  of  the  Bill  as  any- 
thing but  simple  robbery  of  the  property 
of  individuals.  When  I  heard  the  speech 
of  the  Solicitor-Greneral  yesterday,  and 
noticed  the  animus  he  displayed, 
the  obvious  political  hostility  which  he 
cherished  against  the  trade  for  which 
he  is  legislating,  I  began  to  see  how  he 
reconciled  himself  to  apply  to  this 
trade  terms  which  he  would  resent  in 
regard  to  any  others  carrying  on  lawful 
occupations  in  this  country.  I  want 
to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  question 
of  how  far  this  Bill  is  a  temperance 
measure.  It  is  common  ground  that  a 
reduction  of  redundant  houses  by  those 
who  know  the  local  circimistances  tends 
to  stop  illicit  practices,  including  drunken- 
ness. But  that  is  totally  different  from 
the  scheme  of  this  Bill.  The  Prime 
Minister  claims  that  for  a  scheme  which 
was  sporadic  and  unequal  he  has  sub- 
stituted one  which  is  compulsory  and 
uniform.  But  it  is  the  very  essence  of 
justice  and  efficiency  in  this  matter  that 
the  incidence  of  the  scheme  ghould  be 
unequal,  because  the  circumstances  of  the 
different  localities  are  unequal.  To  take  an 
arbitrary  line  and  say  that  so  many  public- 
houses  must  go  without  regard  to  the 
character  of  the  people  or  the  character 
of  the  licensed  premises  is  surely  the 
most  absurd  proposal  ever  submitted 
to  reasonable  men.  Take  small  villages. 
Very  often  you  will  find  a  village  with  two 
or  three  small  public-houses.  No  doubt 
one  big  house  might  do  the  whole  trade 
of  the  village.  But  let  hon.  Members 
remember  that  these  village  public- 
houses  are  the  clubs  of  the  people. 
Each  house  has  its  own  particular 
clientele,  and  they  do  not  want  other  clubs 
to  mix  with  them.  Sometimes  there  are 
political  differences  and  sometimes  small 
social  differences.  One  .  man  prefers 
one  club  and  another  man  prefers 
another,  and  thev  would  feel  out  of  place 
find  uncomfortable  if  they  were  all  put 


into  the  same  public-house.  What 
would  be  said  if  members  of  the  Athen- 
aeum suddenly  mixed  with  members  of  the 
Camberwell  Radical  Club,  presided  over 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, or  vice  versa,  if  the  members 
of  the  Camberwell  Radical  Club  went 
among  the  Bishops  in  the  AthensBum  ? 
An  old  school  friend  of  mine,  though  not 
a  political  ally,  for  he  belongs  to  the 
Party  opposite,  sent  me  a  paper  the  other 
day  showing  the  effect  of  this  Bill  on 
several  of  the  largest  villages  in  Cam- 
bridgeshire. My  hon.  and  learned  friend 
has  abeady  pointed  out  that  Cambridge- 
shire has  very  few  convictions  for 
drunkenness  per  10,000  of  her  population. 
In  the  twelve  largest  villages  of  Cambridge- 
shire, I  am  informed  that,  if  this  Bill  is 
carried  out,  132  public-houses  out  of 
187  will  have  to  be  closed,  or  something 
over  70  per  cent.  Thatisnotgoinfftoput 
down  drunkenness,  because  there  is  little 
or  no  drunkenness  in  those  villages  now . 
I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  not  the  way  to 
promote  temperance.  And  there  I  join 
direct  issue  with  the  great  mass  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  is  never  wise 
to  legislate  in  advance  of  public  opinion, 
and  certainly  you  will  fail  to  effect  your 
object,  for  never  is  that  more  true  than 
when  you  do  so  on  matters  which  concern 
the  life  and  conduct  of  individual  citizens. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tradeston  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow,  in  dealing  with  a  part  of 
this  Bill  which  has  received  much  too  little 
attention,  the  local  option  proposal, 
quoted  the  example  of  America.  What 
is  the  case  in  America  ?  No  doubt  in 
many  cases  they  have  complete  pro- 
hibition. I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  has  travelled  in  States 
where  there  is  prohibition  in  force.  I 
have  been  in  three  of  them.  In  one  of 
the  States  the  barman  was  selling  a  great 
deal  of  liquor  in  the  cellar.  I  expressed 
my  surprise  to  him  that  he  had  selected 
so  uncomfortable  a  position,  and  he  told 
me  that  if  he  sold  liquor  upstairs  the 
police  would  drop  on  him  at  once ;  so 
the  trade  was  carried  on  in  the  cellar 
of  the  hotel. 

Mr.  LEIF  JONES  :    Where  was  this  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  At 
Newport,  in  the  White  Mountains.  In 
the  next  State  I  had  to  sign  a  telegrain. 
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form  ordering  the  drink  in  New  York. 
It  was  supplied  at  once,  and  the  telegram 
was  sent  on  by  train.  In  the  third 
State  I  went  down  to  the  station  to  meet 
a  resident.  It  was  a  small  township 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Boston.  He 
wanted  some  refreshment  after  his 
journey.  I  said  :  "  You  cannot  have 
it ;  you  have  prohibition  here."  He 
said  :  "  I  guess  we  will  get  it."  We 
walked  into  the  hotel  premises ;  the 
barman  took  a  look  at  us,  and  walked 
straight  into  the  bar  and  served  us.  I 
asked  my  friend  what  was  the  explana- 
tion of  this.  Here  time  after  time  they 
voted  for  prohibition,  yet  in  a  small 
town  like  that,  where  the  inhabitants 
must  know  the  things  that  were  going 
on  in  the  hotel  which  we  had  just  left, 
we  could  be  served  with  liquor.  "  Well," 
he  said,  "  like  the  Irishmen,  we  are  in 
favour  of  the  law,  but  we  are  all  agin 
its  enforcement."  I  do  not  think  that 
the  administration  in  America  is  a  very 
good  example,  because  there  is  not  the 
same  attempt  to  enforce  the  law  as  there 
is  here  when  we  pass  it.  But  I  say  that 
just  as  in  America  they  find  it  impossible 
to  enforce  the  law  where  circumstances 
are  imfavourable,  so  should  we  find  it 
impossible  here.  As  the  hon.  Member 
for  Walton  said  the  other  day,  you  are 
not  only  dealing  with  drunkenness,  but 
the  claim  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
goes  much  further,  and  they  shut  up  the 
houses  in  which  drunkenness  or  mis- 
conduct is  not  alleged.  Are  you  going 
to  phut  up  clubs  in  which  drunken- 
ness or  misconduct  is  not  alleged  ?  I 
venture  to  think  that  in  this  matter  the 
House  is  on  the  wrong  lines,  and  I  think 
that  the  wrong  lines  are  carried  further 
in  the  Bill  which  is  under  discussion. 
You  treat  the  trade  as  if  it  were  an  out- 
cast trade.  You  habitually  speak  scorn- 
fully and  uncharitably  of  the  men  who 
are  engaged  in  carrying  it  on.  You 
want  to  apply  restriction  in  regard  to 
those  who  may  or  may  not  serve  within 
the  houses.  If  that  means  anything,  it 
means  that  the  trade  is  not  a  fit  one  for 
honest  men.  Yoa  would  prevent  men 
from  taking  their  wives  and  families 
with  them  when  they  go  to  the  public- 
house.  Are  you  really  serving  the  cause 
of  temperance  when  you  do  that  ?  The 
Home  Secretary  spoke  of  clubs  in  his 
division,    and    boasted    that    the    men 
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brought  their  wives  and  families  with 
them.  That  is  new  to  me.  I  did  not 
know  that  there  were  any  clubs  of  that 
kind.     ["  Oh,  plenty  of  them."] 


.  Mr.  GLADSTONE : 

practice. 


It  is  a  common 


Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  a 
common  practice.  I  think  it  is  an 
excellent  practice,  for  a  man  is  much 
less  likely  to  get  drunk  if  he  has  his 
wife  and  family  with  him,  and  in  my 
opinion  the  greatest  step  that  you  could 
take  in  favour  of  moderate  drinking, 
and  in  favour  of  temperance  as  dis- 
tinguished from  total  abstinence,  would 
be  to  make  the  public-house,  not  what 
you  now  seek  to  make  it,  but  a  club  in 
the  truest  sense  of  the  term,  a  social 
hall,  where  a  man  could  sit  with  his  wife 
and  family  and  talk  politics  or  businse* 
with  his  cronies,  and  play  draughts,  domi- 
noes, or  other  games,  all  of  which  he 
may  play  now  in  a  club,  but  which  the 
licensing  justices  do  their  best  to  restrict 
in  the  case  of  public-houses.  What  you 
have  got  to  do  is  to  get  rid  of  the  drinking 
bar,  and  turn  it  into  a  beer  hall,  such 
as  they  have  in  Germany.  The  House 
will  pardon  me  if  I  call  attention  to  the 
brass-workers'  deputation  which  went  to 
Germany  to  investigate  the  case  of  the 
brass-workers  there.  It  is  well  worthy 
of  attention  and  consideration  by  every- 
body who  cares  about  the  cause  of 
temperance.  The  deputation  consisted 
of  one  of  the  manufacturers,  Mr.  Best, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Davis,  Secretary  of  the  Brass 
Workers'  Union,  and  of  another  gentle- 
man, Mr.  C.  Perks,  who  is  connected 
with  the  Birmingham  Hospital  Saturday 
Fund.     They  said— 

'*  In  disposition  the  workman  is  social  and 
fond  of  company  ;  he  takes  his  wife  out  with 
him  to  the  beer-house  as  an  unwritten  law^ 
he  would  be  regarded  as  unusual  if  he  did  not 
do  so ;  remark  would  be  made  if  he  left  her 
at  home.  Total  abstainers  rarely  exist  but 
the  men  are  temperate  in  the  midst  of  oppor* 
tunity.  They  refrain  because  it  unfits  them 
for  work.  They  do  not  assume  virtue  with 
regard  to  temperance  but  regard  temperance 
or  moderation  as  the  best  from  a  general  point 
of  view." 

"  Temperate  in  the  midst  of  opportunity." 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  those 
words.  Is  not  that  a  better  ideal  to 
strive  for  than  to  bolster  up  a  man'ft 


1461 


Licensing 


{30  April  1908} 


Bill 


1462 


good  conduct  by  putting  all  temptation 
beyond  his  reach  ?  I  turn  a  page  or  two 
further — 

"  The  number  of  persons  convicted  of  drunken- 
ness in  Birmingham  was  about  thirty  times 
greater  than  in  Berlin  in  proportion  to  the 
respective  numbers  of  its  inhabitants.  These 
statistics  aro  what  we  should  expect  to  find 
after  our  observations  in  the  beer  halls  and  the 
streets  on  bank  holiday,  and  point  to  the  con- 
clusion that  a  greater  number  of  licences 
with  a  fewer  number  of  total  abstainers  does 
not  tend  to  drunkenness." 

"  We  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  different 
tidjustment  of  the  liberty  in  the  two  countries 
as  this  is  an  important  question.  We  should 
be  very  sorry  to  treat  with  disrespect  the  many 
agencies  for  the  promotion  of  temperance  and 
the  great  number  of  high-minded  workers 
in  the  cause." 

"  We  have  to  consider  that  eight  people  out 
of  nine  above  fifteen  years  of  age  are  non- 
abstainers.  In  Berlin  this  section  of  the 
community  is  provided  for — in  Birmingham 
it  is  not.  There  a  man  is  trusted  to  show  up 
against  excess  ;  here  he  is  not.  We  say  drunken- 
ness is  the  cause  of  ignorance ;  in  Berlin  they 
reverse  it  and  say :  *  ignorance  or  want  of 
proper  training  in  youth  is  the  cause  of  drunken- 
ness.* Here  we  allow  our  yoimg  people  to 
grow  up  untrained  and  unskilled  and  offer  them 
the  pledge  later  on  when  they  are  down  in  the 
gutter  ;  there  compulsory  training  helps  to  keep 
them  out  of  the  gutter  and  the  pledge  is  not 
relied  on." 

On  the  lines  indicated  by  these  men  after 
studying  what  was  passing  in  Berlin  you 
find  matter  for  much  thought,  matter 
which,  rightly  understood  and  studied, 
may  guide  us  to  a  wise  conclusion  in 
dealing  with  this  question  at  home. 
One  further  quotation  I  would  like  to 
make.  It  refers  to  the  character  of  the 
crowds  they  saw  on  Easter  Monday — 

"  There  was  a  distinct  characteristic  in  these 
crowds  which  is  absent  in  an  English  beer- 
house company  of  people,  which  we  ascribe 
first  to  the  light  wholesome  beer." 

— I  am  not  at  all  sure  there  is  not  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  for  the  suggestion  which  I 
h.ave  seen  thrown  out  that  just  as  we 
now  use  the  taxes  imposed  on  alcohol  in 
order  to  limit  their  consumption  you 
might  favour  the  least  injurious  and 
most  beneficial  among  them  in  the  scale 
of  that  taxation.  I  do  not  commit 
myself  to  that.  It  is  a  big  fiscal  question 
as  well  as  a  big  temperance  question, 
"but  it  is  worth  consideration. 

*'  Secondly,  to  the  presence  of  wives  and 
iamilies  ;  and,  thirdly,  to  the  training  and  disci- 
pline to  which  every  German  child  and  youth 
is  subjected." 


Will  you  lessen  temperance,  will  you 
improve  the  character  of  the  public- 
house  by  introducing  the  uncertainty 
which  this  Bill  introduces  into  the  trade 
by  making  every  man  who  invests  money 
or  industry  in  the  trade  uncertain  as  to 
what  to-morrow  will  produce  ?  Will  you 
make  a  house  more  respectable  by  ban- 
ning the  presence  of  all  women  from  it  ? 
Will  you  make  a  man  more  decent  by 
teaching  him  that  when  he  goes  to  a 
public-house  his  wife  and  child  must  not 
see  what  he  is  doing  ?  I  hold  for  these 
reasons  that  whilst,  as  I  have  said,  the 
reduction  of  redundant  licences  carefully 
chosen  because  they  are  redundant  has  a 
distinct  temperance  effect,  this  Bill,  in 
so  far  as  it  goes  beyond  that,  will  have  no 
temperance  effect  at  all,  but  will  lead  to 
the  transfer  of  drinking  from  open 
houses,  publicly  recognised,  constantly 
inspected,  carefully  watched  over  and 
prosecuted  for  the  slightest  infringement 
of  the  law,  to  clubs  over  which,  whatever 
the  Amendments  you  introduce,  you 
cannot  exercise  one  fraction  of  that 
control.  And  in  order  to  secure  this 
change  you  are  going  to  disturb  a  great 
trade,  you  are  going  to  unsettle  that 
great  fabric  of  credit  of  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  spoke  in  the 
City.  You  are  going  to  threaten  the 
central  foundations  of  our  financial  and 
commercial  stability,  to  use  his  words,  to 
set  an  example  which  is  eagerly  grasped 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gang- 
way and  which,  if  you  are  successful  in 
carrying  your  measure,  they  will  apply 
before  long  to  deprive  you  of  your 
property  as  you  are  using  it  to  deprive 
others  of  theirs. 

*SiR  THOMAS  WHITTAKER:  Ifindit 
a  little  difficult  to  gather  from  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  really 
is  his  view  as  to  the  prevalence  of  public- 
houses.  I  thought  at  one  time  by  hia 
quotations  from  the  German  Report 
that  he  regarded  it  as  an  ideal  to  be 
temperate  in  the  midst  of  temptation. 
He  seemed  rather  to  imply  that  he 
regarded  a  multitude  of  temptation  as 
desirable. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  My 
words  were  "  in  the  midst  of  oppor- 
tunity." 
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♦Sir"  THOMAS  WHITTAKER  :  Very 
similar.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  regard  a  multitude  of  opportunity 
as  a  desirable  thing.  But  I  find  that 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  foimd  it  necessary  to  discriminate 
a  good  deal  in  their  denunciation  of  the 
reduction  of  facilities  as  a  remedy,  and 
now  they  begin  to  tell  us  that  they  agree 
with  a  reduction  in  redundant  houses. 
That  is  what  is  going  to  be  done. 
The  Bill  fixes  a  maximum  and  not  a  very 
low  one.  There  are  populous  industrial 
districts  about  the  country  far  below  the 
maximum  of  this  Bill.  This  is  not  a 
low  maximum,  and  where  will  the  reduc- 
tion be  made  ?  It  will  be  made  where 
there  is  a  redundance.  The  majority 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Licensing  Laws  said — 

>  "  We  regard  a  large  suppression  of  licences  as 
essential.** 

And  they  recommended  a  reduction 
in  Scotland.  Li  England  there  are  50 
per^cent.  more  licences  in  proportion 
to  population  than  in  Scotland.  Scotland 
is  in  the  position  that  England  will  be  in 
in  fourteen  years  if  this  Bill  is  carried 
out.  If  reduction  is  not  a  temperance 
reform,  how  is  it  that  the  Act  of  1904 
was  claimed  as  a  temperance  measure  ? 
Why  are  they  taxing  the  trade  ?  Why 
are  they  throwing  people  out  of  employ- 
ment if  it  was  not  a  temperance  measure  ? 
One  authority  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  respect,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, in  his  evidence  before  the  House 
of  Lords  Committee  on  Intemperance, 
said — 

\  "  The  enormous  number  of  public-houses, 
which  is  clearly  out  of  all  proportion  to  anything 
like  the  legitimate  wants  of  the  people,  must 
tend  to  increase  temptation." 

I  quite  agree  that  statistics  are  no 
evidence.  They  do  not  test  the  amoimt 
of  drunkenness  or  the  amount  of  drinking. 
There  are  other  considerations.  What 
is  the  use  of  comparing  the  London 
gin  palace  with  half  a  dozen  entrances 
with  a  little  coimtry  inn  on  the  road- 
side? The  action  of  the  police  makes  all 
the  difference.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
before  the  same  Committee,  made  use  of 
this  expression — 

*'  Just  one  turn  of  the  screw  will  bring  in 
ten  times  the  number.** 


How  can  you  have  the  same  arrests 
for  drunkenness  in  a  scattered  country 
district  where  the  policeman  has  many 
miles  to  look  after  as  in  the  towns  where 
he  has  only  a  few  streets*?  The  policeman 
is  not  on  the  spot,  and  where  there  are 
a  number  of  public-houses  a  drunken 
man  could  reel  from  the  public- 
house  to  his  home  three  doors  away 
without  being  seen.  That  does  not 
happen  in  London.  You  want  to 
compare  similar  districts.  Then  a  great 
deal  depends  on  the  opinion  and  policy 
of  the  bench.  A  bench  that  allows 
an  exorbitant  number  of  public-houses, 
a  negligent  bench  that  has  neglected 
its  duty  in  that  respect,  is  just  the  bench 
that  discourages  the  police  from  arrest 
for  drunkenness.  The  one  follows  the 
other.  Where  you  have  an  active  vigi- 
lant bench  that  reduces  the  number,  that 
is  the  bench  which  encourages  the  police. 
I  quote  the  Majority  Report  again  for 
that — 

*'  There  may  be  most  dninkenness  where  there 
are  the  fewest  prosecutions  and  convictions.*' 

And  we  know  that  is  often  the  case. 
Good  wholesome  beer !  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  eighty  years  behind  his 
time.  If  you  go  back  to  the  beginning 
of  last  century,  that  was  the  teaching 
then.  The  agitation  for  facilities  for 
obtaining  good  wholesome  beer  led  to 
the  Beer  Act  of  1830.  And  in  three 
months  after  it  came  into  operation 
there  were  24,000  additional  beer-houses. 
What  did  Sidney  Smith  say  ?— 

"  The  new  Beer  Bill  has  begim  its  opera- 
tions. Everybody  is  dnuik ;  those  who  ar& 
not  singing  are  sprawling.  The  sovereign 
people  are  in  a  beastly  state.'*J     -    .     .v^^Hii^., 

A    Commission    was    appointed    four 
years  after  this,  and  gave  the  strongest 
I  Report  against  that  Act  which  has  ever 
!  been  given. 

!     Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  X  do 

not  in  the  least  object  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech  until  he  says  that  that  is  mj 
policy.  That  is  not  my  policy,  and  it 
does  not  bear  the  slightest  resemblance 
to  it.  I  have  not  advocated  any  increase 
of  licences.  I  have  advocated  a  con- 
;  tinned  reduction. 

J     ♦Sir    THOMAS  WHITTAKER :     It 
seems  to  me  that  there  they  got  the  goo^ 
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wholesome  beer  and  abundance  of  oppor- 
tunity which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared    to    favour    and    desire.       In 
Scotland,      Ireland,    and    Wales    they 
have  Sunday  closing.    The  same  things 
have    been   said   with  regard   to    that 
as  were  said  in  regard  to  this  proposal. 
The  same  predictions  were  made  and 
they  have  all  been  falsified,  and  Koyal 
Commissions  and  Committees  have  re- 
ported that  these  statements  and  pre- 
dictions were  not  correct  and  were  not 
borne  out.    Since  those  Acts  were  placed 
on  the  Statute-book    there    has  never 
been  found  a  Member  of  this  House  from 
Ireland^  Scotland,  or  Wales,  who  would 
move  for  their  repeal.    There  is  not  to 
be  found  an  elected  representative  of  a 
local  authority  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  or 
Wales,  who  would  send  a  memorial  to  the 
House  and  ask  for  the  repeal  of  those 
Acts.    The  people  on  the  spot  who  know 
approve.    Dudley  has  seven  times  the 
number  of  public-houses  that  West  Ham 
has.    Will  it  be  said  that  there  would  be 
no  more  drunkenness  in  West  Ham  if  you 
multiplied    their    public-houses    seven 
times  ?    A  reduction  is  being  made,  but 
it  is  not  being  made  where  it  is  most  re- 
quired.   It    is    not   easy    to    compare 
statistics    on     this    question   I   admit. 
Hon.    Members     will     remember     that 
when   the  Bill  of   1904  was  before    the 
House     we     had    a    Blue-book    giving 
the    number    of    on-licences    in     every 
licensing  district  in  England  and  Wales. 
By  a  comparison  of  these  figures  we  should 
be  able  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  the 
reduction  which  has  been  made.     One 
difficulty    is    that    these     Grovernment 
statistics  are  not  always  made  up  on  the 
same  lines,  and  I  understand  that  there 
is  some  variation  in  them.     One  set  of 
figures  represent  the  number  of  certifi- 
cates issued   by  the  justices,    and  the 
other  the  number  of  licences  issued  by 
the  Inland  Revenue  authorities.     It  is 
true  that  a  certificate  may  be  issued  by 
the  justices  and  the  applicant  may  not 
get  the  licence,  but  those  cases  are  very  few 
indeed  and  do  not  affect  the  actual  result. 
I  have  taken  out  statistics  relating  to  the 
twelve  counties  where  there  are  the  most 
public-houses  and  most  beer-houses  in 
proportion  to  the  population  from   1904 
to  1907,  and  I  find  that  the  Act  of  1904 
has  operated  only  to  the    extent  of  one 


third  of  one  per  cent,  per  annum.  In  the 
twelve  county  boroughs  that  most  needed 
the  reduction,  which  have  the  highest 
proportion  of  houses,  the  reduction  has 
been  only  at  the  rate  of  one  per  cent, 
per  annum.  Make  whatever  allowance 
you  like  for  the  difference  between  cer- 
tificates got  from  the  justices  and  the 
licences  got  from  the  Inland  Revenue, 
the  pace  is  very  slow.  It  means  that 
in  those  boroughs  it  would  take  eighty 
years  at  the  same  rate  to  bring  them 
down  to  one  per  800  of  the  population, 
and  seventy  years  to  bring  them  down 
to  the  position  in  which  London  now  is* 
And  nobody  will  suggest  that  it  is  difficult 
to  get  a  glass  of  beer  in  London.  Simi- 
larly in  those  counties  it  will  take  165 
years  to  get  the  licences  down  to  one  for 
400  of  the  population.  It  will  take  them 
165  years  to  get  those  twelve  counties 
down  to  the  position  as  to  the  number 
of  houses  in  proportion  to  population 
already  existing  in  Northumberland^ 
Essex,  Cornwall,  Durham,  Lancashire, 
Surrey,  Yorkshire,  and  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  excluding  county  boroughs. 
It  will  take  the  twelve  worst  counties 
in  England  165  years  to  get  down  to  the 
same  level.  [OpposmoN  cries  of  "  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  I  am  quoting  from  Government 
statistics  and  those  are  the  figures.  It  has 
been  said  that  this  Bill  will  promote  clubs. 
I  should  be  the  last  to  say  that  drinking 
clubs  are  not  an  evil,  and  I  think  the 
system  by  which  entertainments  at 
clubs  are  thrown  open  to  scores  of  people 
who  are  not  members  is  a  great  abuse 
of  the  privilege  given  to  clubs  to  dis- 
tribute liquor.  It  was  never  intended 
that  this  should  be  done.  In  the  London 
music-halls  the  policy  of  the  County 
Council  is  to  get  rid  of  the  drink  from 
the  entertainment.  Licensing  justices 
have  also  discouraged  music  and  dancing 
licences  in  connection  with  public-houses. 
In  the  club  you  have  the  entertain- 
ment, the  music,  and  the  drinking. 
It  is  not  desirable,  and  it  is  not 
fair  to  the  licensed  trade.  I,  person- 
ally, feel  that  the  hours  for  the 
supply  of  liquor  in  clubs  ought  to  be 
limited  to  those  permitted  for  public- 
houses.  The  club  could  be  open,  but 
the  bar  should  be  closed.  I  think 
that  we  might  make  an  appeal  to 
the    club    members    of    Pall   Mall  and 
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to  members  of  working  men's  clubs 
to  submit  to  a  little  personal  incon- 
venience in  the  interests  of  the  well- 
being  of  the  community  as  a  whole. 
It  is  not  for  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  denounce  clubs.  Who  is  it 
supplies  the  clubs  ?  The  brewers  en- 
<50urage  them,  and  in  some  cases  finance 
them.  Does  a  small  number  of  public- 
liouses  mean  an  increase  in  clubs  ? 
From  1887  to  1897  the  clubs  increased 
.at  the  rate  of  186  a  year,  and  from  1900 
to  1904  at  the  rate  of  340.  Since  then 
there  has  been  a  great  reduction  in  the 
number  of  public-houses,  and  that  has 
not  brought  about  an  increased  growth 
X)f  clubs.  Middlesbrough,  Bootle,  and 
West  Ham  have  only  one-fifth  as  many 
licensed  houses  as  Dudley,  Yarmouth 
and  Norwich,  and  yet  they  have  no  more 
clubs  in  proportion  to  the  population. 
Again,  in  the  ten  county  boroughs  which 
have  most  public-houses  in  proportion 
to  population  there  are  more  clubs  in 
proportion  to  population  than  in  the 
ten  county  boroughs  with  fewest  public- 
houses  in  proportion  to  population.  No, 
the  number  of  public-houses  is  not  the 
key  to  the  problem  of  clubs,  and  the 
view  which  I  strongly  hold  is  that  the 
-way  in  which  we  shall  have  to  meet 
much  of  the  public-house  difficulty  and 
much  of  the  club  difficulty  will  be  by 
providing  counter  attractions.  The 
public  will  have  to  provide  places  where 
the  people  may  assemble  and  enjoy 
their  social  intercourse  on  the  same 
lines  and  for  the  same  reasons  as  they 
supply  public  parks.  But  the  Act  of 
1904  was  brought  in  to  reduce  licences. 
Did  it  promote  clubs  ?  And  again,  there 
is  not  a  line  in  the  Act  of  1904  about 
<jlubs.  If  it  is  wrong  for  this  Govern- 
ment to  reduce  licences  and  not  deal  so 
efficiently  with  clubs  as  the  Opposition 
would  like,  what  about  their  own  Act  ? 
{"  Oh,  oh."]  There  certainly  is  not  a 
word  in  that  Act  about  clubs,  and  those 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  say  such 
a  great  deal  about  clubs  now  were  dimib 
-when  their  own  Bill  was  under  discussion. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  The  hon.  Member 
lias  .c[ot  the  advantage  of  our  experience. 
I"  Oh."] 

♦Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER :   Yes, 
;And  the  experience  is  that  clubs  were 
JSir  Thomas  Whiitaker. 


growing  more  rapidly  before  that  Act 
than  since.  An  hon.  Member  opposite 
says  the  Bill  does  not  apply  to  Ireland. 
Did  the  1904  Act  apply  to  Ireland,  and 
did  that  hon.  Member  complain  then  \ 
We  cannot  do  everything  at  once.  I 
am  a  Member  of  a  Party  which  has  been 
frequently  told  to  take  one  step  at  a 
time.  The  moment  we  do  so  the  very 
men  who  have  been  giving  us  that  advice 
attack  and  denounce  us  because  we 
do  not  insist  upon  everything  at  once. 
These  complaints  against  the  Bill  are 
made  by  two  classes  of  people — those 
who  are  looking  for  any  reasons  to  avoid 
voting  for  the  Bill,  and  those  who  desire 
to  kill  it.  It  is  always  "  not  thus,  not 
now."  As  to  the  question  of  the  time- 
limit,  there  is  no  legal  right  to  the  renewal 
of  an  ordinary  public-house  licence 
beyond  a  year.  It  is  an  expectation, 
and  nothing  more.  It  has  been  re- 
peatedly declared  to  be  so,  and  the 
brewers  themselves  in  their  manifesto 
at  the  beginning  of  this  year  say  that 
all  they  claim  is  an  expectation,  and  not 
a  right.  The  law  is  perfectly  clear,  and 
the  whole  object  of  an  annual  licence 
is  not  to  review  the  conduct  only,  but 
to  revise  the  whole  position.  It  has  been 
said  that  it  must  be  a  judicial  decision. 
What  can  be  more  judicial  than  a  decision 
that  the  licence  is  not  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  that  it  should  cease  1 
That  is  a  good  and  judicial  reason.  We 
have  had  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
a  great  many  quotations,  but  I  would 
just  like  to  quote  what  Lord  Halsbury 
said  in  1897  in  the  Boulter  case.  He 
said — 

"  You  draw  a  distinction  between  the  original 
granting  of  the  licence  and  the  renewal  of  the 
licence.  One  must  clear  one's  mind  and  see 
what  it  is.  It  is  a  new  licence  for  the  new  yea^ 
It  is  important  to  observe  the  accuracy  of 
language.  It  is  not  a  renewal  of  the  licence, 
it  is  another  licence  for  another  year." 

That  unquestionably  is  the  strict  law. 
What  did  that  celebrated  advocate,  Mr. 
Greorge  Candy,  say,  who  was  known  as 
the  Attorney- General  for  brewerydom, 
and  who  appeared  in  nearly  all  their 
leading  cases  ?  Mr.  Candy,  in  an  inter- 
view in  the  Globe,  immediately  after  the 
Sharps  v.  Wakefield  case,  said — 

"  The  occupation  of  the  most  respectable 
publican  has  now  been  made  one  of  the  most 
precarious  on  the  face  of  the  eaith  :  his  licence 
can  bo  taken  away  and  his  cajutal  he  confiscat«l 
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on  grounds  over  which  he  has  not  the  slightest 
control.  The  question  of  compensation  cannot 
arise.  Compensation  implies  a  solatium  for  a 
wrong  done ;  but  here  the  highest  tribunal  in 
the  land  ha«  decided  that  no  wrong  is  done 
when  a  publican's  licence  is  withheld** 

That  is  the  strict  law.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  public  authorities 
who  take  licensed  premises  have  to  pay 
compensation  and  that  private  individuals 
under  similar  circumstances  have  also 
to  pay  compensation.  Just  so  ;  but  the 
iaw  does  not  give  to  the  private  individual 
the  right  to  refuse  to  renew  a  licence,  and 
let  the  hon.  Member  produce  a  case  where 
compensation  has  had  to  be  paid  on  behalf 
of  the  public  when  the  licensing  authority 
have  refused  to  renew.  But  why,  if  this 
licence  is  the  property  of  the  publican, 
should  he  pay  the  compensation  himself  ? 
We  are  told  that  underthe  Actof  1904the 
compensation  levy  is  a  local  fund  aid 
the  local  publican  gets  the  benefit  of 
the  local  reduction;  but  that  will  not  do. 
It  is  a  county  fund,  the  money  being  col- 
lected all  over  the  county,  and  in  many  a 
village  and  many  a  town  there  is  payment 
made  and  no  reduction  of  the  licences — 
therefore,  no  local  benefit.  We  have  had 
a  dissertation  on  the  maintenance  of 
contract.  What  is  the  contract  for  a 
licence?  It  is  for  one  year  "and  no 
longer."  It  has  been  stated  that  licence 
renewal  is  customary.  Just  so.  So  is 
the  renewal  of  the  tenancy  of  an  ordinary 
dwelling-house.  Renewal  is  customary 
and  you  have  no  annual  reminder.  The 
tenant  of  an  ordinary  house  has  not  to  go 
to  the  landlord  and  apply  for  a  renewal 
every  year.  The  publican  is  reminded 
every  year  that  he  has  to  go  to  Brewster 
Sessions.  It  is  only  an  expectation. 
An  expectation  means  that  it  is  a  pro- 
babiUty  or  a  possibility,  but  it  involves 
uncertainty  and  is  nothing  more  than  an 
expectation.  The  expectation  in  this 
case  has  a  market  value,  but  no  expecta- 
tion having  a  market  value  can  as  a 
matter  of  right  deprive  someone  else  of 
his  rights,  who  in  this  case  is  the  grantor. 
We  all  admit  that  the  situation  is  a 
difficult  one.  We  claim  that  all  the 
les(al  right  is  absolutely  on  the  one 
side,  but  we  recognise  that  money 
has  been  invested,  and  we  say  that 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  well-being 
the  nation  must  have  full  control  over 
its  own  licences.  There  cannot  be 
full  control  over  them  so  long  as  someone 
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else  is  recognised  a«*  having  a  financial 
interest  in  them  beyond  the  time  for 
which  they  are  granted.  It  was  this 
financial  value  which  gave  all  the  trouble 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Act  of 
1904,  and  that  Act  was  brought  in  because 
of  the  trouble  as  to  the  value.  It  must 
be  but  a  temporary  arrangement.  We 
contend  that  it  is  imjust  to  the  rest  of  the 
commimity  to  give  this  valuable  privi- 
lege to  a  limited  nimiber  of  men  imless 
they  pay  the  full  value  for  it.  It  is 
suggested  that  we  should  give  fourteen 
years  notice  that  at  the  end  of  that  time 
we  will  charge  the  proper  value.  We  are 
asked  on  what  actuarial  basis  it  is  pro- 
posed to  fix  that  period.  It  is  not  an 
actuarial  question.  What  it  means  is 
this.  A  fourteen  years  run  is  equivalent 
to  ten  and  a  half  years  purchase.  Take 
the  two  cases  decided  by  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy.  He  gave  ten  years  in  one  and 
eleven  years  in  the  other,  and  ten  and  a 
half  is  the  average  of  the  two.  What  will 
happen,  it  is  asked,  at  the  end  of  that 
time  ?  We  will  start  afresh,  and  charge 
a  proper  fee  for  the  licence.  It  does 
not  mean  that  we  are  going  to  close  all 
the  houses.  It  is  not  going  to  ab  Jlsh 
drinking,  brewing  will  not  come  to  an 
end,  but  the  nation  will  resume  its  domin- 
ion over  licences,  and  the  real  issue 
raised  by  this  Bill  involves  a  struggle  for 
mastery  between  the  trade  and  the 
State.  What  does  the  financial  arrange- 
ment involve  to  the  owner  of  the  houses  ? 
It  involves  that  at  the  end  of  that  time 
they  must  write  off  the  monopoly  value. 
There  has  been  a  good  deal  said  about 
the  monopoly  value.  My  idea  is  that 
it  is  the  additional  value,  the  special 
value,  which  a  licence  gives  to  a  property 
beyond  what  it  would  have  if  used  for 
any  other  business.  In  the  case  of 
bakers,  drapers,  and  others  they  make 
a  profit,  and  if  a  man  does  a  good  business 
he  makes  a  good  profit.  But  if  anyone 
could  get  a  liquor  licence  for  his  shop, 
it  would  give  him  an  immediate  profit 
beyond  what  he  could  make  in  his 
ordinary  business,  and  it  is  that  additional 
value  that  the  State  ought  to  have. 
What  is  paid  for  should  be  the  reasonable, 
normal,  present  value.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  opposite,  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  agreed  that  we  could 
not  be  expected  to  pay  exorbitantly 
inflated    values.    The    amount    should 
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not  necessarily  be  what  a  licence  cost. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kingston  cited 
twenty-one  houses  which  cost  £550,000, 
but  they  may  not  be  worth  half  that  sum 
to-day.  It  is  not  the  value  twelve  years 
ago  that  we  have  to  deal  with.  A  great 
deal  of  that  is  already  gone.  The 
trade  has  speculated  and  gambled  to  an 
extraordinary  extent.  They  have  bid 
against  each  other  most  recklessly,  formed 
companies  and  issued  stock  to  the  com- 
munity]^ for  a  large  amount,  got  in  a 
large  amount  of  capital,  and  f«dlen  over 
one  another  to  give  excessive  prices  for 
public-houses.  They  knew  the  risk  when 
they  got  the  public  money  and  took  tens 
and  scores  of  millions  of  their  own  out  in 
cash.  It  is  a  gigantic  bubble,  and  it  has 
been  bursting  for  years.  All  the  gas  has 
been  oozing  out  of  it,  and  it  is  a  very 
small  one  now.  I  have  given  in  the 
Press  quotations  and  prices,  not  one  of 
which  has  been  challenged,  to  shbw  that 
the  fall  in  the  value  of  these  brewery 
stocks  took  place  at  a  time  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his 
Party  were  in  office.  The  fall  was  due 
to  reckless  inflation  in  prices  and  diminu- 
tion in  the  consimiption  of  liquor,  with 
which  this  Bill  has  nothing  to  do.  The 
fall  in  prices  since  this  Government 
came  into  power  has  been  extremely 
small,  and  there  has  been  practically  no 
special  fall  in  the  value  of  brewery  stocks 
as  compared  with  other  securities,  on  the 
Stock  Exchange  as  a  result  of  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill. 


Mr.    GEORGE    FABER  : 

it  will  not  pass. 


Because 


♦Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER:  People 
who  are  alarmed  about  investments  do 
not  take  risks  like  that.  The  country 
has  been  flooded  with  circulars  that 
the  trade  is  to  be  ruined,  and  that  the 
widow  and  the  orphan  will  have  to  go 
to  the  workhouse  together.  Is  there 
any  other  security  which  could  have 
maintained  its  price  under  such  a  de- 
liberate attempt  to  create  a  scare  ? 
The  good  men  who  have  been  bellowing 
out  these  heartrending  yells  might  as 
well  have  been  in  Central  Africa  for 
all  the  effect  they  produced  on  the 
Stock  Exchange.  The  people  who  hold 
the  shares  do  not  believe  them.  Only 
present  reasonable  values  can  be  con- 
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sidered.  The  hon.  and  learned  Memler 
for  Kingston  has  made  an  extremely 
moderate  and  able  statement ;  bat  it 
is  of  no  use  to  tell  the  House  vhat 
particular  properties  cost,  or  at  what 
they  stood  in  the  books  of  the  owners* 
The  question  is  what  they  are  worth 
now. 

Mr.  CAVE  (Surrey,  Kingston):  I 
happen  to  know  that  the  properties 
which  I  mentioned  as  costing  £550,000 
are  now  bringing  in  more  ti^an  9  pei 
cent. 

♦Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER:  In 
that  case  they  have  ample  means  to 
provide  a  sinking  fund.  According  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  of 
this  £550,000  as  much  as  £317,000  is  bo^ 
rowed  on  mortgage,  and  the  compensa* 
tion  under  this  BM  would  be  £116,000. 
In  other  words  the  holders  will  lose 
the  whole  of  their  investment  and  the 
mortgagees  nearly  two-thirds  of  theirs. 
That  implies  that  at  the  end  of  the 
period  nothing  will  be  available  but 
the  £116,000  compensation.  But  there 
will  still  be  the  premises.  Public-houses 
are  not  worth  nothing.  No  information 
is  given  as  to  their  present  value  or 
assessment.  But  there  cannot  be  the 
enormous  loss  calculated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman ;  and  since  the 
owners  are  the  licensees,  they  will  get 
compensation  for  loss  of  business  as 
well  as  the  owners'  compensation.  If 
these  properties  are  leasehold  how  long 
is  it  since  they  cost  £550,000 ;  and 
what  have  they  been  written  down  to 
now  ?  The  House  was  told  of  forty- 
three  other  houses  in  which  the  com- 
pensation actually  paid  was  £104,000, 
and  in  respect  of  which  under  the  Bill 
the  owners  would  get  only  £18,000. 
That  can  only  be  because  they  are 
grossly  under-assessed.  The  annual 
market  value  should  be  the  assessment, 
and  if  it  were,  the  compensation  would 
work  out  as  ample.  It  means  that 
the  public  has  been  defrauded  of  rates 
and  taxes  and  that  these  great  values 
have  been  partially  created  by  so  de- 
frauding the  public.  Now  it  is  urged 
that  because  the  public  has  been  de- 
frauded so  long,  it  is  not  to  exercise 
its  legal  rights.  There  can  only  be  this 
inadequacy    of   compensation    in    cases 
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where  the  assessment  is  grossly  inade- 
quate.    The    Bill    gives   twelve   months 
to  put   this    state  of  affaiis  right,  and 
there   will   be    a   bonnie  rush   to  get  it 
right.     I  should  like  to    come  to   the 
figures     given    by     the    hon.    Member 
for     Coventry;     copies     of    which    he 
has    very  courteously    given    me.     He 
quoted   six  companies.     Five    of    these 
companies     published     their     balance- 
sheets  ;    and  one  of  them  not,  but  the 
particulars    were    given    to    the    hon. 
Member  and  therefore  I  shut  that  com- 
pany  off.     I   take   the   five   companies 
whose  balance  sheets  have  been  published 
and    which  I    have  in   my  possession. 
These  companies  were  given  as  repre- 
sentative  companies.     In   1907   two   of 
of  them  paid  dividends   of  3  per   cent., 
one  paid  2|  per  cent.,  another  paid  1 
per  cent.,  and  another  paid  nothing,  and 
has  not  paid  anything  for  years,  and  has 
not  paid  any  interest  for  years  on  its 
preference  shares.    Are  these  companies 
to  be  accepted  as  simple  cases  ?    There 
is  only  one  of  them  that  has  got  a  decent 
reserve   fund.     Three  out  of  the  other 
four  ought  not  to  have  paid  a  (Jivdend 
at  all,  the  dividend  which  they  declared 
should  have  gone  to  the  reserve  fund 
which    was    too    small.     One    of    them 
shows  a  deficiency  of  £800,000  in  its 
own  balance  sheet,  and  we  are  asked  to 
extend  our  deep  sympathy  towards  this 
company  on  account  of  the  loss  which  it 
will   suffer  under  this   Bill !    The   loss 
was  got  at  by  taking  the  amount  at 
which  the  licensed  premises  stood  in  the 
balance   sheets,   and   the   amount  they 
would  be  worth  when  the  licence  was 
gone.    I  find  that  in  the  premises  are 
included    the     brewery,    plant,     stock, 
houses  and  goods  in  houses,  loans  on 
mortgage,  the  debts  of  the  people  to 
whom  they  sold  their  beer,  interest  a^d 
lents  receivable,  and  goodwill.    All  that 
is  included  in  the  assets,  and  in  order  to 
ascertain    what    the    licensed    premises 
would     be    [worth    when    the    licences 
were  taken  away,    only  one  -  fifth  was 
estimated  as  remaining,  but  the  brewery, 
plant,    stock,    debts,   and   other  things 
were   all  there,   and   the  licence  mono- 
poly value  wias  taken  at  four-fifths    of 
that !    The     whole     thing     is    prepos- 
terous.   Take  the  case  of  one  brewery. 
The    property    is    said    to    be     worth 
£2,371,800,    and    at     the    end    of    the 


time-limit  what  will  be  left  ?  £474,360. ' 
But  I  find  that  the  brewery  alone  is  put 
down    [at     £466,000,     while     there     is 
in   addition  the   whole   of  the   houses, 
the  mortgages,  debts,  interest  and  rent 
now  due,  and  the  stock  in  the  houses. 
That  is  the  kind  of  way  in  which  the 
country  is  being  misled.    That  is  the  sort 
of  accountancy  and  expert  evidence  on 
which  the  companies  were  floated.    It 
is    a    preposterous    imposition    on    the 
credulity  of  the  public,  and  to  attempt 
to  frighten  widows  and  poor  investors 
by  a  policy  of  this  kind  in    order  to 
defeat  this  Bill  is  discreditable.    Expert 
evidence !    I  have  looked  into  the  market 
value    of  these    five  companies,  and    I 
find  that  their   capital  is    £25,000,000, 
of   which    £22,000,000     is    quoted     on 
the      London      Stock      Exchange.      I 
want  to  know  what  was  the  value  of ' 
it  before  this  Bill  was  ever  heard  oL 
On   24th   February,   three   days   before 
the  Bill  was  introduced,  the  price  of  the 
£22,000,000     quoted     was     £12,800,000,. 
or  a  loss  of  £9,200,000,  nearly  50  per  cent. 
[An  Hon.  Member  on  the  Oppositioit 
Benches  :      The  Bill  was  mentioned  in 
the  Bang's  Speech.]    If  I  were  to  go  back 
in  my  argument  I  could  show  that  the 
fall  took  place   long  before  the  King's 
Speech,  indeed  before  the  party  opposite - 
went  out  of  office.     There  has  been  re- 
markably little   fall  in   brewery  stocks^ 
since  the  present  Grovernment  came  into 
power ;  and  in  the  case  of  one  of  these 
companies,  the  stock  was  higher  after  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  than  before.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  estimated  that  the 
loss  would  be   £18,548,000,  but  I  have 
shown  that  £9,200,000  has  gone  already. 
What   was  the  cause  of  that?     It  was 
not    the    King's    Speech.     I  have  the 
balance  sheet  of  a  London  brewery  com- 
pany for  1907-8  in  which  it   is  stated 
that  the  receipts  from  rents,  interest  on 
loans,   etc.   as   compared    with    1906-7 
have     declined     £5,300,     because     the 
tenants    of    the    public     houses     have 
found    it    increasingly   difficult    to  pay 
their  way.     Was  that  also  because  of  the 
King's  Speech  ?     The  only  reason  why 
they    should    find    increasing    difficulty 
to  pay  their  way  was  because  they  sold 
less  liquor  and  made  less  profit.     But 
that  was  not  the  result  of   the   King's 
Speech.     The  loss  shown  in  the  market 
value  of  the  stocks  of  the  five  companies 
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I  have  mentioned  is  £9,200,000,  but  tliat 
is  not  all.  The  ordinary  shares  stood  at 
£7,700,000,  but  practically  the  ordinary 
shares  as  assets  have  gone  and  one-half 
of  the  preference  capital  has  also  gone, 
and  they  cannot  replace  that.  What 
should  be  done?  If  these  companies 
write  down  their  capital  to  a  fair  amount 
they  can  face  the  future  with  equanimity. 
That  is  what  some  of  the  companies  did. 
But  we  have  companies  which  were 
floated  on  the  public  in  the  booming  time 
where  the  debenture  and  preference  stock 
represent  the  whole  value  of  the  assets. 
The  promoters  got  in  cash  the  real,  reason- 
able, normal  value  of  the  whole  concern, 
while  there  were  no  genuine  assets  against 
the  watered  stock  of  the  ordinary  shares, 
though  they  took  their  dividends  upon 
them.  And  yet  they  talk  to  us  about 
the  poor  investors  !  Others  have  drawn 
dividends  ranging  from  10  to  20  and  30 
per  cent,  which  ought  never  to  have  been 
taken  to  such  an  extent  until  ample 
revenues  had  been  built  up.  The 
*' Coach  and  Horses"  was  bought 
by  the  Portsmouth  United  Breweries 
Company,  which  paid  a  dividend  of  30 
per  cent,  for  four  years,  and  they  had 
a  reserve  of  only  £10,0(30,  and  during 
these  four  years  apparently  they  had  not 
added  a  penny  to  reserve.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  about  prudent  finance. 
That  is  not  prudent  finance. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It 
is  prudent  finance  if  the  policy  of  the 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Home  Office 
is  carried  out. 

*SiR  THOMAS  WHITTAKER : 
Another  company  had  a  reserve  of 
£170,000  and  during  the  last  twelve 
months  they  have  taken  £100,000  of 
that  reserve  and  distributed  it  as  a 
bonus  in  the  form  of  iree  ordinary  shares 
to  the  ordinary  shareholders.  Thit 
was  watering  their  capital.  There  are 
three  classes  of  brewery  companies. 
One  consists  of  good  and  sound,  reason - 
Ably  capitalised,  and  well  managed  con- 
cerns, paying  dividend  and  building  up 
a  sound  reserve  fund.  Next  we  have 
fair  companies  reasonably  capitalised, 
paying  too  much  dividend  and  setting 
aside  too  little  for  the  reserve.  There  is 
another  lot  of  companies  of  various 
grades  altogether  over-capitaUsed.  What 
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is  a  fair  capital  for  an  undertaking  of 
this  kind  ?     I  would  venture  to  say  that 
the  capital  should  not   be   more  than 
would  make  the  annual  net  profit  over 
the  whole  show  at  7  per  cent.     It  is  a 
risky   industrial    investment  depending 
on  the  personnel  to  some  extent  of  the 
management,  and  7  per  cent,  over  the 
whole  would  pay  a  reasonable  capitalisa- 
tion.    If  they  had  done  that  with  one- 
third    debentures,    one-third   preference 
shares,  and  one-third  ordinary  shares,  they 
could  have  paid  a  handsome  dividend, 
keeping  up  a  good  reserve  fund  at  the 
same  time,   and    faced    this    Bill    with 
equanimity.     It  may  be  said  that  this 
is  ideal  and  fantastic,  but  I  have  gone 
into  the  accoimts  of  142  brewery  com- 
panies, and  have  got  them  investigated, 
and  have  all  the  particulars  by  one  of 
the  best  firms  of  chartered  accoimtants 
in  the  City  of  London.     I  took,  first  of 
all,  thirty  good,  sound  companies,  with 
a  capital  of  £22,000,000.     Their  average 
net  profit  over  the  whole  concern  was 
8J    per   cent.     They    paid   an    average 
dividend   last   year — one   of   the    worst 
years  for  companies — of   12 J  per  cent., 
and  they  put  aside  for  reserve  £319,000. 
The  total  reserve  of  these  companies  was 
£4,750,000—21  per  cent,  of  their  capital. 
If  we  take  half  of  their  premises — plant, 
loans,    stock,    and   goodwill — as    repre- 
senting the  monopoly  value  of  the  licensed 
houses,  these  brewery  companies  during 
the  next  fifteen  years,  by  doing  nothing 
more  than  they  have  done  during  the 
past  fifteen  years,  will  pay  their  average 
12 J  per  cent,  dividend  all  along  the  line, 
and  at  the  end  wipe  off  th3  whole  of  their 
licence  value.     In  making  this  calcula- 
tion nothing  is  put  down  for  an  increase 
of  trade  that  will  accrue  to  the  remaining 
houses  for  reduction  of  licences  or  for 
growth  of  population.     They  are  good 
average     brewery    companies     with    a 
large  number  of  tied  houses,  with    an 
average  capital  of  £750,000,  and  I  do 
not  include  special  concerns  like   Bass' 
or  Guinness'.    ^Then  there  are  thirty  com- 
panies that  I  will  describe  as  "  good  to 
middling."     Their  capital  is  £13,000,000, 
and    the   average  is   £432,003.      Their 
average    profit   is    7    per     cent,     over 
the   whole,    and   the   average    dividend 
was  9J  per  cent,  last  year.     To  reserve 
they  put  past  £93,000,  and  the  reserve 
fund  is  £1,428,000,  or  11  per  cent,  of 
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their  capital.     These  companies  can  meet 
this  Bill    and   wipe    out   the    whole  of 
their    licence    value,     paying    6    to    7 
per      cent,      every    year     from      now 
up      to      the      time      of      the      limit 
expiry.     Here   is   no  ruin,    no   robbery. 
Then  I  have  another  batch  of  eighty-two 
which    I   describe   as   poor   and   weak. 
Their  share  capital  is  £75,000,000    and 
their  average  capital  is  £900,000  each. 
Four  are  in  liquidation;  thirty -three  of 
them,    with   a    capital    of   £27,500,000, 
not  only  pay  nothing  on  their  ordinary 
shares  but  are  in  arrears  on  their  prefer- 
ence    shares.       Their     debentures     are 
£13,000,000    and  their  ordinary  shares 
£4,000,000,  while  their  reserve  fund  is 
only  £357,000.    Fourteen  of  them  have 
no  reserve  at  all,  and  the  average  of  the 
lot  is  IJ  per  cent,  reserve.    They  have 
divided  almost  every  penny  they  can  lay 
their  hands  on.     Then  I  come  to  twenty- 
four  which  pay  no  dividend  upon  their 
ordinary    -shares.       Their     capital     is 
£13,000,000    and    their  reserve  fund  is 
£705,000,  or  5  J  per  cent.,  and  some  of  them 
have  no  reserve  fund  at  all.     It  is  from 
these  companies  that  there  come  the  hard 
cases  which  have  been  circulated,  and 
whenever  a  man  writes   to  the   papers 
and  says  he  will  take  an  actual    case 
it  is  invariably  one  of  these.    Many  of 
them  had  lost  half  their  share  capital 
before   this   present   Government   came 
into  office.     Then  I  will  take  twenty-one 
companies  which  pay  dividends  of  from 
1    to    3    per    cent.      Their    capital    is 
£32,500,000  and  their  reserve  £1,450,000, 
or  4 J  per  cent.     They  ought  never  to 
have  paid  their  dividends  in  most  cases. 
There  you  have  142  companies  represent- 
ing £110,000,000  of  capital  with  reserves 
running  down  from  21  per  cent,  to  2 J 
per  cent,  and    some     of    them    1    per 
cent.      Their    average     dividend     runs 
from   12J  per  cent,  to  nil.    There  are 
150  other  companies,  with  a  capital  of 
£50,000,000,  which  do  not  issue  public 
balance  sheets,  and  you  cannot  get  them, 
as  they  will  not  send  them ;  but  I  have 
dealt  with  those  representing  a  capital 
of    £110,000,000,    and    those    represent 
three-fourths  of  the  brewery  companies 
and  licensed  houses  in  England  and  Wales, 
and  therefore    I  think  you  have  a  fair 
idea  of  what  the  position  is.     Good  and 
sound  companies,  thoroughly  good  ones, 
can  take  this  Bill  in  their  stride    and 


never  turn  a  hair.     A  great  many  others 
can  go  along  and  pay  6  or  7  per  cent., 
and  a  great  many  of  the  others  cannot 
do  it  because  they  are  over-capitalised 
and  are  not  paying  dividends  on  their 
ordinary  shares  to-day,   and    therefore 
obviously    ought    to    be     reconstructed 
and  largely  written  down.    May  I  take 
another  view,  and  that  is.  What  is  the 
amount  of  capital  in  the  trade  at  stake 
under  this  Bill  ?     What  is  the  monopoly 
value?     I    mentioned    in    the    debates 
of    1904    that    my    estimate    of    the 
market     value     of     the     licences     in 
England   and   Wales   was  £125,000,000. 
That   is    the   reault   of   rather    a    high 
estimate,    and   they   have   fallen,    they 
have  come  down  now,  and  they  are  not 
worth  more  than  £100,000,000.     I  took 
the  estimates  of  the  Brewers'  Almanac 
and  the  Brewers'  Society  of  the  capital 
of  the  trade,  and  if  you  deduct  from  their 
estimate    a    reasonable    allowance    for 
Scotland  and  Ireland  you  will  find,  ex- 
traordinarily, that  both  these  estimates 
come  out  at  something  like  £190,000,000 
as   the   total   capital   value   of   all   the 
breweries    and    licensed    properties    in 
England  and  Wales.       Therefore,  when 
people  talk  and  write  about  £200,000,000 
and  £300,000,000  as  being  the  value  of 
the  licences  alone,   they  do  not  know 
what  they  are  talking  about  and  are 
altogether  wide  of  the  mark.       Of  that 
£190,000,000,     how     much     represents 
monopoly     value  ?     About       half,      or 
£95,000,000  or  close  upon  my  £100,000,000. 
During  the  time-limit  a  number  of  these 
houses  will  be  wiped  out  and  paid  for. 
They    will    get    £12,000,000,    and    that 
leaves  £83,000,000  to   be  provided   by 
the  trade  at  the  end  of  the  time-limit, 
and  they  have  altogether  got   towards 
this  in  one  way  or  another,  £20,000,000 
in  the  shape  of  reserve  fimds  or  amounts 
already  written  oflF.     An  hon.   Gentle- 
man   smiles,  but    I    am    dealing    with 
what    the    trade    has    got    to    do.      I 
am    not    arguing    the    justice    but    the 
possibilities,   and   I  say  that   going  on 
these  lines  we  have  got  the  sum  down  to 
£83,000,000  which  has  to  be  met,  and 
towards  that  they  have  got  £20,000,000. 
That  means  that  they  have  £63,000,000 
to  provide--call  it  roughly  £70,000,000— 
which  at  4  per  cent,  means  £3,500,000 
a  year,  and  at  5  per  cent.  £3,250,000. 
That  is  what  they  have  to   deal  with, 
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and  I  say  that  every  other  trade  in  the 
country  almost  every  year  of  its  exis- 
tence has  to  cope  with  greater  variations 
of  cost  and  prices  than  there  are  in  this 
trade.  What  did  you  do  with  the  sugar 
and  confectionery  trade  ?  You  called 
upon  them  to  deal  with  a  tax  of 
£6,000,000  in  one  year.  Take  the  woollen 
trade,  in  which  my  constituency  is  inter- 
ested ;  they  will  let  you  know  something 
about  variations  in  recent  prices  of  wool. 
Every  trade  has  its  variations  to  deal  with, 
and  this  can  be  done  with  ease,  and  the 
trade  will  be  in  a  sounder  position  in  the 
end  thin  thoy  are  now,  and  we  only 
compel  what  sound  finance  dictates. 
We  are  told  that  the  compensation  is 
inadequate  ;  but  it  will  only  be  inadequate 
if  the  assessment  is  under  the  mark. 
We  were  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kingston  that  it  is  unjust  that  these 
people  should  pay  the  levy  and  get 
nothing,  that  they  are  put  in  the 
position  of  papng  for  an  insurance,  and 
they  should  get  something  in  the  end. 
He  scoffed  at  the  idea  that  people  would 
€ver  pay  for  life  insurance  on  this  basis. 
I  know  something  about  life  insurance, 
and  he  will  find  that  there  are  thousands 
of  policies  issued  every  year  to  cover  the 
contingency  of  death  during  a  given 
period.  If  the  death  occurs  during  that 
period  the  insurers  will  get  the  money, 
but  if  the  life  survives  they  will  get 
nothing,  and  if  you  want  to  insure 
something  on  death  or  at  tho  end 
of  the  term  of  insurance  as  well  as 
insurance  during  the  time,  you  pay  a 
higher  premium.  It  is  a  matter  of  tem- 
porary and  contingent  insurance.  If 
you  insure  your  house  against  fire  you  do 
not  expect  to  have  the  money  at  the  end  if 
you  do  not  have  a  fire.  This  is  a  case 
of  mutual  insurance  and  the  position  is 
this :  What  it  means  is  that  the  licence- 
holder  has  to  have  a  fourteen  years  run 
or  compensation,  and  he  will  have  either 
the  run  or  be  compensated,  but  he  does 
not  have  both  the  run  and  the  com- 
pensation. It  is  either  the  one  or  the 
other,  the  run  or  the  compensation. 
Then  the  hon.  Grentleman  says  that  at 
the  end  of  the  time  the  trade  will  go  on 
but  the  State  will  take  the  profit.  That 
is  not  BO.  The  brewer  will  make  his 
ordinary  wholesale  profit  of  the  brewing 
trade,  the  retailer  will  make  the  ordi- 
nary profit  on  what  he  sells  in  his  public- 
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house.     It  is  the  monopoly  profit  which 
the  State  will  take  and  nothing  more. 
Someone  says :    "  How  would  you  like 
it  ?  "    Well,  if  I  were  the  tenant  of  a 
shop,  having  bought  the  business  carried 
on    in    the    shop    under    an    annual 
tenancy  at  a  very  low  rent,   and  the 
landlord  came  to  me  and  said  :     "Tou 
got  that  shop  at  too  low  a  rent.     Quite 
true,  you  bought  the  business  with  the 
shop  at  a  low  rent,  and  you  perhaps 
expected  it  to  go   on,  but  I  never  said 
it  would,    and   I   really   must   have  a 
proper  rent  for  it;  but  you  may  have 
calculated  at  the  time  that  it  would  go 
on,  and  I  will  give  you  fourteen  years 
notice,    and  at  the  end  of  that  time  I 
will  have  a  proper  rent."    What  should 
I  say  ?     I    should  say  :  "  I    have    got 
the     most    generous    landlord    in     the 
country."    Now    something    has    been 
made  of  the  ante-1869  beer-houses.   Every 
one  knows  that  the  1869  beehr^house  has 
a  special  and  privileged  position,  but  it 
is  a  mistake  to  think  that  the  Act  of 
1869  gave  it  that  position ;  it  was   in  a 
much    more    privileged    position    before 
that  Act,  which  took  away  some  of  its 
privileges  but  left  it  with  some  privileges. 
It  did  not  create  privileges,  it  left  them 
with  some,  and  the  conditions  on  which 
licences  were  granted  to  ante-1869  beer- 
houses have  been  more  than  once  altered 
by  the  State,  and  it  was  never   implied 
that  they  would  never  be  altered  again. 
[A  laugh.]    The  hon.  Member  scoffs  at 
that,  but  let  me  give  him  an  illustra- 
tion.    He  will  remember  that  the  Act 
of  1869  also  gave  this  special  privilege 
to  "  off  "  beer  licences,  and  "  off  "  and 
"  on  "  were  in  the  same  position,  but 
Parliament  took  it  away  from  the  "  off  " 
under  the  Bill  of  1882,    and    did  it    at 
the  instigation  of  the  trade.     The  liquor 
trade  did  not  like  these  outside  traders, 
and  the  late  Lord  Ritchie,  as  Captain 
Ritchie,  promoted  that  Bill  at  the  insti- 
gation of  the  trade  and  carried  it  through. 
The  trade,  when  it  suited  their  piirpose, 
wiped  out  the  special  provision  in  the 
case  of  the  "  off  "  licences  without  any 
fourteen  years  notice.     Moreover,   they 
brought  about  the  Over  Darwen  cases.    It 
was  the  trade  that  opposed  this  renewal  of 
licences  at  Over  Darwen  and  got  seven  or 
eight-and-twenty  of  them  wiped  out  with- 
out a  moments'  concern.    What  did  they 
do  for  the  unemployed  ?     It  is  a  very 
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•different  thing  if  they  do  it,  but  why, 
if    it    is    fair    to    deprive    the    "off" 
Ante-1869  licence  of  its  special  position, 
is  it  unjust  to  do  the  same  for  the  ante- 
1«69  "  on  "  Ucence  1    Mr.  Candy,  Q.C., 
on    that    occasion    told    the    licensed 
victuallers      that      they     were      very 
unwise  in  acting  as  they  did,  and  said 
they  had  been  making  whips  for  the 
backs  of  others  which  would  some  day 
be  used  upon   themselves.     Something 
was  said  about  "  resuming  property  you 
had  parted  with."     The  State  has  not 
parted  with  it  in  any  such  sense  as  is  thus 
implied,  and  we  are  not  going  to  resume 
it  in  any  such  sense.    If  you  let  a  house 
•on  an  annual  tenancy  you  part  with 
the  use  and  occupation  of  it  for  the  time, 
*nd  at  the  end  of  the  year  you  may 
resume  possession  of  it.    It  does  not  mean 
that  you  are  taking  property  from  the 
tenant.     He  has  only  had  the  use  of  it  for 
«  limited  time  on  certain  conditions,  and 
you  are  only  going  to  resume  possession 
of  your  own.     It  wjis  never  his,  in  the 
«enB9  of  ownership.    Nothing  that  the 
tenant  may  have  presumed  can  possibly 
affect  the  owner's  rights,  and  the  State 
is  in  the  same  position.     All  this  trouble 
has   arisen    because    the    brewers   have 
•departed  from  their  legitimate  business. 
They    have    ignored    the    intention    of 
the  law ;    they  have  ignored  the  public 
convenience.     They  have  evaded  what 
the  law  intended,  and  themselves  caused 
the  inflation  of  prices  which  is  now  going 
to  hang  them.     They  aimed  at  defeating 
the  public  interest,  and  at  preventing 
free    competition    and   supply.       Then 
there  is  another  thing.    It  is  a  poUcy 
of  grasping  greed.     They  were  not  satis- 
£ed  with  the  wholesale  profit,  but  must 
liave  half  the  retail  profit  as  well,  and 
what  has  been  the  result  ?     During  all 
these  years  they  have  squeezed  half  the 
profits  of  the  pubUcan's  trade  out  of 
the  publican.      They  have  squeezed  out 
lialf  their  profits,  and  having  got  that 
they  make  it  a  ground  for  claiming  better 
treatment,    and  make   it   a   reason   for 
preventing  us  from  exercising  our  rights. 
The  tied  houses  have  long  been  one  of 
the  curses  of  this  country.     A  Committee 
in    1818   reported  on   this  matter,   and 
this  is  what  they  said — 

"  We  view  with  apprehension  the  spread 
of  proprietary  public  houses,  regarding  it  as  an 
,abu3e   of   the   licensing   system,   and   feel   we 


cannot  reprobate  in  too  strong  terms  the  dis- 
graceful practice  among  brewers  of  supplying 
proprietary  houses  with  inferior  liquor  to  that 
which  the  retail  part  of  the  trade  are  supplied 
with." 

They  also  give  a  forecast  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  for  in  their  Report  to 
this  House  they  suggest  an  enactment  of 
"some  prospective  law  which,  at  a  given 
period,"  shall  direct  the  magistrate  to 
refuse  licences  to  such  houses  as  shall  be 
shown  to  be  in  substance  the  property  of 
a  brewer.  Sixty  years  later,  another 
committee,  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  reported  on  this  question. 
A  committee  which  had  the  Duke  of 
Westminster  for  its  Chairman,  the  Arch- 
bishops of  Canterbury  and  York,  Dr. 
Magee,  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough, 
LordKimberley,  Lord  Aberdare,  and  Lord 
Colleston,  among  its  members.  None  of 
those  were  Socialists  ;  none  of  them  could 
be  described  as  robbers  and  confiscators. 
What  did  they  do  ?  Having  referred  to 
the  reduction  in  the  number  of  licenced 
houses  in  proportion  to  population  which 
had  followed  the  legislation  of  1869  and 
1872,  they  said— 

"  The  effect  of  this  legislation  has  been  largely 
to  raise  the  value  of  this  property,  and  it  would 
seem  but  just  that  the  public  should  receive  a 
greater  portion  than  hitherto  of  the  profits 
of  a  monopoly  thus  artificially  created." 

That  comes  from  the  other  end  of  this 
building — 

"  The  Committee  recommeni  that  a  con- 
siderable increase  should  be  made  in  the  duty  on 
excise  licences."  4i 

That  was  what  the  Lords  thought  of  this 
at  the  end  of  forty  years,  and  these  tied- 
houses  still  continue  to  corrupt  the  ad- 
ministration and  evade  the  law.  One  of 
these  committees  reported  that  one  of  the 
great  brewing  firms  in  London,  a  firm 
which  still  exists,  engaged  as  its  solicitor 
the  clerk  to  the  justices  at  Bow  Street, 
and  also  the  clerk  to  the  licensing  justices. 
It  is  shown  that  in  those  days  you  could 
not  get  a  licence  until  you  made  an 
arrangement  with  the  brewer  to  take 
his  beer  and  then  through  the  clerk, 
to  the  justices,  the  brewers'  solicitor 
you  got  a  licence.  The  whole  thing  was 
manoeuvred.  Now  let  me  give  two 
precedents.  We  did  away  with  the  slave 
trade  ;  we  abolished  it  and  we  paid  not  a 
farthing  as  compensation.  When  we 
gave  compensation  it  was  because  we 
took  the  slaves  who  were  the  property  of 
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their  owner  and  equivalent  to  his  stock. 
We  stopped  the  trade  in  which  millions 
were  invested  without  pajmig  a  penny  in 
compensation.  But  when  we  took  the 
slaves,  the  permanent  property  of  their 
owners,  did  we  pay  their  full  value  ?  No. 
We  gave  a  time  notice  and  commutation. 
But  I  have  a  better  case  than  that, 
the  case  of  the  Church  leases.  For  200 
years  the  Church  authorities  of  this 
country  granted  leases  of  church  property 
on  such  terms  as  the  law  allowed,  but 
they  always  renewed  them  on  payment 
of  a  fine.  They  either  leased  for  lives  or 
for  three  terms  of  seven  years  each, 
making  twenty-one  years  in  aU,  and 
they  always  renewed.  The  expectation 
of  renewal  became  an  exceedingly  valu- 
able property.  The  expectation  was 
bought,  sold,  and  bequeathed.  Death 
duties  were  charged  on  it.  The  Court  of 
Chancery  in  settling  marriage  settlements 
settled  the.  expectation  of  renewal  on 
grand  children  and  great  grand  children. 
A  great  amount  of  property  was  built  on 
land  leased  in  this  way,  and  when  the 
matter  had  to  be  settled  by  the  Court 
as  it  had  in  some  cases,  the  Court  of 
Chancery  gave  the  tenants  two-thirds 
and  the  Church  one-third  of  the  value. 
In  1860  everyone  of  these  leases  was  put 
an  end  to.  In  1860  they  decided  that 
after  1884  there  should  be  no  extension 
of  any  leases.  These  leases  were  in  three 
terms  of  seven  years  each.  As  soon  as 
one  of  these  terms  ran  out,  leaving  four- 
teen years  to  nm  it  had  been  the  in- 
variable custom  to  grant  another  term 
so  as  to  keep  three  terms  going.  There 
was  not  a  lease  that  had  less  than  four- 
teen years  to  nm.  So  that  all  they  got 
was  an  addition  of  ten  years.  But 
those  which  were  not  so  short  as  fourteen 
years  got  less.  The  average  extension  of 
lease  was  from  five  to  ten  years  and 
these  leases  were  terminated  by  a 
time-notice.  I  commend  that  to  the 
notice  of  the  lawyers  of  this  House 
with  due  hope  that  they  will  look 
into  it.  We  have  no  desire  to  do  in- 
justice, we  have  every  desire  not  to  do 
an  injustice,  to  anyone.  The  suggestion 
that  we  are  vindictive  to  the  trade  is 
absolutely  untrue.  We  have  no  personal 
interest  of  any  kind.  We  are  doing  our 
best  to  grapple  with  what  admittedly  is 
a  gigantic  evil.  We  have  heard  little  of 
that  evil  from  the  other  side.    All  the 
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talk  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  has  been 
about  property  of  interest  and  of  divi- 
dends. Property  in  what  ?  In  a  right 
to  debase,  to  degrade,  and  t  o  destroy.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  of  talk  about 
Socialism.  I  am  one  of  the  last  in  the 
world  who  would  be  regarded  a  Socialist, 
and  I  agree  with  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Prime  Minister  when  he  said  the  real 
friends  of  property  were  making  a 
great  mistake  in  associating  with  other 
classes  of  property  annual  licences. 
Temperance  reform  and  the  prosperity 
of  the  licensed  trade  are  cntagcmstic, 
and  therefore  any  attempt  to  bring  about 
temperance  reform,  and  also  maintain  the 
well-being  and  prosperity  of  the  trade, 
is  futile.  All  we  can  do  is  to  make  some 
arrangement,  some  compromise,  by  which 
the  people  who  have  invested  money  in 
the  trade  can  with  ordinary  prudence 
and  care  get  the  reasonable  value  of 
these  licences  back  during  this  period  of 
time.  And  I  venture  to  say  I  have 
brought  facts  to  show  that  it  is  perfectly 
feasible  to  do  so  by  all  concerned.  There- 
fore I  ask  the  House  to  take  this  sub- 
stantial step  forward  in  a  direction 
which  will  do  much  to  promote  the  well- 
being    and    happiness    of    our    nation. 

♦Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney,  S.)  : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  renewing, 
in  a  humble  sort  of  way,  the  opposi- 
tion I  felt  constrained  to  offer  to  this 
Bill  on  its  First  Reading— -an  opposition 
based  upon  the  ground  that  the  Bill 
is  founded  upon  a  total  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  true  character  of  the  drink 
evil ;  that  it  is  an  unnecessary  Bill,  and 
that  it  is  an  unjust  one.  I  confess  in 
approaching  it  from  that  point  of  view, 
I  felt  for  a  little  time  in  some  difficulty  as 
to  how  I  was  to  follow  the  hon.  Member 
to  whose  remarkable  speech  we  have  just 
listened.  For  a  time  I  was  reminded  of 
the  saying  of  a  learned  Judge  who,  after 
listening  for  several  hours  to  an  eminent 
counsel's  technical  argument,  said — 

"  I  cannot  profess  to  have  followed  you 
through  the  whole  of  your  arguments,  but 
they  are  far  too  technical  not  to  prevaiL" 

As  regards  much  of  the  speech,  I  was 
beginning  to  believe  that  I  was  totally 
mistaken  hitherto  in  my  conception; 
that  the  whole  licensing  system  was  in  the 
hands  of  certain  heartless,  wicked,  and 
hopelessly  improvident  public  companies^ 
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whose  conduct  has  been  immoral  through- 
out, and  whose  system  of  finance  is  rotten 
to  the  core,  and  yet  upon  whom  a  com- 
passionate Liberal  Government  proposes 
to  confer  some  skilfully-disguised  financial 
blessing  which  only  the  highly-technical 
knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley  could  make  clear  to  the  House. 
But,  after  all,  I  remembered  that  there 
were  some  persons  engaged  in  this  trade 
who  were  unconnected  with  brewery 
companies,  and  on  that  point  I  thought 
we  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  or  two. 
When,  however,  the  hon.  Member  came 
down  from  the  region  of  high  finance  in 
which  he  gave  the  House  credit  for  greater 
intelligence  and  understanding  than  I 
profess  to  possess,  and  when  he  came  to 
apply  some  of  those  high  theories  to 
practical  tests,  then  I  thought  I  should 
have  no  more  difficulty  in  putting  him 
right  in  his  figures  than  I  shall  have  in  a 
few  minutes'  time  in  putting  him  right  in 
his  law.  The  difficulty  one  feels  in  deal- 
ing with  the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends 
is  that  their  facts,  figures,  and  arguments, 
like  their  faith  in  this  matter,  have  be- 
come an  obsession,  and  when  a  man  has 
reached  that  fanatical  stage  anyone  who 
seeks  to  question  his  views  is  put  in  the 
category  of  unrighteous  sons  of  darkness. 
Still,  I  think  I  can  show  that  these  ardent 
exponents  of  temperance  reform  may  be 
living  in  a  fool's  paradise  in  regard  to 
their  facts  and  figures.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  pursuing  my  attitude  of 
opposition  to  this  measure,  I  am  not 
deterred  by  the  fact  that  an  hon.  Member 
said  that  my  opposition  was  the  hall- 
mark of  the  real  merits  of  this  Bill — 
though  it  is  very  difficult  to  reconcile  that 
observation  with  the  frantic  appeab 
which  I  have  received  from  the  society 
of  which  he  is  a  distinguished  officer  to 
reconsider  my  position,  nor  am  I  to  be 
deterred  by  the  fact  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor- General,  in  one  of  those 
moments  of  inexpensive  generosity  which 
frequently  accompany  the  sudden  advent 
of  great  prosperity,  even  in  the  Celtic 
character,  made  a  present  of  my  support 
to  the  Party  opposite.  All  I  have  to  say  on 
that  subject  is  that  however  long  I  may  be 
spared  to  be  a  Member  of  this  House, 
my  support  may  always  be  rather  given 
away  than  bought  or  sold.  And  in 
pursuing  this  line,  neither  will  I  be 
deterred  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Appleby, 
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who  said  in  the  course  of  his  speech  that 
this  was  a  struggle  between  the  forces  of 
good  and  evil.  I  respectfully  associate 
myself  with  what  I  may  call  the  well- 
deserved  castigation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Dublin  administered  to  the  Membet 
for  Appleby,  for  what  he  called  the  arro- 
gance and  insolence  of  that  phrase.  But 
if  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Dublin 
had  known  what  a  Parliamentary  refine- 
ment that  was  compared  with  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Appleby  has  said  else- 
where, he  would  doubtless  have  made 
the  castigation  even  more  severe,  be* 
cause  the  hon.  Member  for  Appleby  said 
on  another  occasion  not  that  the  struggle 
was  between  good  and  evil,  but  between 
Heaven  and  Hell. 


♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES :  I  was  referring  U> 
a  quotation  from  Mr.  Buxton,  an  eminent 
brewer,  who  wrote  on  this  question. 

♦Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  :  Well,  Sir,  I  have 
heard  of  a  certain  distinguished  potentate 
quoting  scripture  to  suit  his  purpose,  but 
when  it  comes  to  a  temperance  reformer 
quoting  an  eminent  brewer  for  the  pur^ 
pose  of  emphasising  his  views,  then  I  feel 
that  I  must  look  upon  his  statement  with 
some  amount  of  suspicion.  But  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  deny  that  when  he 
quoted  the  eminent  brewer  he  wholly 
adopted  him.  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
on  any  complicated  theological  question, 
as  to  how  far  the  reverend  prelates  of 
Manchester  and  other  places  are  the 
forces  of  Hell  or  the  forces  of  Heaven ; 
but  I  do  protest  generally  against  this- 
class  of  argument  on  a  purely  political 
question.  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  meanest  amenities  of  this  House 
would  have  given  credit  to  all  parties  in 
it  for  the  fullest  intention  and  desire  to 
deal  with  this  great  evil. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  explain.  I  do 
not  want  to  be  constantly  interrupting 
him.  I  made  no  charge  against  the 
character  of  those  who  are  opposing  the 
Bill  at  all.  They  are  defending  a  bad 
cause,  but  good  men  have  done  that 
many  times  before. 

♦Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  I  accept  the 
disclaimer  of  the  hon.  Member  in  so  faor 
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as  it  applies  to  me,  and  I  am  to  take  it 
that,  in  a  dialectical  sense  only,  I  am  on 
tlie  side  of  Hell  against  Heaven.  But  I 
would  venture  to  say  that  the  observa- 
tion does  occur  to  me  that,  whether  or  not 
it  be  true  that  righteousness  exalteth 
s  nation,  self-righteousness  does  not 
exalt  the  dignity  or  character  of  debate 
in  this  House.  I  will  endeavour  to 
answer  some  of  the  arguments  used  by 
the  Member  for  Spen  Valley  as  I  go 
along.  Now,  Sir,  I  listened  to  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  First  Reading,  and  I  had 
a  suspicion  at  the  time  of  what  I  found 
to  be  the  fact,  and  which  reminded  me 
of  an  event  which  has  occurred  in  the 
•lives  of  many  of  us,  namely,  when  the 
family  physician  bursts  into  the  room 
and  conveys  to  us  the  tidings  of  a  new 
offspring  whose  merits  and  charms  he 
<finds  it  impossible  to  exaggerate.  But 
when  we  come  to  make  personal  examina- 
tion of  the  new  arrival,  we  invariably  find 
it  to  be  the  ordinary  commonplace  sort 
of  a  squalling  brat.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  carelessly 
or  intentionally  misled  the  House,  but 
there  were  one  or  two  provisions  in  the 
Bill  which,  in  his  exposition  of  it,  must 
have  escaped  his  memory.  He  did  not 
tell  us,  for  instance,  that  whereas  a 
wealthy  gentleman  at  the  West  End  is  to 
remain  at  liberty  to  purchase  wholesale 
quantities  of  wines  and  spirits  at  his 
club,  the  working-man  is  not  to  be  per- 
mitted to  take  home  half -a -pint  of  beer 
or  a  half-quartern  of  gin,  perhaps  for  the 
mollification  of  his  wife  when  he  arrives 
home  rather  late,  or  for  any  other  purpose. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  tell  us 
of  the  provision,  to  my  mind  an  ex- 
traordinary provision,  in  this  Bill,  ex- 
tending Sunday  closing  to  passenger 
vessels.  He  said  nothing  about  the 
conditions  under  which  the  captain  of 
the  vessel  who  has  to  navigate  it  is  to 
take  care  that  he  is  not  running  the  risk 
of  being  fined  £50  for  any  person  being 
on  board  his  vessel  in  a  state  of  inebria- 
tion.'}; Nor  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tell  us  of  another  extraordinary  provision 
which  would  affect  overworked  police- 
men and  add  to  their  duties.  Not  only 
has  a  policeman  to  take  notes  of  street- 
comer  lecturers,  and  make  notes  of  any 
blasphemy,  and  of  lost  dogs  and  of 
itinerant  bookmakers,  but  he  is  to  have 
thrown  upon  him  the  further  duty  when- 
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ever  he  sees  a  brewer's  van  delivering 
goods  of  inspecting  the   oider-book  to 
see  that  it  correctly  records  the  goods  to 
be  delivered.    The  officer  has  to  take  out 
his  pencil,  he  has  to  examine  the  delivezy 
book,  and  he  has  to  do  double  entry  and 
make  a  balance.    No  wonder  with  these 
additional  duties  put  upon  the  police  that 
the  Camden  Town  murderer  is  still  at 
large.    We  have  also  had  an  exposition 
of  the  Bill  by  various  Ministers  both  in 
the  House  and  out  of  it,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  find  that  I  have  not  the 
slightest  reason  to  modify  the  attitude  I 
took   on   the   last   occasion.    On   what 
does  the  Bill  proceed  1    It  proceeds,  first 
of  all,  on  the  assumption  that  there  is  an 
immediate,  definite,  scientific  connection 
between  the  extent  of  the  facilities  for 
obtaining  alcoholic  drink  and  the  extent 
of   the    drink    evil.    That   is    the    first 
hypothesis,  because  the  whole  operative 
force  of  the  Bill,  except  in  regard  to  such 
minor  matters  as  I  have  just  referred  to, 
proceeds   on   this   basis.    I   say   in  the 
presence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley   and  his   temperance  colleagues, 
and  I  say  it  with  a  knowledge  of  the 
statistics    and    history    of    this    matter 
second  only  to  his  own,  that  there  is  not 
an  atom  of  evidence  anywhere  in  justifi- 
cation  of   that   contention.    You   may 
pick  out  here  and  there  two  or  three  or 
four  instances  where  the  reduction  in 
facilities  has  resulted  in  less  drunkenness. 
On  the  other  hand,  you  may  pick  out 
thousands  of  cases  where  the  reverse  has 
been   the   effect.     It   is   not,   however, 
a  question  of  arrests  for  drunkenness. 
That,     it    has    rightly    been    pointed 
out,  may  be  a  matter  of  the  greater 
or    lesser    activity    of    the  police.  .  The 
test    of   the    efficacy   of   this    kind    of 
legislation  is  this : — Do  you  get  a  less 
total  consumption  of  alcoholic  liquor  % 
That    is    the    test,    and    nothing  else. 
I  make  myself  responsible  for  the  state- 
ment of  the  fact  that  whereas  the  drink- 
ing   habits  of    the    people    have    been 
steadily    decreasing    during    the    past 
fifteen  or  twenty  years  those  decreases 
have  taken  place  mainly  where  restric- 
tive legislation  has  been  least  enforced. 
Wherever  you  have  had  restrictions  you 
have  had  as  a  general  rule,  either  sta- 
tionary   or    increased    consumption    of 
alcoholic  drink.     One  does  not  require 
to  know  more  than  a  little  of  human 
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nature  to  realise  that  that  would  be  the 
case.  Licensing  statistics  confirm  my 
statement  that  licensing  restrictions  have 
never  brought  about  a  less  consumption 
of  alcoholic  drink.  The  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  itself  teems  with 
opinions  to  that  effect.  Official  statistics 
oi  countries  which  have  restrictive  legis- 
lation— Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland- 
show  that  they  are  becoming  every  year 
more  drunken.  In  Glasgow  I  find  the 
authorities  meeting,  according  to  their 
agendas,  to  consider  "  the  alarming 
increase  in  drunkenness."  When  I 
come  to  deal  with  Simday  closing,  I  will 
allow  that  every  Monday  morning  the 
charges  of  drunkenness  in  Glasgow  are 
about  equivalent  to  the  charges  we  get 
in  London  after  a  Bank  Holiday.  I  do 
not  want  to  go  over  the  same  ground 
again  and  again,  but  to  give  one  striking 
instance.  I  have  investigated  the  figures 
for  the  nearest  Continental  places  I  can 
get.  In  France  there  is  practically  free 
trade  in  drink.  Any  rebpectable  citizen 
of  France  may  open  what,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  discussion,  one  must  call 
a  public-house.  That  public-house  may, 
practically  speaking,  remain  open  al- 
ways. Let  me  give  the  House  what, 
to  my  mind,  is  a  most  startling  fact — 
which  absolutely  disposes  of  the  sug- 
gestion that  restriction  has  any  bearing 
upon  the  question  of  drunkenness.  With 
free  trade  in  France,  and  unlimited 
hours,  what  does  the  House  think  were 
the  total  charges  of  drunkenness  through- 
out all  France  last  year  ?  Just  to  get 
a  comparative  idea  I  think  the  average 
in  London  alone  is  something  like  400 
a  day,  although  on  a  Sunday  it  is  very 
much  less ;  whilst  for  the  whole  of 
England  it  is  200,000  a  year.  But  the 
total  number  of  charges  of  dnmkenness 
in  France  during  the  whole  of  last  year 
were  623  and  for  Paris,  270.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Spen  Valley  commented  on 
the  fact  that  we  had  50  per  cent,  more 
licensed  premises  in  proportion  to  popu- 
lation than  Scotland  had.  We  have 
50  per  cent,  more  licensed  premises 
and  much  less  drunkenness.  I  will 
not  follow  references  to  Sidney  Smith 
or  to  the  17th  century,  but  I  will 
content  myself  with  the  reference  to 
the  official  figures  issued  by  the 
Home  Office,  that  there  is  no  evidence 
anywhere  that  restrictive  licensing  legis- 


lation has  reduced  the  total  consumption 
of  drink.  I  am  glad  to  say  there  has 
been  a  reduction,  but  you  cannot  asso- 
ciate that  diminution  with  restrictive 
legislation.  The  next  idea  of  the  Gov- 
ernment seems  to  be  that  Sunday  must 
be  chosen  for  special  legislation.  In  the 
provinces  the  Sunday  hours  are  reduced 
as  compared  with  those  in  London,  but 
nobody  can  tell  us  why.  Does  the 
Government  mean  that  the  provinces 
are  less  able  to  withstand  temptation? 
The  extraordinary  power  is  given  by  this 
Bill  to  make  the  condition  on  a  renewal 
of  a  licence  of  absolute  or  partial  Sunday 
closing.  If  there  is  some  special  e'vil 
attaching  to  Sunday  opening,  why  is  it 
left  to  the  justices  and  not  to  Parliament 
to  deal  with  it  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
said  that  this  is  one  of  the  things  recom- 
mended by  the  Royal  Commission.  Yes, 
but  the  Royal  Commission  said  it  was 
one  of  the  things  that  ought  not  to  be 
left  to  the  justices.  I  ventured  to  say 
on  the  First  Reading  that  it  was  not  so 
much  crowded  public-houses  as  empty 
churches  and  chapels  that  were  agitating 
the  minds  of  the  Government.  The 
Home  Office  recently  took  a  period  of 
three  months  in  a  Return  with  regard 
to  arrests  for  drunkenness  in  London. 
For  Mondays  the  number  was  3,966,  for 
Saturdays  2,001,  and  for  Sundays  946. 
I  want  to  know  why  for  Sundays  there 
should  be  this  special  legislation  and  not 
for  Saturdays  or  Mondays.  If  the  Bill 
be  a  Sabbatarian  measure,  why  not  say 
so  ?  Sunday  closing  has  been  a  terrible 
failure  everywhere.  The  licensing  j  ustices 
are  saying  in  Scotland — and  it  is  be- 
yond dispute — that  restrictive  legisla- 
tion on  Sundays  creates  a  greater  evil 
than  it  cures.  Why  has  Sunday  been 
chosen  for  special  legislation — ^the  day 
of  the  week  on  which  there  is  the  least 
drunkenness  ?  Why  has  it  been  chosen 
if  not  in  regard  to  a  question  of  some 
other  character  than  temperance  ?  Some 
people  say,  to  protect  the  employees 
of  the  trade.  There  is  a  sort  of  protec- 
tion which  vultures  give  to  lambs.  I 
will  leave  the  question  of  Sunday  closing. 
And  now  I  press  the  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Home  Office  for  information  with 
regard  to  complaints  of  drunkenness  on 
passenger  vessels.  Why  are  passenger 
vessels  plying  on  Sundays  chosen  for 
special  legislation  ?     Under  this  Bill  the 
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hours  are  to  be  shortened  for  Sunday 
refreshments.  Everyone  knows  that  the 
result  will  be  that  people  will  struggle  to 
get  their  meals  and  refreshments  in  the 
limited  period  thus  allowed.  Or  are  the 
passengers  to  take  their  liquors  on 
board  with  them  ?  Then,  the  captain  is 
to  be  fined  £50  in  the  case  of  a  person 
being  discovered  on  board  in  a  state  of 
inebriation !  Is  he  to  look  after  the 
drinking  of  the  passengers  and  thereby 
fail  to  look  after  the  security  of  his  craft  ? 
Again,  why  Sunday  closing  ?  There  is 
another  provision  in  the  interests  of 
temperance.  Again,  on  Sunday  a  man  is  to 
walk  six  miles  for  a  glass  of  beer,  and  back 
again  six  miles.  If  the  public-house  is  only 
five  and  ihiee-quarter  miles  away  he  will 
have  tc  go  further  on.  A  thirsty  traveller, 
with  his  parched  tongue  hanging  out,  is  to 
wa'k  there  and  back  for  a  glass  of  ale, 
and  you  may  imagine  how  he  will  bless 
the  Liberal  Government.  I  think  if  any 
poor  fellow  walks  so  far  he  deserves  his 
glass  of  beer.  But  why  should  he  be 
compelled  to  do  it  on  a  Sunday  and  not 
on  a  Saturday  ?  Give  powers  to  the 
justices  to  close  on  other  days  besides 
Sunday,  and  then  you  will  soon  see  what 
the  nation  thinks.  The  justices  are  also 
to  have  the  power  to  close  public-houses 
on  polling  days.  If  there  is  any  provi- 
sion in  the  Bill  for  which  there  is  no 
justification  that  is  one.  I  have  ques- 
tioned the  Home  Secretary  as  to  the 
arrests  for  drunkenness  during  the  recent 
by-elections.  He  paid  he  would  make 
inquiries.  Why  close  houses  on  polling 
days?  What  is  the  evil?  What  is 
the  vice  ?  What  has  happened  ?  Where 
are  the  arrests  ?  In  the  Hastings  election 
there  was  not  a  single  arrest — in  the  first 
election  fought  on  this  Licensing  Bill. 
In  Peckham  one  man  only  w^as  arrested. 
And  in  Manchester  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  with  a  magnanimity 
and  generosity  which  does  credit  to  his 
character,  admitted  that  the  contest 
had  been  characterised  by  decorum  and 
sobriety.  These  are  facts  or  inventions. 
If  facts,  why  close  the  houses  on  polling 
days  ?  I  want  some  hon.  Member  who 
understands  the  matter  to  tell  me.  At 
present  I  fail  to  see  why  there  should  be 
closing  on  Sundays  and  polling  days. 
Then  there  is  the  delicate  question  of 
tEe  barmaid.  There  is  a  great  deal  in 
that  question,  and  behind  that  question, 
Mr.  BottcmUy, 


as  far  as  the  Government  is  concerned. 
1  have  here  the  report  of  a  deputation 
which  waited  on  the  Home  Secretary  in 
February  last  year — one  of  those  deputa- 
tions the  Government  is  so  ready  to  lend 
an   ear   to — consisting   of   persons  who 
seem  to  be  regarded  as  experts  in  these 
great'matters.     The  deputation  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Bishop  of  Southwark  and 
Mrs.  Ramsay  Macdonald,  and  other  ladies, 
including     one     from     the      Salvation 
Army,  were  there.     These  people  spoke 
to  the  Home  Secretary  about  the  evils 
and  dangers  to  barmaids,  as  though  they 
were  entitled  to  be  treated  as  experts. 
According    to     the    report    the    Home 
Secretary  assured  the  deputation  that, 
generally  speaking,  he  was  in  agreement 
with  the  object  and  arguments  they  had 
advanced.     He  was  convinced  that  thie 
employment  of  girls  and  women  in  bas 
was  open  to  objection   on   grounds  of 
temperance  and  morals,  and  he  promised 
to  deal  with  the  matter  in  his  forthcoming 
Bill.     At  that  time,  no  doubt,  it  was 
assumed  that  the  Home  Secretary  would 
be   in    charge   of   the    Bill.    Well,  the 
barmaids  became  alive  to  the  matter, 
and  some  months  afterwards  they  had 
a  deputation,  and  they  were  introduced 
to  the  Home  Secretary  by  people  who 
were  barmaids,  or  were  officials  of  women's 
trade    associations,    and    having    heard 
their   arguments   the   Home   Secretary, 
having  explained  that  they  must  not 
take^  too  literally  what  he  said  to  the 
previous  deputation,  said — 

"  I  can  assure  you  of  this,  that  any  Govern- 
ment or  any  party  will  think  twice  or  thrice 
before  doing  anything  which  would  seriously 
interfere  or  generally  interfere  with  the  ea* 
ployment  of  women.**^^,  ^ 

That  was  the  assurance  given'  by  the 
Home  Secretary  to  the  bannaids.  Nov 
what  do  we  find  here  ?  We  find  tha* 
justices  are  to  have  an  absolute  di^ 
cretion  and  power  to  prohibit  the  em- 
ployment of  barmaids.  Is  that  a  fat 
filment  of  the  pronuse  that  the  Govern* 
ment  would  think  twice  and  thrice 
before  interfering  with  the  employment 
of  these  women  ?  Again,  I  reqpectfuDj 
ask  the  Home  Secretary,  why  tli 
exclusion  of  barmaids  ?  Has  thefe  lea 
one  case  before  the  Courts  in  the  htf^ 
twenty  or  thirty  years  justifying  thi 
contention  that  the  trade  of  bannsid  il 
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conducive  to  immorality  or  intemper- 
ance ?  I  have  searched  the  reports, 
but  I  have  found  no  case,  and  I  want 
to  know  where  I  shall  find  one.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  presence  of  barmaids  has 
had  a  good  influence  on  the  trade,  and  that 
being  so,  why  the  abolition  of  the  bar- 
maid«i  ?  The  i  there  is  the  exclusion  of 
childrei  from  public-houses.  It  sounds 
plausible  to  say :  "  D  j  i*t  allow  the  child  to 
go  into  the  public-house."  Let  a  buxom 
wench  of  eighteen  years  go  in  as  much  as 
yon  like.  The  drunkard  will  not  look  at 
her.  It  is  on  the  little  child  that  he  will 
cast  eyes  and  to  whom  he  will  address 
wrong  observations.  If  you  study  licens- 
ing statistics  you  will  find  this  extraordin- 
ary feature  about  them,  that  whilst  intem- 
perance is  decreasing  among  the  gener«il 
community  it  is  increasing  among  fe- 
males. That  means  th^t  now  you  do 
not  allow  the  child  to  go  to  the  public- 
house  the  mother  goes  there  herself. 
The^Child  Messenger  Act,  splendid  as 
it  was  in  its  object,  has  done  more  to 
add  to  increased  intemperance  among 
women  in  this  country  than  anything 
else,  and  I  ask  again  if  the  (Government 
will  not  reconsider  the  question  ?  And, 
in  any  case,  do  be  a  little  more  definite. 
Do  not  leave  it  to  local  authorities  to 
define  what  is  a  child.  The  Government 
has  not  the  courage  to  do  that.  I  com- 
mend to  the  Under-Secretary  my  state- 
ment that  the  restriction  as  to  sending 
children  as  messengers  for  their  parents 
lias  had  the  alarming  effect  of  creating 
a  vast  army  of  female  drinkers.  Then 
there  is  the  provision  about  clubs.  I 
will  only  ask  why  we  are  not  taken  into 
the  confidence  of  the  (Jovernment  with- 
out waiting  till  after  the  Second  Read- 
ing ?  Is  it  or  is  it  not  intended  to 
withdraw  the  police  inspection  ?  I  want 
to  know.  Have  the  Government,  or  have 
they  not,  made  up  their  minds  to  with- 
draw that  invidious  and  stupid  provision  ? 
I  am  not  in  the  Cabinet  secrets,  but 
somehow  or  other  I  will  make  myself 
responsible  for  the  statement  that  the 
Government  are  going  to  withdraw  it ; 
but  they  dare  not  tell  their  temperance 
friends  until  they  get  their  Second  Read- 
ing. Everybody  outside  the  (Jovern- 
ment knows,  with  regard  to  the  time- 
limit,  that  it  is  going  to  be  extended, 
but  the^  Prime  Minister  dare  not  tell  his 
temperance   friends  that  they  have  to 


stomach  another  seven  years.  I  only 
make  that  statement  because  the  Govern- 
ment claim  so  much  credit  for  its  courage. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Span  Valley  talked 
about  not  including  in  the  1904  Act  any 
provision  about  clubs.  I  expected  some 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  get  up  and 
say  that  there  was  an  Act  passed  in  1902 
for  the  express  purpose  of  governing 
clubs,  and  which  Act  is  capable  of  dealing 
with  every  evil  incidental  to  club  life. 
How  can  you  close  public-houses  and  at 
the  same  time  put  no  restriction  upon 
clubs  ?  If  you  take  a  census  of  mem- 
bership of  working  men's  clubs  of  London 
to-day  it  is  common  knowledge  that  it 
has  gone  up  enormously  during  the  past 
few  years.  It  is  not  the  number  of  clubs  ; 
it  is  the  membership  you  have  to  consider, 
and  the  membership  will  go  up  every 
week,  and  will  go  up  in  proportion  as  you 
close  the  other  places  in  which  men  can 
get  refreshment.  Mr.  Speaker,  what 
evidence  is  there  that  this  Bill  is  needed  ? 
The  best  evidence  on  the  point  is  the 
evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley.  In  the  early  days  of  this  con- 
troversy, when  the  Bill  was  first  being 
talked  about,  he  criticised  the  fact  that 
the  depreciation  of  brewery  securities 
was  not  due  in  any  way  to  the  Licensing 
Bill.  I  came  across  a  letter  which  con- 
tained this  extraordinary  phrase — 

"  There  must  be  a  further  reason  for  de- 
preciation in  brewery  stocks.  During  the  last 
three  years  public-houses  have  done  on  the 
average  a  much  smaller  trade  than  they  did 
seven  years  ago.  In  the  first  place,  there 
has  been  a  falUng-off  in  the  consumption  of 
the  drink  per  head  of  the  population.  The 
result  is,  I  assume,  that  the  public-houses  and 
beer-houses  of  England  and  Wales  have  during 
the  last  three  years  sold  on  an  average  fifteea 
millions  sterling  worth  of  drink  per  year  less 
than  seven  years  ago." 

I  expect  that  is  true.  But  was  there 
ever  in  history  a  Government  coming 
forward  with  a  great  comprehensive  Bill 
to  deal  with  a  social  evil  which  its  own 
chief  supporters  have  admitted  is  auto- 
matically curing  itself  and  diminishing 
at  an  enormous  rate  ?  I  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  again  why  this  wonderful  hurry 
to  rush  through  this  Bill  for  reducing 
the  facilities  of  drinking  ?  These  reduc- 
tions are  going  on  imder  the  1904  Act. 
Of  course,  it  is  said  that  the  1904  Act  is 
an  Act  which  we  are  entitled  to  throw 
on  one  side.    I  have  been  thinking  a 
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good  deal  dTiring  tliis  discussion  about 
one  aspect  of  the  matter.  Before  the 
1904  Act  there  was  a  general  misconcep- 
tion as  to  the  general  state  of  the  licensing 
law.  The  19i04  Act  was  introduced  to 
put  the  matter  on  some  surer  basis. 
That  Bill  has  been  passed  ;  it  is  working 
in  the  direction  of  a  steady  reduction  in 
licences,  but  almost  before  it  gets  into 
its  stride — to  use  the  phrase  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Spen  Valley — you  propose 
to  repeal  it.  I  wonder  if  the  House 
remembers  that  somewhere  about  the 
same  time  as  the  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  " 
decision  the  House  of  Lords  gave  another 
decision  which  upset  the  general  idea 
with  regard  to  another  matter.  I  refer 
to  the  Taff  Vale  decision.  Because  that 
decision  put  a  totally  new  conception  on 
the  law,  the  very  first  thing  this  Govern- 
ment did  was  to  introduce  the  Trade 
Disputes  Bill.  It  would  be  quite  pos- 
sible for  the  Opposition,  when  they  come 
back  to  power,  to  at  once  introduce  a 
measure  saying  :  "  We  will  not  recognise 
your  Trade  Disputes  Act.  It  put 
the  law  on  a  wrong  basis.  It  was  a 
compromise  aid  we  will  alter  it." 
I  now  come  to  what,  after  all,  are  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  regarded  as  essential. 
I  refer  to  the  question  of  the  time-limit. 
There  are  two  phrases  used  by  the  (Jovem- 
ment.  It  is  intended,  first  of  all,  to 
recover  dominion  over  licensed  premises — 
a  dominion  which  the  State  has  never 
lost,  a  dominion  which  it  has  to-day  to 
the  fullest  extent.  Secondly,  it  is  to 
recover  the  ownership  of  the  monopoly 
value — a  thing  which  it  never  had.  I 
ask  the  House  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
words  to  recover  a  dominion  or  to  recover 
an  ownership  which  it  never  possessed. 
I  listened  with  profound  respect  to  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley,  and  I  confess  I  was  startled  when 
he  told  us  that  it  would  be  quite  an  easy 
thing  for  two  out  of  three  classes  of 
brewery  companies  to  go  on  paying  their 
handsome  dividends  of  5,  or  6,  or  12  per 
cent.,  and  make  full  provision  for  the 
resumption  by  the  State  of  the  monopoly 
value.    He  said — 

"  They  have  only  to  go  on  putting  so  much 
to  the  reserve,  and  the  thing  is  done." 

But  I  thought  this  Bill  was  to  be  a 
temperance  measure,  and  that  it  was 
going  to  reduce  the  sale  of  drink.  If  you 
reduce  the  number  of  licences,  the  hon. 
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Member  assumes  that  the  same  amount 
of  drink  will  be  consumed,  the  same 
dividends  are  to  be  paid,  and  the  reserve 
fund  is  to  be  continued.  It  was  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley  that  the  brewery  compania 
would  automatically  continue  on  exactly 
the  same  lines  as  they  are  to-day.  They 
were  to  suffer  nothing  except  to  give 
up  to  the  State  that  which  belonged  to 
themselves.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  occurred  to  hon.  Members  who  heard 
that  argument  how  it  cut  both  ways. 
But  whatever  may  be  the  effect  of  the 
reduction  in  the  case  of  rich  breweries, 
some  of  them  that  are  poor  and  straggling 
would  be  wiped  out  of  existence,  involving 
ruin  to  thousands  of  innocent  people. 
But,  of  course,  they  do  not  count.  May 
I,  however,  remind  the  House  that  thk 
is  not  a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  capitalisation 
of  joint  stock  companies,  it  is  to  deal  with 
the  sale  of  drink.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
House  has  a  right  to  inquire  into  the  owner 
ship  of  licensed  premises.  If  brewery 
companies  own  them,  they  bought  them. 
It  is  property  legitimately  acquired,  and 
all  this  talk  about  brewery  companies 
seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  away  from 
the  point.  We  have  been  told  that  in 
fourteen  years  the  Government  will  take 
over  the  licences  or  the  monopoly  value. 
I  have  struggled  hard  to  know  what  the 
Government  mean  to  take  over.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Spen  Valley  sayB  that 
the  Government  will  charge  a  fair  rent. 
A  fair  rent  for  what  ?  It  cannot  mean  a 
fair  rent  for  the  premises.  What  about 
the  poor  struggling  men  who  have  sixty 
years  leases  ?  It  is  all  very  well  to  talk 
of  the  rich  brewery  companies,  but  all 
licensed  houses  are  not  owned  by  rich 
companies.  I  have  here  a  letter  from 
the  secretary  of  St.  Thomas's  Hospital — 
an  institution  which  I  suppose  the  hon. 
Member  for  Spen  Valley  would  be  de- 
sirous to  protect.  They  have  asked  me  as 
the  representative  of  the  constituency 
in  which  they  happen  to  have  four 
licensed  premises  with  eighty  years  leases 
to  do  my  very  best  to  prevent  those 
leases  from  falling  into  their  hands  under 
the  proposals  in  this  Bill.  Why  not  take 
over  the  leases  in  such  cases  ?  Do  yon 
think  that  a  man  who  has  been  lured  and 
decoyed  into  putting  capital  into  the 
trade  should  be  left  with  his  premises, 
which  are  fitted  up  for  the  liquor  tradfr 
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and  for  no  other  trade  1  It  seems  to  me 
a  just  criticism  on  this  Bill  to  say  that 
it  is  a  fiscal  measure  rather  than  a  tem- 
perance measure.  What  a  lot  of  nonsense 
is  talked  about  the  law  on  the  subject. 
Even  learned  lawyers  very  much  mis- 
understand the  legal  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion. From  time  immemorial  it  has  been 
settled  law  that  wherever  any  tribunal 
had  the  duty  of  exercising  discretion  that 
discretion  must  not  be  exercised  at  the 
caprice  of  the  tribunal,  but  must  be 
judicially  exercised  honestly  between 
man  and  man,  having  regard  to  their 
livelihoods,  their  just  expectations  and 
their  interests.  That  was  settled  in  a 
case  which  was  decided  in  the  time  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  and  is  known  to  lawyers 
as  Brookes'  case.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Spen  Valley  has  stated  that  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  the  renewal  of  a  licence, 
and  that  it  is  always  a  new  licence  that 
is  granted  annually.  Many  Acts  of 
Parliament  dealing  with  the  licensing 
question  contain  the  express  term 
that  a  licence  shall  be  renewed.  What 
I  do  want  to  say  is  that,  relying  on  the 
compromise  of  the  1904  Act  everybody 
has  assumed  that  the  state  of  the  law 
will  remain  as  settled  by  that  Act.  The 
State  assumed  it  by  valuing  and  rating 
licensed  property  as  though  it  were  going 
to  be  annually  renewed.  As  to  this  talk 
about  assessment,  I  never  heard  of  such 
nonsense  in  my  life.  This  Bill  sets  up  a 
standard  of  its  own  that  the  monopoly 
value  is  the  difference  between  the  value 
of  the  premises  with  and  without  a 
licence  and  then  complains  because  the 
premises  in  the  past  have  not  been 
assessed  on  a  special  basis.  There  is 
another  aspect  that  I  wish  to  refer  to  very 
briefly.  I  wish  to  know  what  evidence 
there  is  that  anybody  wants  the  Bill. 
I  am  told  the  Churches  want  it. 
I  see  no  particular  evidence  that  this 
Bill  is  demanded  by  the  Churches.  I 
know  that  a  protest  was  signed  by  350 
members  of  the  clergy  in  the  diocese  of 
Peterborough,  protesting  against  the 
action  of  the  Bishop  in  supporting  the 
Bill,  and  I  know  that  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester  and  other  bishops  are  strongly 
opposed  to  it.  My  own  view  has  always 
been  that  in  mundane  matters  the  views 
of  the  Bishops  do  not  count ;  they  have 
always  been  wrong — at  any  rate  that 
was  part  of  the  political  creed  of  the 


Liberal  Party  not  so  long  ago.  They 
had  much  better  confine  themselves 
to  their  legitimate  sphere — dealing  with 
the  problem  of  another  world,  and  if 
they  happen  to  be  wrong  in  that  case 
too,  they  will  never  be  found  out.  It 
is  a  strange  thing  for  the  Liberal  Party 
to  found  its  faith  on  the  impregnable 
rock  of  the  Episcopal  Bench.  There 
has  been  one  great  meeting  in  London 
in  support  of  the  Bill.  It  was  presided 
over  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Appleby^ 
who  indulged  in  a  hurricane  of  fanatical 
rhodomontade,  and  was  addressed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
spoke  in  flamboyant  language.  He  spoke 
about  ascending  to  a  brighter  and  a 
purer  firmament  and  all  that  sort  of 
thing,  whilst,  of  course,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Spen  Valley  and  others  followed  his 
example.  The  only  practical,  sensible 
observation  was  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Woolwich,  who  said  that  people 
were  driven  to  the  public-house  by  the 
smells  of  their  rack-rented  dens.  But 
that  is  not  the  theory  of  this  Bill.  A 
disturbance  was  caused,  according  to 
one  report,  by  a  brewers'  drayman  > 
and  the  meeting  broke  out  into  a  hymn, 
the  second  line  of  which  was,  "  Let 
angels  prostrate  fall,"  at  which  stage, 
says  the  veracious  reporter,  the  brewers^ 
drayman  was  dropped  into  the  street.  I 
suppose  this  Bill  will  receive  a' Second 
Reading  on  Monday  by  the  usual  auto- 
matic majority — to  be  an  obedient  unit  in 
which  appears  to  be  the  apotheosis  of  the 
ambition  of  some  of  my  hon.  friends* 
It  will  be  sent  up  to  the  Lords  with  no 
evidence  that  the  country  wants  it,  but 
that  come  what  may,  stand  or  fall, 
reckless  of  consequences,  prepared,  in 
the  words  of  the  Daily  News,  to  sacrifice 
all,  the  Bill  must  pass  as  payment  of  a 
debt  by  the  Government  to  its 'teetotal 
masters.  Well,  Sir,  is  the  (Jovernment 
prepared  to  sacrifice  one  of  its  most 
brilliant  Ministers?  Old-age  pensions, 
land  and  housing  and  taxation  reform, 
may  all  go,  seats  may  be  lost,  but  you 
will  have  your  Bill — you  who  a  year  ago 
said  the  will  of  the  people  must  prevail. 
It  sounds  an  anomaly,  but  the  House  of 
Lords  must  see  that  it  does — and  by 
rejecting  this  Bill,  as  I  for  one  sincerely 
hope  they  will,  they  will  place  you  in 
the  humiliating  position  of  having  to  bury 
it  side  by  side  with  your  three  still-boni 
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education  offspring.  Or  else  you  will 
have  to  go  back  to  the  country  with  the 
knowledge  that  in  the  space  of  three 
«hort  years  you  have  dissipated  the 
greatest  power  ever  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  political  Party,  and  instead  of 
indellibly  impressing  upon  the  early 
annals  of  this  century  the  record  of  a 
great  achievement  you  will  have  thrown 
your  golden  opportunities  to  the  winds, 
and  have  shattered  once  more  the  long- 
delayed  hopes  of  a  too-confiding  people. 

♦Mr.  CKOOKS  (Woolwich):  The 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened 
was  marvellously  clever,  but  it  was  as 
cold  blooded  as  any  I  have  ever  heard. 
The  hon.  Member  began  by  deriding  the 
Ministerial  Party  for  claiming  the 
sympathy  for  this  Bill  of  the  Bishops, 
whom  he  has  frequently  calumniated, 
while  he  himself  claimed  the  support  of 
the  Lords  whom  he  is  always  denouncing. 
That  is  one  of  the  things  that  makes 
one  doubt  the  sincerity  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  was  understood  to 
-aak  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  apologise  for 
challenging  his  sincerity. 

♦Mr.  CROOKS:  Apologise!  Why 
should  I  apologise  ?  One  did  expect  from 
so  eminent  a  person  some  better  argu- 
ment than  the  mere  shilly-shallying  back- 
biting which  led  to  laughter.  Anyone 
can  do  that  quite  easily  and  waste  the 
time  of  the  House  of  Commons  for  an 
hour  or  two.  We  are  face  to  face  with  a 
problem  which  is  far  more  diflScult  than 
the  hon.  Member  seems  to  suppose.  He 
eays  that  the  nation  is  not  behind  us.  I 
^ay  that  the  nation  is  behind  us.  I  only 
value  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  proportion  to  the  oppor- 
tunities it  gives  me  of  voicing  the  opinion 
of  the  people  outside.  A  seat  here  has 
no  other  honour  and  glory  to  me  except 
to  be  useful  to  the  cause  of  the 
people.  The  hon.  Member  talks  about 
representing  the  working-man  and  asks 
for  evidence  of  their  drunkenness,  and  he 

foes  to  the  Courts  for  proof  of  it.  Well, 
e  may  have  an  intimate  knowledge  of 
Courts,  but  I  have  an  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  courts  and  Meys  of  the  East  End 
in  which  the  people  dwell,  and  I  look 
Tipon  the  hon.  Member's  statements  with 
indiflferenoe.    I  well  remember  when  the 
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Act  of  1904  was  being  forced  through  the 
House.  I  was  one  of  the  humble  indi- 
viduals who  lost  their  heads  over  the 
iniquity  of  that  Bill.  I  was  foolish 
enough  to  defy  the  Chair  and  decline  to 
vote,  when  the  Speaker  with  that  kindliness 
of  heart  so  characteristic  of  him  pointed 
out  to  me  that  I  was  not  helping  myself 
or  my  cause  but  insulting  him.  I  tl\pn 
went  into  the  lobby  ana  said  that  the 
then  (rovernment  were  forcing  their  Bill 
through  the  House  to  create  freeholds 
for  the  brewers.  It  was  not  a  publicuis' 
Bill  but  a  brewers'  Bill  and  it  was  robbing 
the  publicans.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Spen  Valley  fully  pointed  out  also  that 
the  publicans  had  rights,  that  the  licences 
had  been  given  to  them,  but  that  Parlia- 
ment was  doing  nothing  for  them  though 
it  had  given  them  a  right  to  do  certam 
things  in  certain  places.  Will  hon. 
Gentlemen  deny  that  the  people  of  the 
country  have  a  right  to  interfere  with 
that  right  which  they  have  given  for 
nothing?  When  a  company  obtains  a 
franchise  for  laying  down  tramways  it 
is  well  known  that  in  everv  Act  there 
is  provision  that  at  the  ena  of  twenty- 
one  years  they  are  bound  to  sell  it  to 
the  local  authority  for  its  mere  value  as 
it  stands  and  that  nothing  is  paid  for 
goodwill.  What  is  good  enough  for 
tramways  should  be  good  enough 
for  public-house  licences.  The  brewers 
bought  the  public-houses  at  boom  prices— 
they  were  tumbling  over  one  another  to 
get  premises  in  which  they  could  compel 
people  to  take  their  stuff — some  of  it 
good  and  some  bad.  I  have  seen  a  man 
drinking  a  pot  of  sour  beer  and  smacking 
his  lips  after  with  the  remark,  *'Ah! 
there  ain't  no  bad  beer."  I  am  going  to 
give  a  few  humble  facts.  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  the  brewers  paid  ai^ 
abnormal  price  for  many  of  these  houses 
and  then  manipulated  the  books  in  order 
to  keep  down  the  local  rates  they  would 
have  to  pay.  I  know  of  a  free-house 
which  cost  £19,000. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  give  the  name  and  locality  of 
the  house  1 

♦Mr.  CROOKS:  I  h\ve  neither  tlw 
legal  nor  the  financial  training  of  the  hoD. 
Member,  but  I  will  give  the  name  of  the 
brewers,  and  of  the  house  for  which  they 
paid  £19,000.  The  brewers  then  came 
up  to  the  Assessment  Committee  with 
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two  documents  and  said,  "  This  house  is 
let  on  a  lease ;  it  cost  £7,000/'  But  said 
the  Committee,  "  You  gave  £19,000  for 
it."  *»  Oh  yes  ;  that  was  so,  but  there  is 
£11,000  for  goodwill,  and  you  cannot 
assess  the  go<)dwi]l,"  and  then  they 
brought  another  set  of  books.  I  said, 
"  Of  course,  this  is  all  very  well,  but  who 
had  £11,000  for  the  goodwill"!?  *'0h," 
they  said,  **  the  tenant  who  has  gone  out.'' 
I  said,  "  May  we  have  him  present  as  a 
witness."  They  replied,  ''He  has  gone 
away,  and  we  don't  know  where  to  find 
him."  I  said,  "I  will  give  you  his 
address  if  you  like,"  and  the  fact  is  the 
man  had  not  11,000  farthings.  That  is 
the  way  in  which  they  get  round  the 
Aeseissment  Committee  when  they  want 
to  pay  less  rates,  but  they  add  on  the 
goodwill  when  they  want  compensation. 
I  know  a  case  where  a  poor  man,  a 
publican,  gave  £600  for  the  four  years 
lease  of  a  public-house,  and  the  brewers 
who  were  the  owners  of  the  property 
said  to  him,  "  Now  you  must  take  up  a 
twenty  one  years  lease."  The  man  said, 
"  I  cannot  very  well,  I  have  not  the 
money."  They  said,  "  Look  here,  we  will 
give  you  a  twenty-one  years  lease  of  this 
house,  and  you  pay  us  a  premium  of 
£2,000  ;  at  least  you  don't  pay  it  to  us  you 
owe  it  to  us."  So  it  was  put  down  on  paper 
that  he  owed  them  £2,000  for  a  twenty- 
one  years  lease.  Well,  they  robbed  him 
of  his  £600  by  bringing  all  the  forces  of 
law  to  bear  upon  the  poor  man.  These 
people  who  are  screaming  out  about 
confiscation  have  robbed  more  men  and 
widows  than  ever  the  temperance  party  has 
done.  I  remember  a  case  of  a  widow  who 
had  a  "  tied  "  house.  She  was  in  the  habit 
of  taking  her  strong  ales  from  a  Burton 
firm,  but  the  London  firm  took  to  brewing 
their  own  Burton,  and  as  she  was  "  tied  ' 
to  them  they  sent  it  to  her.  She  had  the 
courage  to  say  she  would  not  have  it. 
They  said,  **  You  will  take  it  or  get  out 
of  the  house."  Ultimately  she  had  to  go 
on  her  koees  to  the  manager  to  be 
allowed  to  earn  her  daily  bread,  but  he 
said,  **  The  house  is  let,  you  must  get 
out."  Can  they  bring  such  a  charge 
against  the  temperance  party  1  Take 
another  case :  a  man  goes  to  a  firm  and 
wants  a  public-house.  He  has  saved 
£400.  They  say,  "  That  is  a  ridiculous 
amount,  but  as  you  are  a  respectable  man 
we  may  come  to  terms.  What  do  you 
want  1 "  He  says,  "  I  thought  the  *  Pig 
and  Lion  '  was  going,"  and,  that  being  so, 
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the  poor  man  pays  his  money  down  to 
find  out  afterwards  that  he  has  been 
robbed  by  way  of  an  imaginary  loan  to 
him  of  £5,000  at  5  per  cent.,  although 
the  rent  is  comparatively  low.  Of  course, 
he  goes  in  ;  he  has  no  previous  experience 
of  such  things,  but  he  thinks  it  is 
Paradise  to  get  a  public-house,  but  in  the 
end  he  finds  out  that  he  has  got  to 
the  other  shop.  At  the  end  of  a  few 
months  he  appeals  to  the  Assessment 
Committee  and  says,  ''I  cannot  pay  the 
amount."  "Why,"  you  ask,  "what  is 
the  value  of  the  house,  what  will  it 
fetch  1 "  Then  you  get  to  the  bewilder- 
ing mysteries  in  connection  with  the 
hypothetical  tenant.  They  ask,  "What 
did  you  pay?"  and  he  says  "£300; 
but  it  is  the  loan  that  is  killing 
me,  and  the  brewers  say  if  I  do  not 
pay  up  I  shall  have  to  get  out."  Will 
hon.  Members  who  know  something  about 
brewery  shares  tell  me  how  it  was  that 
when  "  the  boom  "  went  down  they  never 
attempted  to  reduce  the  loan  to  the 
publican,  but  they  said  "  We  must  keep 
the  loan  up,  but  we  will  take  2  per  cent, 
or  1  per  cent,  interest  on  the  capital 
amount  remaining."  That  must  be  shown 
to  the  shareholders  to  demonstrate  the 
value  of  the  property,  and  therefore  it  is 
idle  when  we  say  "  Why  don't  you  go  to 
the  brewers  and  get  a  reduction  of  the 
loan."  The  result  is  that  in  the  end  the 
tenant  has  to  go  out  and  another  poor 
wretch  has  to  go  in,  and  that  is  how  the 
people  act  you  are  asking  us  to  have 
sympathy  and  pity  for  to-day.  How  do 
they  act  to  others  ?  The  fact  is  that  this 
sort  of  thing  has  gone  too  far.  And  when 
they  talk  about  putting  people  out  of 
employment,  what  is  their  record  about 
putting  men  out  of  work  1  I  say  nothing 
about  making  them  physical  wrecks  and 
putting  them  out  of  public-houses.  To 
hear  them  argue  about  barmaids  one 
would  think  they  would  rush  oflf  with 
their  own  daughters  to  get  them  a  job  in 
a  public-house.  It  is  said  that  the 
presence  of  barmaids  has  a  refining 
influence  upon  the  men,  but  I  have  seen 
the  opposite  when  two  fellows  are  quar- 
relling over  the  girls.  Here  in  London 
is  a  brewery  site  for  sale.  That 
brewery  site  was  bought  because  an 
Act  of  Parliament  compelled  the  London 
County  Council  to  re  house  certain  people 
who  had  been  thrown  out  of  their 
houses  by  the  Strand  improvement.  No 
less   a    sum    than    £200,000    was   paid 
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to  that  brewery  for  that  site.     The  real  j 
value  was  £45,000.     As  soon  as  they  got  \ 
the  £200,000  of  course  they  looked  after 
the  men   who  were   working  for   them  I 
because    they    are    so     anxious     about  [ 
the  unemployed  1     No,    they   did    not ;  I 
they  transferred  their  business  to  another  I 
firm.     They   went    on  selling  just    the  | 
same,  but  they  did  not  increase  the  staff  | 
of  the  brewery  which   was  doing  two 
breweries'   work.     Whenever    they    are  i 
concentrating  their  efforts   they  pursue  ) 
that  policy.     I  will  tell  a  story  which  I ! 
have  told  before  about  these  wonderful  j 
people  we  are  asked  to  pity.    When  they  ' 
go     to    new     licensing     justices,     they  j 
invariably   play   this   game  and  play   it  \ 
very   successfully.     They  say   "We  are 
prepared  to  surrender  three  licences  if 
you   will  give  us  one  other."     I   know 
cases  where  the  brewers  paid  10s.  or  153. 
a  week  to  the  caretakers  who  live   in 
three  houses,  the  "  Waterman's  Arms,"  the 
«  Noah's  Ark,"  and  the  "  Black  Horse." 
On  these  three  licences  they  lost  from  £75 
to  £80  a  year  to  keep  them  alive,  and  they 
wont  to  the  Middlesex  justices,  and  said, 
"In    the   interests    of  temperance    and 
the   morality  of  this  particular  district 
we  are  prepared  to  surrender  these  three 
licences,"  and  the  licensing  justices,  sweet 
innocent  men  that  they  are,  said  **  Here  is 
a  sacrifice,"  and  they  gave  the  brewers  a 
blazing   gin    palace   at  the  corner  of  a 
street  in  place   of  them.     The  persons 
who   were  turned    out    of   these    throe 
houses  got  nothing  at  all.     Not  a  bit  of 
it.     There  was  moreover  a  case  in  which 
compensation  to  the  extent  of  £6,150  was 
paid,  but  the  licence  holder  only  got  £100. 
And  they  say  they  are  looking  after  the 
licence  holder  all  the  time.     Do  not  you 
believe   it.     When   in    1904    we   moved 
from  these  benches  an  Amendment  that 
the  licence  holder  should  have  the  first 
claim  upon  the  compensation,  and  I  said 
that  if  the  Bill  was  to  be  a  temperance  Bill 
it  would  not  back  up  the  brewers,  they 
did  not  cheer,  but  they  smiled,  and  when 
I  asked  a  question  about  it  the  Solicitor- 
General   said   they    were    not    arguing 
the   point.      As  to  clubs   I    want    the 
club  to   be    a    useful   place   and   not   a 
place   for  drunkenness  and   debauchery. 
Why   jeer   us  about    that  ?       An    hon. 
Member  who  has  left  the  House  may  be 
reminded  that  in  his  own  division  there 
is  a  great  political  club,  and  I  have  known 
a.  brilliant  politician  to  be  addressing  a 
public  meeting   in  that  club,  and  while 
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the  bars  were  well  filled,  the  audience 
consisted  of  twelve.  If  these  men  believe 
in  their  own  clubs  they  will  back  this 
Government  up  and  get  this  Bill  through, 
and  suppress  with  an  iron  hand  any 
bogus  clubs  which  may  spring  up  in  our 
midst.  We  are  told  that  if  we  pass  this 
Bill  we  shall  never  come  back.  What  of 
it  1  It  will  be  a  glorious  memory  if  we 
try  to  do  something  while  we  are  here 
towards  preventing  drunkenness.  There 
has  been  enough  swindling  over  these 
loans,  and  it  is  time  it  was  ended.  I  know 
another  house  near  the  place  where  I  live 
which  has  always  been  a  disreputable 
house.  It  has  Ruined  about  six  men  who 
put  their  money  into  it,  and  the  last  man 
had  to  keep  it  open.  It  was  shut  up  the 
other  day  and  they  got  £2,000  for  it,  some- 
one having  told  some  more  lies  about  it. 
Now  the  building  is  let  as  a  clothing 
factory.  What  the  House  does  not 
seem  to  understand  is  this:  that 
if  you  put  licensed  premises  in  a 
given  district  you  deteriorate  the 
whole  of  the  district.  Take  the  Earl 
of  Sefton.  I  am  told  that  he  owns 
a  considerable  part  of  Liverpool.  He 
would  not  be  a  teetotaller,  but  he  finds  it 
more  profitable  not  to  have  licensed  houses 
on  his  property  and  will  not  have  them. 
I  am  told  that  the  Peckham  elecuon  was 
not  won  by  beer  but  by  coals,  but  thej 
boasted  that  they  had  won  it,  and  if  they 
call  that  a  victory  let  them.  Let  them 
have  all  the  victories  they  like  at  that 
price.  I  want  to  ask  the  House  whether 
it  feels  that  it  has  any  obligation  to  dis- 
charge for  the  morality  and  well-being  not 
of  the  voters  but  those  humble  people 
who  live  in  our  courts  and  alleys,  and  who 
are  not  qualified  to  get  on  to  the  voters' 
lists.  We  are  often  asked,  "  What  do  the 
voters  say  V*  But  who  helps  thesepoor 
people  who  have  no  votes?  Wnen- 
ever  a  public-house  is  put  down  in 
a  working-class  neighbourhood,  it  is 
argued  that  it  is  not  fair  to  make  a 
man  go  a  mile  or  two  to  the  next  hooM 
for  his  drink.  Mr.  Speaker,  they  are  nol 
worried  about  the  man  going  another 
mile,  it  is  his  twopence  that  they  are  afiier. 
They  think  that  if  he  had  to  go  another 
mile  he  would  go  without  his  beer — that 
he  would  give  it  up.  Wise  man.  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House  said  that  the  Child  Messenger  KD 
had  caused  much  drunkenness  amoogrt 
women.  Are  the  little  children  now  to 
'  be  dragged  in  so  that  they  may  dp  from 
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ler's  bottle  and  mother's  jug  going 
3.  There  are  two  public-houses  near 
e  I  live.     I  know  of  one  where  there 

lot  of  drunkenness,  but  nobody  is 
locked  up  because  tbey  manage  to 

each  other  up  until  they  get  home ; 
^here  is  nothing  against  that  house, 
use  nobody  is  charged  with  drunken- 
There  is  another  house  near  a 
keting  place,  and  in  the  morning  the 
8  stand  wide  open  and  women  go  in, 
)times,  perhaps,  with  the  potatoes 
ih  they  have  bought  in  their  aprons, 

the  publican  lends  them  a  knife  in 
\T  that  they  may  pe«  I  their  potatoes 
ie  having  their  drink,  so  that  they 

stop  a  little  longer.  This  they  say 
.  question  of  the  freedom  of  the 
ect.  We  are  told  you  are  interfering 
1  the  liberty  of  Englishmen,  and  now 
e  children  are  to  have  no  right  to  be 
ected.  You  are  creating  more 
akenness  amongst  women.  To-day, 
3very  day,  we  listen  to  the  Lord's 
yer  in  this  House.  Think  of  it ;  while 
[lere  are  praying,  "  Lead  us  not  into 
ptation,"  we  are  leaving  the  tempta- 

to  our  weaker  brothers  and  sisters 
>  are  not  able  to  withstand  it.  Think 
le  thousands  of  little  children  living 
r  lives  under  conditions  in  which  you 
Id  not  keep  your  dogs,  and  simply 
kuse  of  the  viciousness  of  their  mothers 
fathers.  You  men,  who  sit  in  this 
ise  and  know  the  average  workmen 

his  capacity  and  temptation,  think 
X  it  means,  and  as  it  is  given  to 
,  so  you  must  use  your  power  to  pre- 
b  temptation  falling  in  the  way  of 
r  weaker  brothers  and  sisters,  and 
3  the  little  children.  I  know  some 
en  foetid  slums  which  it  is  a  wonder 

allowed  to  remain  by  the  sanitary 
►ector,  and  which  are  absolutely  unfit 
people  to  live  in  ;  but  so  long  as  these 
p^e  can  get  at  the  drink  and  get 
•reformed  for  the  night,  they  do  not 
)  under  what  conditions  they  live, 
many  of  the  social  evils  which  this 
ntry  has  to  face  would  vanish  into 
I  air  to-morrow  if  we  were  a  sober 
on.  We  are  asked,  Why  do  we 
it  to  close  the  public-houses  on  polling 

?  Well,  we  want  to  close  them  on 
ing     day     because     we     want     to 

level  with  the  rich  man.  We 
not.  We  want  to  get  men  sober  on 
ing  day.  We  want  to  get  them  to 
3  with  a  sober  mind.  We  want  to 
vent  a  man  going  into  a  public-house, 


putting  down  sixpence,  and  getting  a  pint 
of    beer  and   change   for  a  half-crown. 
There  are  incidents  of  that  character  in 
all  elections,  and  the  candidate,  to  whom 
I  give  every  credit,  knows  nothing  about 
it,  because  it  is  included  sometimes  in 
what  is  known  as  "  perftonal  expenses,"  of 
which  it  is  no  use  asking  for  details, 
because    they    cannot    be    given.     But 
if     these     houses    were    shut    up    on 
polling  days    you    would    have    several 
hundreds    of    committee    rooms    doing 
nothing.     I  am  not  blaming  either  Party 
for  doing  all  this,  but  we  all  know  that 
the  rich  man  or  his  agents  will  do  it,  and 
we  want  to  remove  them  from  the  tempta- 
tion.    There  is  something  to  be  said  for 
municipal  control   as  well  as   municipal 
supply,  but  I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
it  is  just  as  bad  to  get  municipally  drunk 
as  drunk  with  private  enterprise.     But  if 
we  had  municipal  control  we  should  shut 
up  on  polling  days  nearly  400  of  these 
committee  rooms  in  every  district  in  the 
country.  When  a  trade  says  "  Our  trade  is 
our  politics,"  then  you  have  a  committee 
room  at  once  in  every  public-house  in  the 
country.    People  say  to  me,  '*  I  love  your 
Bill,  but  I  am  going  to  vote  against  you," 
and  I  say  '*  That  is  right,  my  friend,  do  not 
put  up  a  bill  in  your  windows,   I  shall 
lose  two  votes  on  the  other  side  if  you 
do."    We  want    this    Bill.      It    is    an 
earnest  contribution  to  the  solution  of  a 
difficult  problem.    Of  course  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  noise  and  enthusiasm  against 
the  Bill.     I  do  not  deny  it.     But  when  I 
think  of  the  many  pressing  things  we 
need  upon  which  you  cannot  get  up  any 
enthusiasm,    when   I  think  of  the  need 
of    better    housing     in     the    country, 
and      the     need      for     organising     the 
unemployed,     then     I    come     back     to 
the  fact  that  because  you  can  chloroform 
men  day  by  day  with  drink  they  care 
not  for  the  conditions  under  which  they 
live.     I  hope  we  are  going  to  strengthen 
this  Bill  and  to  give  to  all  respectable 
clubs  inspection.     We  do  not  always  like 
to  have  the  policeman  as  an  inspector. 
He  is  a  decent,  respectable  chap,  no  doubt, 
but  whenever  he  retires  from  the  force 
the  publican  always  heads  a  subscription 
list  to  give  him  a  testimonial,  and  that 
seems    to  create    a  bias  in  our  minds 
somehow ;  so  we  do  not  want  a  policeman 
to    be  the    inspector,    but    supervision 
there   must  be,  because  we  cannot  have 
these   boozing  clubs  about  the  country. 
It  is  no  use  saying  to  me  the  thing  does 
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not  exist,  because  it  does.  I  am  a 
teetotaller  myself,  but  I  was  taken  into  a 
club  the  other  day,  and  when  I  saw  what 
was  going  on  I  came  out.  A  man  who 
was  coming  out  behind  me  said,  "  This  is  all 
right,  ain't  it  1 "  I  said  "  What  is  the  matter 
with  it  1 "  and  he  said,  "  Look  what  is  going 
on,  and  I  am  a  Tory,  I  am."  I  said  **  Then 
what  do  you  belong  to  it  for  ? "  and  he  said, 
"  Because  I  can  get  a  drink  of  a  Sunday 
morning,  what  oh  !"  They  give  them  all 
respectable  names.  I  can  imagine  "  The 
Sir  Gilbert  Parker  Institute  and  Club  " — 
anything  to  give  it  a  tone  or  air  of 
respectability.  I  want  the  Bill  amended. 
We  have  got  to  give  the  people  less 
facilities  for  drink.  The  man  out  of 
work  will  frequently  have  a  drink  given 
to  him  long  before  he  gets  twopence  to 
get  a  bit  of  bread  and  cheese.  The  whole 
of  our  public  system  seems  to  be  per- 
meated with  drink,  drink,  drink.  If  you 
make  a  bargain,  "  Come  and  have  a  drink." 
If  you  sustain  a  loss,  "  Come  and  have  a 
drink."  If  you  fall  out  with  a  man,  the 
first  thing  you  do  when  you  are  recon- 
ciled to  him  is  to  have  a  drink.  When 
1  look  at  our  lunatic  asylums,  when  I 
look  at  our  workhouses,  where  all  the 
manhood  has  been  crushed  out  of  our 
citizens,  when  we  want  strong  men  and 
strong  women  to  fight  the  battles  of  the 
future — then  I  say  we  want  a  strong 
Bill.  The  abolition  of  the  public-houses 
in  the  working-class  neighbourhoods  would 
do  that.  I  know  what  the  life  of  some 
working-men  is.  Yet  you  wonder  he  does 
not  live  a  better  life.  Give  him  a  chance 
and  remove  the  temptation  from  him.  Re- 
member, it  was  Cain  who  said  "  Am  I 
my  brother's  keeper  ?  "  The  House  has 
been  very  kind  to  listen  to  me.  I  have 
not  gone  into  the  abstract  questions  of 
finance.  They  are  not  my /(^r/^.  I  know 
little  of  finance  except  the  need  of  it. 
But  the  House  must  know  this  :  tied 
houses  have  led  to  more  drunkenness  than 
any  other  conditions.  When  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  East  Worcestershire  gave  us 
that  little  homily  about  the  sobriety  of 
the  people  of  Germany,  and  said  that  they 
did  not  get  drunk,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston  said  they  could  not.  Yes,  I 
knew  a  poor  woman  who  followed  her 
husband  into  a  public-house  down  our 
way,  and  who  said  to  those  behind  the 
bar,  "  Don't  you  keep  my  husband  here 
drinking  and  making  him  drunk."  **  Lord 
bless  you,  mum,"  they  replied,  "he  won't 
get  drunk  here  ;   he  may  burst."      If  the 
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Excise  man  had  been  there,  there  would 
have  been  some  trouble.  Do  you  doubt 
that  some  of  these  poor  men  have  heen 
robbed  of  the  money  which  they  have 
put  into  the  public-houses  ?  It  wa» 
my  duty  to  take  the  head  out  of  a 
puncheon  one  day.  In  that  puncheoD 
I  found  a  lady's  pink  silk  stocking 
half  full  of  tobacco.  I  suppose  that 
was  to  give  it  a  flavour.  I  looked  at  the 
district  from  which  it  came.  I  found  it 
was  a  densely  populated  poor  neighbour- 
hood. Why  adulterate  it  1  They  get 
drunk  all  the  quicker.  Yes,  indeed  there 
is  need  for  this  Bill.  There  is  need  to 
give  the  publican  a  little  more  freedom 
and  to  make  him  less  the  slave  of  the 
brewer  than  he  has  been.  The  brewer 
has  been  a  bad  master  except  in  one  or 
two  cases  where  he  has  lived  up  to  his 
obligations.  You  ask  me  to  pity  him 
when  he  has  been  so  remorseless  to 
people  for  whom  he  is  responsible.  I  say 
"  No,  even  handed  justice  if  you  like ; 
no  favouritism  anywhere."  In  the  in- 
terests of  the  poorest  of  the  poor  and 
that  they  may  have  an  opportunity  to 
live  sober,  clean  lives,  I  ask  the  House 
and  the  Government  to  force  this  Bill 
through,  though  wo  may  lose  every  seat 
we  hold.  The  Labour  Party  are  pre- 
pared to  do  it,  any  how,  if  we  never  see 
the  inside  of  this  House  again. 

*:»Ir.  /  SHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black  .ool) : 
I  should  not  have  presumed  to  intervene 
in  this  debate,  because  there  are  numy 
Members  who  understand  the  intricacies 
of  the  question  better  than  I  do,  if 
I  did  not  wish  briefly  to  bring 
before  the  notice  of  the  House  the  case  ^ 
those  who  will  be  deprived  of  their 
employment  under  this  Bill.  I  refer 
to  the  women  who  will  be  turned  out 
of  their  employment  under  Clause 
*20.  Perhaps  hon.  Members  imagine  that 
the  only  people  who  can  be  turned  out 
of  their  employment  under  the  Bill  are 
the  barmaids.  Even  if  that  were  so,  I 
should  not  hesitate  to  raise  my  voice  iD 
protest  against  thii  measure,  because 
there  has  not  been  put  forward  a  tittle  of 
evidence  to  prove  that  this  hoDtot,  hard- 
working class  of  women  deserve  to  be 
turned  out  into  the  street  to  starve  or  to 
take  refuge  in  something  stiU  worse. 
There  are  at  the  present  time  96,000 
licensed  holders  in  England  and  Wakiy 
and  it  is  computed — and  I  think  il  is  » 
fair  and  modest  computation — that  DOllw 
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than  from  80,000  to  100,000  women  are 
employed  in  and  about  those  portions  of 
licensed  houses  where  liquor  is  sold.  Nay, 
more ;  it  applies  to  other  large  numbers 
of  people,  because  the  Bill  says  "any 
women  employed  on  licensed  premises." 
Not  only  does  it  give  power  to  the  licensing 
justices  to  prevent  any  women  being 
employed  in  the  bar  of  a  public-house, 
but  to  prevent  any  woman  acting  as  a 
cashier,  as  a  clerk,  as  a  waitress,  and 
indeed  as  a  chambermaid  in  any  of  our 
big  hotels.  I  cannot  imagine  that  this 
House  fullv  realises  what  a  gross  injustice 
may  be  done  to  women,  especially  when 
we  consider  that  women  have  no  con- 
stitutional means  in  our  political  system 
of  expressing  their  opinion  with  reference 
to  this  measure.  What  precedents  are 
there  fur  the  House  of  Parliament 
interfering  with  the  freedom  of  contract 
and  labour  of  grown-up  women  ?  There 
are  only  two  ;  one  affected  a  very  small 
elass  and  was  the  case  of  women  who 
are  not  allowed  to  take  part  in  certain 
processes  of  white  lead  manufacture, 
which  are  undoubtedly  dmngerous  and 
injurious  to  health.  The  other  case 
in  which  large  numbers  of  women 
were  affected  was  that  of  the  Mines  and 
Collieries  Act  of  1842.  It  was  brought 
in  at  the  instance  of  my  grandfather, 
Lord  Ashley.  There  can  be  no  possible 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  If  hon. 
Members  will  read  the  debates  in  the 
House  in  1842  they  will  see  that  the 
women  were  treated  more  like  brute 
beasts  than  human  beings.  They 
worked  practically  naked,  dragging  heavy 
weights  in  mines  where  the  police  could 
not  penetrate ;  and  the  Legislature  rightly 
said  that  women  and  children  must 
not  be  employed  in  them.  These  are 
the  only  two ;  precedents  that  can  be 
quoted  in  support  of  this  clause  that 
women  shall  not  be  employed  in 
licensed  premises.  What  are  the 
arguments  brought  forward  in  support 
of  the  Government's  proposal  ]  It  is  very 
hard  to  find  any  arguments.  I  have  read 
very  carefully  the  only  book  available 
wliioh  has  been  published  by  those  who 
wish  to  carry  out  this  prohibition  ;  and, 
although  there  are  many  insinuations 
and  suggestions  that  there  are  other 
emplqynients  preferable,  yet  there  are 
no  facts  adduced  which  would  induce 
this  House  to  prevent  women  engaging 
if  they  so  wish  in  this,  what  I  call,  lawful 
and  honest  occupation.   On  what  grounds 


can  we  justify  interference?  We  can 
intervene  on  moral  and  physical  grounds. 
Let  me  take  the  physical  ground.  It  is 
said  that  women  engaged  in  licensed 
houses  stand  undue  hours.  I  think 
that  may  be  so  and  possibly  legis- 
lation is  needed.  It  is  said  that 
the  atmosphere  is  not  conducive  to 
good  health.  Whose  fault  is  that  ? 
Surely  that  is  the  fault  of  the  licensing 
justices,  whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  every 
house  before  it  is  licensed  is  in  a  sani- 
tary and  proper  state.  Do  the  Govern- 
ment in  bringing  forward  this  clause  take 
the  moral  ground  1  If  they  do,  let  them 
come  out  into  the  open  and  state  what 
they  know  against  the  moral  charactef  of 
the  women  employed  in  licensed  houses. 
Do  not  let  us  have  insinuations  without 
facts.  Let  us  have  some  proof  that  this 
large  and  hard-working  class,  numbering 
from  150,000  to  200,000  women,  are  any 
less  moral  than  the  women  employed 
in  the  factories  or  the  large  shops.  What 
is  the  Governments  attitude?  I  tbink 
the  attitude  taken  up  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary is  really  the  strongest  argument 
that  I  can  adduce  why  the  House  should 
not  pass  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill 
to-night  without  knowing  what  it  is  doing 
with  reference  to  the  employment  of 
women.  A  deputation  of  barmaids  inter- 
viewed the  Home  Secretary  a  month  or 
two  ago  and  expressed  their  views  through 
the  secretary  of  their  union.  What 
did  the  Home  Secretary  say  in  answer 
to  these  ladies  1    He  said — 

*'  I  feel  there  would  be  a  hardship  if  a 
licensing  authority  were  to  order  in  some  big 
town  that  no  barmaids  were  to  be  employed, 
but  I  think  no  licensing  authority  wdl,  in  f act, 
do  that,  but  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
prevent  it." 

That  is  a  most  extraordinary  attitude 
to  take  up.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  there  would  be  a  great  hardship 
if  this  clause  were  put  in  operation,  but 
he  hopes  no  licensing  authority  would  do 
so,  and  he  keeps  it  m  the  Bill.  If  that 
is  the  only  argument  you  can  bring 
forward  in  support  of  this  most  unjust 
proposal,  then  we  ought  not  to  pass 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  without 
having  some  statement  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  what  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  is  going  to  be.  Why 
have  these  proposals  really  been  put 
forward  1  There  is  on  the  part  of  many 
hon.  Members  in  this  House  a  curious 
and    unreasoning    hatred    of    anything 
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to  do  with  the  licensing  trade.  They 
wish  to  strike  at  that  trade  in  any  way 
they  can,  and  they  know  that  by  pre- 
venting the  employment  off  women 
in  licensed  houses  they  will  deal  a 
blow  at  it.  There  are  large  bodies 
of  people  in  this  country  who  are 
extremely  jealous  of  the  introduction  of 
female  labour  in  competition  with  male 
labour.  They  wish  to  prevent  women 
raising  themselves  in  the  social  state, 
and  getting  into  the  skilled  trades ;  and 
this  is  an  attempt  to  replace  female  by 
male  labour.  It  may  be  said,  as  the 
Home  Secretary  has  said,  that  no  bench 
of  licensing  justices  will  ever  prevent 
women  from  gaining  an  honest  livelihood 
in  this  way,  but  such  a  thing  has  been 
done  in  the  past.  It  seems  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  no  Minister  is  present 
while  a  very  important  measure  is  being 
discussed.  The  Glasgow  magistrates 
issued  an  edict,  which  was  withdrawn 
as  it  was  beyond  their  powers,  that 
no  single  woman  should  be  employed 
in  the  bars  of  the  public-houses 
in  that  city.  That  shows  what  will 
happen  if  you  give  power  to  those 
people  who  may  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  trade,  and  if 
you  pass  the  Bill  with  these  clauses  in  it 
you  will  do  it  with  your  eyes  open 
as  to  what  the  effects  may  be.  But 
there  has  been  some  weakening  in  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  this  measure,  because  the  Under- 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
stated  that  those  at  present  employed  in 
this  industry  would  be  allowed  a 
certificate,  and  might  continue  to 
work  in  licensed  premises  as  long 
as  they  wished.  That  is  to  say,  these 
women  are  to  be  treated  in  the  same  way 
as  the  Chinese  coolie  who  goes  out  of  his 
compound  in  the  afternoon.  Really  I 
thinx  this  is  adding  insult  to  injury.     I 

would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  were  present,  and  I  speak  for  these 
women,  that  they  will  accept  no  com- 
promise in  this  matter.  What  they 
claim  is,  and  I  most  strongly  support 
them,  to  have  a  free  and  unfettered 
right  to  gain  their  livelihood,  if  they  so 
wish,  on  licensed  premises  which  have 
been  hall-marked  by  the  licensing  justices 
as  being  respectable.  These  same  licens- 
ing justices  are  to  have  the  power  to 
prevent  these  women  working  on  these 
Jlr,  Ashley. 


premises,  having  themselves  issued  a 
licence  to  say  that  the  house  is  respectable. 
If  the  house  is  respectable  you  have  no 
right  to  prevent  grown  up  women  being 
emploved  there.  If  it  is  not  respectable 
it  ought  not  to  be  licensed. 

Mr.  MACLEAN  (Bath)  :  The  whofe 
incidence  of  this  clause  will  apply  to 
future  employment  and  new  women  who 
are  brought  into  the  trade. 

♦Mr.  ASHLEY:  My  point  i«  that  the 
hardship  the  women  complain  of  is  thai 
you  are  going  permanently  to  take  away 
200,000  situations  from  women  and  hand 
them  over  to  men. 

Mr.  MACLEAN:  What  women  are 
making  this  outcry  1  The  employment 
of  existing  women  on  licensed  premiset 
is  going  to  be  secured  to  them.  Those  to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  is  referring  most 
be  future  aspirants  of  whom  he  cannot 
possibly  have  any  knowledge.  Passing 
from  that,  which  is  purely  a  Committee 
point,  to  one  or  two  of  the  main  provisions 
which  have  been  disputed  in  regard  to 
this  measure,  one  idea  that  has  come 
from  the  benches  opposite  is  that  the 
Bill  proposes  to  inflict  hardships  upon 
certain  individuals  in  the  community. 
The  case  which  has  been  presented  from 
this  side  of  the  House  and  from  the 
Labour  Benches  is  that  while  some  hard- 
ships will  be  inflicted  on  certain  indivi- 
duals in  the  community,  this  measure 
stands  for  the  good  of  the  community  as 
a  whole.  No  answer  has  yet  been  given 
in  any  clear  and  definite  terms  to 
the  question  asked  by  the  Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  Party 
opposite  with  regard  to  the  time-limit 
There  has  been  more  or  less  an  idea  pat 
forward  that  they  are  not  altogether 
opposed  to  it,  but  the  position  that  has 
been  taken  up  clearly  and  definitely 
shows  that  their  claim  is  a  freehold  dsim 
and  nothing  less,  because  they  raqoire 
that  such  compensation  as  is  paid  shaD 
be,  not  in  regard  to  mere  monopoly  valaa^ 
but  for  the  whole  undertaking  of  the 
licence  holder  and  the  brewery  in  con- 
nection with  these  premises.  That  posi- 
tion I  suggest  is  absolutely  untenabtofrooi 
the  legal  and  from  the  equitable  point  of 
view.  What  is  the  idea  which  has  alwaji 
underlain  a  licence?    The  hon.  Mimkc 
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for  the  Walton  division  would  put  a 
licence  in  the  same  position  as  a  share  in 
a  railway  company.  That  cannot  be 
supported.  The  idea  that  lies  at  the 
basis  of  a  licence  is  not  property  but  pro- 
tection for  the  public.  That  has  been  so 
from  the  earliest  time.  The  first  power 
which  was  given  in  1495  was  to  suppress 
a  licence.  The  way  they  used  to  suppress 
it  in  those  days  was  that  if  anybody 
made  a  complaint  the  local  justices 
ordered  the  constable  to  take  down  the 
sign  and  that  was  an  end  of  the  particular 
business.  In  the  records  of  Derbyshire  a 
gentleman  occupying  a  very  superior  pos- 
ition in  the  county  at  that  time,  Sir 
Nathaniel  Curzon,  made  such  a  complaint 
to  the  local  justice,  and  there  is  a  record 
that  in  accordance  with  his  complaint 
the  sign  was  taken  down.  In 
1618  this  method  of  dealing  with 
the  local  supply  and  demand  was 
found  rather  inconvenient,  and  so 
they  established  a  yearly  session  by 
which  these  things  should  be  dealt  with, 
and  from  that  time  right  up  to  the;  Act 
which  was  the  foundation  of  the  whole  of 
our  licensing  system,  the  Act  of  1828, 
the  same  idea  has  been  preserved  care- 
fully, the  idea  that  the  basis  of  the  licence 
is  protection  of  the  public  and  not  the 
giving  of  any  property  to  the  man  who 
has  the  licence.  That  position  was,  as 
has  been  most  clearly  stated,  thoroughly 
upheld  by  all  legal  decisions  which  have 
been  given  with  regard  to  this  disputed 
point.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Walton 
Division  yesterday  made  some  reference 
to  t  he  remarks  of  Lord  Halsbury  in  the 
decision  of  Sharpe  v.  Wakefield  and 
said  he  had  qualified  his  use  of  the  word 
**  judicial."  Such  qualification  as  he 
mentions  is  most  clearly  set  out  in  a 
subsequent  case  which  he  dealt  with 
— the  Boulter  decision.  The  action  of 
the  justices  when  the  Bill  becomes 
law,  as  I  certainly  believe  it  will, 
will  be  in  no  sense  other  than  judical  in 
the  full  sense  and  meaning  of  Lord 
Halsbury  when  he  dealt  with  it  in  that 
case.  Three  clear  principles  come  out 
in  all  the  study  one  makes  of  our  licens- 
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ing  system.  Protection  of  the  public 
against  national  danger  is  the  first  point. 
The  suggestion  has  been  made  from  the 
front  bench  opposite,  not  by  an  irre- 
sponsible back  bencher  like  myself  on 
this  side,  that  this  measure  contains  frank 
recognition  of  the  most  vilely  Socialistic 
propositions,  I  do  not  think  anybody 
would  dare  to  charge  the  supreme 
Federal  Court  in  America  with  any  lean- 
ing-* towards  Socialism.  That  is  a  Court 
which  has  >  ejected  the  proposition  of  an 
income-tax  as  being  against  the  Consti- 
tution of  America.  The  14th  clause  of 
the  American  Constitution  reads  as 
follows : — 

*'  No  State  shall  make  or  eaforce  any  law 
which  shall  abridge  the  privileges  or  immuDl- 
ties  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  nor  shall  ■ 
any  State  deprive  any  person  of  life,  liberty,  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  nor  deny 
to  any  person  within  its  jurisdiction  the  equal 
protection  of  its  laws." 

On  that  clause  in  the  Constitution  the 
action  of  the  various  States  who  have 
suppressed  licences  without  any  compen- 
sation was  directly  challenged.  What 
was  the  decision  of  the  Court?  It  was 
of  course  that  when  you  take  away 
private  property  so-called  you  must  give 
adequate  compensation.  When  you  take 
away  an  unnecessary  licence  you  do  not 
t^ke  away  private  property,  you  abate  a 
nuisance,  and  when  )'0U  abate  a  nuisance 
no  compensation  under  any  existing ; 
system  of  laws  with  which  I  have  even 
a  nodding  acquaintance  gives  any  com- 
pensation. That  is  the  basis  on  which 
this  very  high  Court,  composed  of  the 
most  eminent  legal  intellects,  has  dealt 
with  this  question.  I  really  think  the 
suggestion  as  to  the  Socialistic  propa-^ 
ganda  that  lies  beneath  the  Bill  can 
be  easily  and  most  readily  disposed  of., 
It  is  suggested  with  regard  to  reduc- 
tion of  lipences  that  it  does  not  mean 
any  reduction  of  drinking  or  drunken- 
ness. Experience  is  directly  and 
definitely  opposed  to  that  proposition. 
Take  the  case  of  Liverpool.  In  Liver- 
pool, owing  largely,  I  do  not  say  entirely, 
to  the  action  of  magistrates,  not  only  in 
the  reduction  of  redundant  licences,  but 
also  in  more  effective  police  supervision, 
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they  have  been  able  in  recent  years  to 

reduce  the  police  force   at  a  saving  of 

£8,000  a  year.     Mr.  Arthur  Chamberlain, 

whom  one  recognises  as  an  expert  on  this 

question  in  the  very  best  sense,  said — 

**  Taking  the  area  which  had  been  clearei  of 
uimejeisary  licence)  there  has  been  an  improve- 
ment of  no  leis  than  37  per  cent,  in  the  number 
of  arreits  for  drunkenneis." 

The  Chief  Constable  of  Cardiff,  with 
which  city  I  have  a  very  close  and  intimate 
acquaintance,  siid — 

**An  excessive  number  of  public-house3  in 
any  district  makes  it  almost  impossible  for 
holders  of  licen  .es  to  live.  Some  of  them  told 
me  if  they  were  to  exclude  looe  women  they 
could  not  pay  their  pay.  The  exceisive 
number  of  licen.  ei  in  ce.tain  districts  should  be 
redu?ei  to  the  reasonable  re'{uirement3  of  the 
neighbourhood.  This  would  first  reduce  the 
temptation  to  drinking,  raise  the  stattis  of  the 
licen  ;ei  hou^),  ani  be  the  mean)  of  suppressing 
crime." 

I  am  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the  point 
seriously  pressed  that  a  reasonable  reduc- 
tion of  licences  does  not  really  reduce 
drunkenness  and  conduce  eminently  to 
the  regulation  of  public  order.  We  hear 
a  great  deal  about  investments  in 
brewery  securities,  but  who  is  it  that 
has  invested  in  those  funds  ?  If  any 
trustee  has  invested  in  such  securities  on 
behalf  of  widows  and  orphans,  he  has, 
unless  express  directions  have  been  given 
him,  committed  a  gross  breach  of  trust. 
Therefore,  it  is  an  argument  which  has 
been  very  largely  exploded.  I  do  not 
say  that  investors  will  not  be  to  a  large 
extent  hit  by  this  Bill,  but  it  is  impossible 
to  deal  with  an  individual  interest  for  the 
good  of  the  community  as  a  whole  with- 
out hurting  somebody.  [Opposition 
cries  of  "  Why  ? "]  Because  you  can- 
not carry  on  the  business  of  the 
country  and  compensate  every  interest 
you  come  into  contact  with.  Somebody 
is  hit  as  the  result  of  every  piece  of 
legislation  adopted  by  this  House.  The 
limited  interests  affected  by  this  Bill  will 
certainly  bear  a  very  small  proportion  to 
the  hardships  which  are  inflicted  upon 
individual  interests  by  many  other  mea- 
Mr.  Macleafi^  ...    . .:    . 
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sures  passed  through  this  House.    The 
question  of  unemployment   has  already 
been  amply  dealt  with.     With  regard  to 
the  financial  proposals,  I  feel  sure  that  all 
sections  of  the  House   will   agree  that 
the  statesmanlike  and  magnificent  speech 
made  by  the  hon.   Member    for    Spen 
Valley  is  more  than  an  ample  answer  to 
the  able  and  clear  .statement  put  before 
the  House  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kingston.     I  am  satisfied  to  rest 
the  financial  case  for  this  Bill  upon  tiie 
speech  of   the  hon.   Member  for  Spen 
Valley,  and  when  the  public  judge  between 
the  two  interesting  speeches    to   which 
I  have  alluded  I  am  confident  they  will 
say  that  the  balance  of  advantage  lies  with 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley.     With  regard  to  the  argument 
that  this  Bill  does  not  make  for  temper- 
ance, I  will  call  attention  to  what  is  done 
by  Clause  20  in  respect  to  restoring  the 
power  of  the  justices.     Since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1904  the  justices  have  been 
hampered  and   restricted  in  all  sorts  of 
ways  in  regard  to  any  proper  control  of 
the   licensee,   and  under   this  Bill  that 
is    to    be    altered.      One    other    useful 
proposition  is  that  there  is  to  be  a  check 
on  new  licenses  and  the  evils  resulting 
from  the   present  position  of  affairs.    I 
know  of  a  town   where  the   population 
has  increased  by  35,000  during  the  past 
fifteen  years.    Street  after  street  has  been 
erected,  and  the  workmen  have  invested 
their  small  savings  in  dwelling  houses. 
This  new  district  is  the  happy  hunting 
ground  of  seekers  for  licenses,  applied  for 
mostly  by  the  agents  of  brewery  com- 
panies.    I  know  applications  which  have 
been  made  year  after  year  for  the  last 
ten  years,   and  the  workmen  living  in 
that  district  have  been  frequently  driven 
into  Court  in  order  to  defend  their  rights 
and  oppose  the  granting  of  those  licenses, 
and  so  far,  I  am  glad  to  say,  they  have 
been  successful      I  may  mention  that  in 
some  of  the  new  leases  granted  in  that 
district  a  clause  was  inserted  that  tfie 
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holders  of  those  leases  should  undertake 
not  to  oppose  the  granting  of  licenses. 
To  my  mind  that  is  a  most  disgraceful 
proceeding,  because  workmen  have  the 
right  to  keep  their  homes  clear  of  the 
inconvenience  of  the  public-house  being 
open  next  door.  Then  there  is  Clause  19, 
which  deals  with  young  children  going 
into  public-houses.  I  think  that  clause 
is  far  too  weak,  and  it  ought  to  be  made 
compulsory  upon  all  magistrates  to  pre- 
vent children  under  fourteen  years  of 
age  from  frequenting  the  open  bars  of 
licensed  premises.  I  think  in  saying  that 
I  carry  with  me  the  vast  majority  of 
hon.  Members  of  this  House,  for  this 
is  a  matter  upon  which  the  nation 
has  made  up  its  mind.  The  nation 
is  not  any  longer  going  to  allow 
young  children  to  frequent  the  open 
bar;!  of  licensed  premises.  There  are 
certain  propositions  contained  in  the  Bill 
which,  in  my  opinion,  are  of  a  very  mild 
description  with  regard  to  Sunday  closing. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Hackney 
referred  to  the  failure  of  Sunday  closing 
in  Scotland,  Ireland,  and  Wales.  I  wish 
to  say  that  Sunday  closing  in  those 
places  has  been  a  pronounced  and  emphatic 
«Uv3cess,  and  the  balance  of  advantage  is 
enormously  on  the  side  of  the  measures 
now  in  force  the  e.  If  any  hon.  Member 
cares  to  appeal  to  the  licensed  trade  of 
Scotland  lam  sure  he  will  get  an  emphatic 
reply  in  favour  of  the  retention  of  the 
measure  as  it  at  present  stands.  The  recent 
Royal  Commission  had  evidence  given  by 
licensees  upon  this  question,  and  although 
one  of  them  stated  that  he  was  in  favour  of 
some  modification  of  the  Scottish  Sunday 
Closing  Act  he  said  he  was  speaking 
entirely  for  himself  and  that  he  bilieved 
the  vast  majority  of  the  licensed  trade  in 
Scotland  was  in  favour  of  entire  Sunday 
closing.  The  same  thing  applies  to 
Wales,   and  its    undoubted    success    in 


Ireland  is  also  embodied  in  the  recent 
RepDrt  which  has  been  presented  to  the 
House.  One  the  greatest  reasons  for 
passing  this  measure  into  law  is  that  it 
will  do  away  with  the  social  and  political 
menace  of  the  licensed  trade.  What  is 
their  declared  position  towards  this 
House  ?  The  object  of  their  main  organ- 
isations is  to  secure  by  legal  means,  re- 
gardless of  party  politics,  the  return  to 
the  House  of  Commons  of  candidates 
favourable  to  trade  interests.  The 
Licensed  Victuallers  Central  Protection 
Society  has  for  its  object  the  securing  of 
such  Parliamentary,  municipal,  and  paro- 
chial representation  as  is  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  its  interests.  At  the  end  of 
the  time-limit  when  the  trade  is  lifted  out 
of  its  present  ruts  and  raised  to  the  broad 
and  sound  national  control  the  country  as 
a  whole  will  be  all  the  better  for  it,  and 
there  will  be  a  proper  and  reasonable 
adjustment  of  a  reasonable  supply  to  a 
reasonable  demand.  No  doubt  we  shall, 
as  a  Party,  lose  seats  in  the  contest  upon 
which  we  have  entered,  but  I  do  not 
think  anyone  will  charge  us  with  lack  of 
courage.  There  is  such  a  thing  as  the 
wastage  of  war  in  a  campaign  carried  on 
for  the  upraising  of  the  whole  people.  If 
some  of  us  lose  our  seats,  if  our  majorities 
are  materially  reduced,  if  at  the  end  we 
have  achieved  a  great  work  for  the 
country  and  for  the  citizens,  I  am  sure 
we  shall  have  achieved  the  result  we  had 
in  view. 

Mr.  OHA.PLIN  (Surrey,  Wimbledon): 
We  have  had  an  interesting  debate, 
but  it  is  unfortunate  that  we  have  been 
left  without  a  Minister  on  the  front  bench 
opposite  during  a  great  part  of  the  dis- 
cussion. It  is  a  new  feature  of  a  debate 
on  the  principal  Bill  of  the  session  that 
the  Minister  in  charge  of  it  should  have 
been  absent  all  day.     There  have  been 
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remarkable  dififerences  of  opinion  between 
two  of  the  Ministers  with  regard  to 
some  of  the  provisions  and  some 
of  the  effects  of  this  measure,  and 
there  is  a  wide  divergence  of  opinion 
among  hon.  Members  opposite.  As 
the  real  effects  of  the  Bill  become 
better  known  in  this  House  that  diver- 
gence of  opinion  is  likely  to  increase. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
is  under  a  misapprehension  when  he  says 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  South  Dublin  has  not  explained  the 
policy  of  the  Opposition  in  regard  to  the 
time-limit.  My  right  hon.  friend  has 
explained  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion declared  in  1904  that,  in  his 
opinion,  a  time-limit  is  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  a  levy  on  the  trade. 
The  hon.  Member  complained — I  do  not 
know  to  what  districts  he  was  referring — 
that  working  men  were  subjected  in  some 
parts  of  the  country  to  great  hardships 
because  they  were  compelled  to  sign 
leases  by  which  they  undertook  not  to 
oppose  the  granting  of  a  new  licence,  or 
the  renewal  of  an  existing  licence,  if  I 
understood  him  aright.  I  have  always 
recognised  this  myself,  and  I  have  con- 
siderable sympithy  with  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member.  On  the  other  hand  it  is 
perfectly  easy  for  a  man  in  a  wealthy 
position  to  take  measures  to  ensure  that 
he  shall  not  be  subjected  to  the  nuisance 
of  having  a  public-house  in  his  neighbour- 
hood. It  ought  to  be  possible  for  work- 
ing men  to  occupy  a  similarly  favourable 
position.  I  agree  that  that  is  a  hi^rdship, 
but  it  is  one  which  can  be  remedied 
whenever  Parliament  thinks  fit  to  under- 
take the  work,  without  the  introduction 
of  a  sweeping  measure  like  this  which,  in 
that  particular  respect,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  would  not  place  them  in  a  better 
position  than  they  are  in  at  the  present 
moment. 
Mr,  Chaplin, 


I  pass  to  what  I  desire  to  say  with 
regard  to  some  of  the  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  At  the  commencement  of  this 
debate  he  referred  again  to  what  he 
described  as  the  fundamental  objects  of 
the  Bill  which  he  has  now  put  before  the 
House  and  the  country  on  three  different 
occasions.  The  first  was  on  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill  just  about  two  months 
ago ;  the  second  was  at  a  banquet  given 
in  London  on  1st  April  last;  and  the 
third  was  on  the  opening  of  this 
debate.  On  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  its  first  great  object  was  an 
immediate  and  progressive  reduction 
of  the  facilities  for  drinking  in  this 
country.  On  Tuesday  last  he  said  that  it 
was  to  improve,  by  reduction  of  licences 
and  other  means,  the  conditions  under 
which  the  liquor  traffic  is  carried  on ;  but 
at  the  banquet  on  1st  April  it  was  no 
longer  to  be  an  immediate  reduction. 
Then  it  was  to  be  a  reduction  in  a 
reasonable  time,  and  I  was  pleased  to 
think  that  there  was  some  modification 
already  in  his  opinions.  I  began  to 
entertain  very  considerable  hopes  that 
he  was  going  to  meet  the  Opposition  in 
regard  to  this  Bill  in  a  fair  and  concilia- 
tory spirit.  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  a  reasonable 
reduction  of  licences  in  a  reasonable  time 
was  all  the  Bill  provided,  I  do  not  think 
I  should  have  any  great  quarrel  with 
the  Prime  Minister.  I  hope  hon.  Members 
opposite  will  forgive  me  for  saying  this^ 
but  they  always  seem  to  me  from 
their  speeches,  at  least,  to  give 
the  impression  that  they  claim  to 
have  a  monopoly  in  the  Radical 
Party  of  the  desire  to  promote  temper 
ance  and  to  diminish  drunkenness  in  this 
country.  If  that  is  the  view  which  they 
I  entertain,  I  can  assure  them  that  they  ai0 
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entirely  mistaken.  We  have  differed  no 
doubt,  and  differed  very  widely  indeed, 
as  to  the  methods  by  which  they  propose 
to  accomplish  that  end.  It  is  permitted 
to  us  so  to  differ,  but  we  are  no  less 
anxious  than  they  are  to  see  the  promo- 
tion of  temperance  and  the  diminution 
of  drunkenness  largely  carried  out  in  this 
country,  and  it  is  because  I  entertain 
those  opinions  myself,  as  strongly,  I  dare 
say,  as  any  man  in  this  House,  that  it 
was  with  proportionate  disappointment  1 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  came  to  the  close  of  his  speech,  which 
my  hon.  and  learned  friend  who  moved 
the  Amendment  described  as  a  wild 
whirligig  of  words,  make  what  seemed  to 
me,  I  confess,  was  like  an  open  declara- 
of  war  on  the  opponents  of  this  measure. 

'  The  CHA.NCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Lloyd-Geo:?oe,  Car- 
narvon Boroughs) :  A  challenge  to  war. 

Mr,  CHAPLIN :  No,  I  think  it  was  a 
declaration  of  war,  but  we  must  all  form 
our  own  opinions  as  to  that.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  my  hon.  and  learned  friend 
who  moved  the  Amendment  dissected  the 
Bill  with  so  much  completeness  and 
skill  that  left  nothing  to  be  desired, 
and  very  little  more  to  be  said, 
I  propose  in  the  few  observations  I 
desire  to  address  to  the  House  tonight 
to  confine  myself  entirely  to  stating 
the  general  objections  on  which  I  am 
wholly  opposed  to  your  Bill  in  the  form  in 
which  it  is  before  us  at  present.  My  first 
and  main  objection  is  this,  that  you  cannot 
get  away  from  the  fact  that  the  Bill 
deprives  a  vast  number  of  the  people  of 
this  country  of  properties  or  possessions, 
or  by  whatever  name  you  may  be  pleased 
to  call  them,  to  which  they  have  a  right 
now,  and  that  it  does  this,  moreover, 
without  making  them  that  fair  compensa- 


tion to  which,  in  my  opinion,  they  have 
a  perfectly  equitable  claim.  But  the 
Prime  Minister  mot  this  by  saying  that 
the  Bill  does  no  legal  wrong,  and,  what  i» 
more,  that  those  who  object  to  it  have  no 
legal  claim,  and  will  have  no  right  or  title 
to  claim  a  renewal  of  a  licence  which 
may  or  may  not  be  affected  by  this 
Bill.  It  is  not  for  me  to  argue  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  ground  like  that,, 
but  I  heard  all  that  was  said  by  my 
hon.  friend,  and  I  think  he  gave 
very  good  reasons  which  at  least  may 
cause  some  doubts  as  to  whether  the 
Prime  Minister  is  absolutely  right  in 
law.  I  think  the  question  when  we  get 
into  Committee  will  be  more  thoroughly 
thrashed  out.  But  to-night  I  am  not 
concerned  to  go  into  that,  and  with  aU 
respect  in  the  world  to  the  Prime 
Minister  I  say  that  that  is  not  the  questioa 
which  is  at  issue  at  present  between  us. 
What  we  have  to  decide  in  the  first 
place,  in  my  opinion,  in  connection 
with  this  Bill  in  this :  Have  they  or 
have  they  not  an  equitable  title  to 
the  undisturbed  enjoyment  of  their 
possessions?  If  the  answer  to  that 
question  is  in  the  affirmative,  then  the 
next  question  we  have  to  decide  is :  De 
they  get  under  your  Bill  that  fair  and 
full  compensation  to  which,  as  I  contend 
myself,  they  are  entitled,  and  which 
Parliament  up  to  the  present  time,  at  all 
events,  has  always  awarded  to  those  who 
are  deprived  of  their  property  for  any 
great  national  purpose  ?  As  a  matter  of 
f^t  those  are  the  two  main  questions 
which  possess  an  interest  for  me  in 
connection  with  this  Bill,  and  upon  which 
the  fight  will  have  to  be  fought  out. 
The  answer  to  the  first  question,  in 
my  opinion,  is  and  must  be  in  the 
affirmative,  and  it  is  supported  by  a 
number  of  witnesses  of  great  weight  and 
authority    whose   opinions   I   will   quote 
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directly.  As  to  the  secoad  question,  for 
the  answer  to  that  you  have  only  to 
glance  at  the  figures  given  to  the  House 
on  the  opening  night  of  the  debate  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  friend,  which  no  one 
in  any  part  of  the  House  has  ever 
attempted  to  answer,  and  which  I  venture 
to  say  will  never  be  answered  throughout 
the  whole  of  this  debate.  Then  the 
Prime  Minister  says  :  "  That  is  all  very 
well,  but  what  you  call  a  title,  what  you 
call  a  claim,  is  what  I  call  an  expectation  " 
— an  expectation,  moreover,  as  my  right 
hon.  friend  pointed  out  this  afternooD, 
which  the  Prime  Minister  declared  is 
not  and  never  can  be  called  any  form  of 
property  whatever.  It  is  upon  this 
point  that  I  am  going  to  call  one  or  two 
witnesses  against  him,  and  the  first  shall 
be  one  of  greater  authority,  as  I  am  sure 
he  himself  will  be  the  first  to  admit, 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Leader  of  the  House,  because  it 
is  the  authority  of  a  man  who  was 
the  cherished  Leader  and  idol  of  the 
Liberal  Party  ,for  a  vast  number  of 
years,  namely,  the  late  Mr.  Gladstone 
[  remember  the  statement  which  he 
made,  a  great  many  years  ago  it  is  true, 
but  that  does  not  diminish  its  value  in 
the  slightest  degree,  because  it  was  on  a 
matter  of  great  principle,  and  principles 
hold  good  throughout  any  length  of  time. 
I  am  sure  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  will  receive  his 
opinions,  although  they  may  be  distaste- 
ful, with  all  the  respect  to  which  his 
memory  entitles  him.  In  the  Mid- 
lothian campaign,  speaking  at  Dalkeith, 
on  26th  November,  1879,  Mr.  Gladstone 
«aid — 
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But  we  come  to  great  diflFerences  of  opinioaas 
to  the  mode  of  dealing  with  it," 

That  is  an  experience  which  the  present 

Ministers  must  admit. 

"My  opinion  is  this,  that  the  three  princi- 
ples which  ought  to  guide  the  consideration  of 
this  difficult  question  are  as  follows  :  (1)  Serious 
efforts  ought  to  be  made  to  abate  this  terrible 
mischief." 


We  all  agree  with  that. 

"  (2)  They  should  be  made  with  a  due  and  a 
careful  regard  for  the  state  of  public  opinion." 


Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  Hear, hear! 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  "  Hear,  hear."  I  am 
inclined  to  observe  from  some  recent 
manifestations  that  the  Government  in 
introducing  this  Bill  have  not  had  quite 
due  regard  to  all  classes  of  public 
opinion. 

"  (3)  I  must  also  add  that  I  think  that  if  it  be 
necessary,  if  Parliament  shall  think  it  wise  to 
introduce  radical  change  into  the  working  of 
the  liquor  law  in  such  a  way  as  to  break  down 
the  fair  expectations  of  persons  which  have  grown 
up^whether  rightly  or  wrongly  ia  not  the  ques- 
tion, it  is  not  their  fault,  it  is  our  fault — ^under 
the  shadow  of  these  laws,  their  fair  claim  to 
com[>ensation  ought,  if  they  can  make  good 
their  case,  to  be  considered,  as  all  such  clainu 
have  been  considered,  by  the  wisdom  and  the 
liberality  of  the  British  Parliament." 

In  the  following  year  Mr.  Gladstone 
returned  to  the  charge.  In  the  House 
of  Commons  on  18th  June,  1880, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  who  was  then  Prime 
Minister,  in  the  course  of  a  debate  on  a 
Resolution  proposed  by  Sir  Wilfred 
Lawson,  said — 


*'  I  have  promised,  gentlemen,  to  say  a  word 
during  this  course  of  addresses  on  a  subject  of 
very   great    importance — namely,    the   subject 

•of  the  liquor  laws  of  this  country 

Everyone  admits  the  seriousness  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Chaplin 


"  I  should  have  been  better  pleased  with  the 
matter  of  the  resolution  if  my  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  included  in  it  some  refer- 
ence  to  the  principle  of  equitable  compensatioo. 
I  do  not  want  my  hon.  friend  to  commit  hinuelf 
upon  the  point,  but  I  want  a  frank  recognitioa 
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of  the  principle  that  we  are  not  to  deny  to  publi- 
cans, as  a  class,  the  benefits  of  equal  treatment, 
because  we  think  their  trade  is  at  so  many 
points  in  contact  with,  and  even  sometimes 
productive  of,  great  public  mischief." 

I  beg  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  following  words,  because  the  ex- 
pression is  very  remarkable. 

"  Considering  the  legislative  title  they  have 
acquired  " — 

I  am  not  lawyer  enough  to  be 
able  to  draw  a  distinction  between  a 
statutory  and  a  legislative  title.  I 
should  say  it  is  a  distinction  without  a 
difference  ;  but  that  is  a  point  which  will 
have  to  be  settled  by  the  present  Prime 
Minister  who  denies  altogether  that  there 
is  a  legal  title  to  renewal — 

"  Considering  the  legislative  title  they  have 
acquired,  and  the  recognition  of  their  position 
in  the  proceedings  of  this  House  for  a  long 
series  of  years,  th.ey  ought  not  to  be  placed 
at  a  disadvantage  on  account  of  the  particular 
impression  we  may  entertain,  in  many  cases 
but  too  juEtly,  in  relation  to  the  mischiefs  con- 
nected with  the  present  licensing  system  and 
the  con=»umption  of  strong  liquors  as  it  is  now 
carried  on." 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  late 
Mr.  Gladstone,  and  I  have  brought  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  point 
which,  to  my  mind,  is  the  most  vital  of 
all  in  considering  this  Bill.  To  my  mind 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  present  Prime 
Minister  and  the  man  who  was  Prime 
Minister  in  1880  are  of  two  different 
opinions  altogether.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  am  quite  content  to  take  my 
stand  on  the  statement  made  by  the  late 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  support  of  the  conten- 
tion which  I  and  my  right  hon.  friend 
beside  me  have  made  to-night.  That 
contention  from  the  first  has  been  that 
these  people  have  an  equitable  title — 
what  Mr.  Gladstone  called  a  legislative 
title — to  the  property,  to  the  possessions 


with  which  the  Government  are  going  to 
deal.  Therefore,  they  have  an  equitable 
claim  to  the  full  and  fair  compensation 
which  is  their  due.  And  when  I  say 
"  fair,"  I  mean  by  that  expression,  that 
the  measure  of  compensation  should  be 
the  value  of  the  possession,  of  the 
property  or  whatever  you  call  it,  which 
is  taken  away  from  the  man  to  whom  it 
belongs.  I  do  not  think  anyone  will 
deny  the  justice  and  soundness  of  that 
principle  or  the  force  of  it.  You  do  not 
propose,  and  I  think  it  would  be  im- 
possible under  the  terms  of  this  Bill, 
to  give  anything  approaching  the  full 
market  value  of  the  property  of  which 
you  are  going  to  deprive  these  men 
by  the  non-renewal  of  their  licences, 
and  above  all  by  the  fourteen  years 
time-limit.  In  my  opinion  there  is  no 
political  principle  more  universally  ac- 
cepted than  this,  that  whenever  the  State, 
for  any  great  public  purpose,  thinks  it 
right  and  feels  it  its  duty  to  take  away 
property  from  individuals — the  State, 
of  course, is  within  its  full  right  in  doing 
this — nobody  denies  that — it  has  always 
given  to  the  man  the  full  and  fair  pe- 
cuniary equivalent  of  the  value  of  his 
property  of  which  he  is  deprived.  That 
is  a  doctrine  which  I  have  heard  laid 
down  in  the  House  over  and  over  again 
by  men  of  the  greatest  possible  authority, 
and  by  nobody  more  so  than  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. I  want  to  say  a  word  more  of 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said  about 
expectation  of  renewal,  and  what  we 
call  an  equitable  title  and  an  equitable 
claim.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  an  expectation  of  renewal  cannot  be 
considered  at  all  a  form  of  property. 
Why  not  ?  I  differ  from  the  Prime 
Minister  in  toto,  I  absolutely  deny  his 
contention.  And  I  say  on  the  other  hand 
that  it  has  been  legarded  and  treated 
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as  such  over  and  over  again  by  Parlia- 
ment, by  the  law  of  prescription,  and  up 
to  the  last  moment  before  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill  by  the  Government  itself. 
I  can  give  absolute  proof  of  that  by 
referring  to  the  well-known  case  which 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Dublin  and  other  hon.  (Jentlemen  have 
quoted.  [Ministerial  ironical  laughter.] 
Hon.  Grentlemen  opposite  seem  to  be 
pretty  well  tired  of  that  case  already 
and  I  am  not  in  the  least  surprised  at  it. 
I  cannot  help  that.  It  is  upon  the  quota- 
tion of  this  concrete  case  that  I  rely  as  a 
proof  of  my  contention.  It^is  the  case 
of  the  "Coach  and  Horses"  public- 
house.  [Renewed  Ministerial  ironical 
laughter.]  I  know  it  is  a  very  dis- 
agreeable subject  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  [Ministerial  cries  of  "  No."] 
It  is  in  support  of  my  contention  that 
these  things  have  been  treated  as  property 
and  as  possessions,  and  have  to 
be  taken  into  account  in  reply  to  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
facts  are  simply  these :  This  public- 
house  was  sold  recently  for  £10,000. 
The  conveyance  was  dated  October, 
1907.  The  deed  was  stamped  and  passed 
by  the  Treasury  Solicitor  in  November — 
the  last  transaction  being  dated  14th 
November,  1907 — just  at  the  time  when 
the  Cabinet  sat  to  settle  the  measures 
to  be  submitted  to  Parliament  this  year. 
This  house  has  been  valued  since 
without  a  licence  at  £2,150  and  the 
average  valuation  was  made  by  no  less 
than  three  different  experts  of  the  highest 
possible  reputation.  Supposing  imder 
this  Bill  that  the  renewal  of  the 
licence  of  this  house  were  refused,  I 
have  been  told  that  that  which  you  call  an 
*'  expectation,"  and  Mr.  Gladstone  calls 
a  "  legislative  title,"  does  not  give  the 
purchaser  an  equitable  claim  to  full 
Mr,  Chaplin, 


compensation  under  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances. How  could  any  purchaser 
believe  that  any  EngUsh  Government 
could  sell  a  valuable  property  of  this 
kind  to  a  purchaser,  and  then,  the  moment 
his  back  was  turned,  by  their  own  deed, 
could  diminish  its  value  without  securing 
to  the  purchaser  full  compensation  ? 
And  yet,  with  your  time-limit,  as  haa 
been  pointed  out  over  and  over  again, 
it  is  impossible  to  do  so  in  such  a  case 
as  that  without  ruin  to  all  concerned. 
I  want  to  ask  this  question :  "  Was 
renewal  a  just  expectation  or  not?" 
I  want  to  put  this  question  to  this 
Grovernment.  There  is  a  very  prominent 
Reading  Cabinet  Minister  sitting  opposite 
me  now.  I  want  to  put  this  question  to 
him  and  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  I 
hope  that  we  shall  receive  an  answer 
to  it  before  the  close  of  the  debate. 
*'  Was  the  expectation  of  renewal  on 
the  part  of  the  purchaser  of  the  *  Coadi 
and  Horses'  from  the  Qovemment  a 
property  or  not  ? "  There  are  many 
other  matters  on  which  I  would  htm 
liked  to  say  something,  but  it  is  impossibk 
for  me  at  this  hour  of  the  night.  But 
the  second  point  of  my  objection  to 
the  Bill  is  that  the  Government  htm 
nothing  to  show  us  which  gives  the  least 
probability  that  they  are  likely  to  accom- 
plish their  end  by  the  particular  methods 
they  have  proposed.  All  the  &ctB  and 
figures — all  the  statistics  on  which  they 
ought  to  have  relied — ^proves  that  ihm 
particular  methods  will  not  succeed. 

And,  it  being  Eleven  of  the  Clock,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 

next. 


Adjourned  at  four  minalee  afhr 
Eleven  o'clock. 
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The  House  met  at  Twelve  noon  of  the 
Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Widnes  Corporajbion  Bill. — As  amen- 
ded, considered ;  Amendments  made  ; 
Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Llanelly  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  a 
second  time,  and  committed. 
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PETITIONS. 

CHILDREN   BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour;    from  Brighton; 
Douglas  Water ;   Edinburgh  ;  Glasgow  ; 
and  Rawden  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COAL  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  (No.  2) 
BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Bankton  ; 
Bedlington  ;  Blaen  cae  Gurwen  ;  Church 
Lane  ;  Clay  Pit ;  Cortonwood  Colliery  ; 
Dudley  ;  Elphinston ;  Fence  ;  Grange 
Moor;  Greenfield;  Grimethorpe ;  Hav- 
annah  and  Southport  ;  Hepworth  ; 
Hulton ;  House  of  Muir ;  Leicestershire 
Miners'  Association;  Lepton ;  Lidgett 
Colliery  ;  Little  Lever  ;  Lower  Darwen  ; 
Manvers  Main ;  Mitchell  Main ;  New 
Pwll  Bach,  Ystalyfera ;  Newtown  (No.  2) 
Pit  ;  North  Walbottle  ;  Ormiston  ; 
Penrhiwceiber  ;  Penston  ;  Pontefract ; 
Prestonkirk ;  Riggonhead  ;  Rotherham  ; 
'.  Silkstone ;  Strafford  Main ;  Stanhope 
Silkstone  ;  Strafford  Main ;  Rob  Royd  ; 
Tow  Stubbin ;  Tranent ;  Wallsend ; 
Wombwell  Main ;  Woodhall ;  and 
Woodthorpe ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DAIRIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from  Sanquhar,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Petition  from   Lasswade,   against ;    to 
.lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND) 
AND  WALES  BILL.) 

Petitions  in  favour  ;  From  Hartlepool ; 
Hirwain  ;  Llanse  ;  and  Saxmundham  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 
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LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Aberlour  ; 
Alkborough  ;  Ashby  ;  Barnsley  (three) ; 
Barton  on  Humber  ;  Basingstoke  ;  Brigg 
(two) ;  Bristol ;  Broughton  ;  Burton  ; 
Burton  Bridge  ;  Castle  Donington  ; 
Cavendish  Bridge  ;  Chigwell ;  Chippen- 
ham (two) ;  Cliffe  Bridge  ;  Crondall ; 
Cropstone  ;  Dunkirk  ;  Dunmow  ;  Earl 
Soham  ;  East  Halton  ;  Eastling  ; 
Faversham  (thirteen) ;  Frodingham  Gox- 
hill ;  Grays ;  Grays  Thurrock ;  Gun- 
ness ;  Hallamshire  (three) ;  Harlow  ; 
Hartington  ;  Hathern  ;  Hemington  ; 
Hernhill;  Higham ;  HiUsbro' ;  Hull 
(three) ;  Kirton  Lindsey ;  Lamber- 
hurst ;  Laxfield ;  Leicester ;  Long 
Whitton  ;  Loughborough  ;  Lynsted  ; 
Malmesbury ;  Mapplewell ;  Merthyr 
Tydfil ;  Messingham  ;  Monmouth  ; 
Mountsorrel ;  New  Brumby ;  North 
Kelsey  ;  Oare  ;  Ospringe  (two)  ;  Oxford  ; 
Quorn  ;  Reading  (three) ;  Redbourne  ; 
Rotherham  ;  Scawby  ;  Scunthorpe  ; 
Sedgrave;  Selling;  Sellinge ;  Sheffield 
(eight)  ;  Shepshed  ;  Sherburn  (two)  ; 
Sileby  ;  Skelmanthorpe  ;  Snitterby  ; 
South  Elmsall ;  Statisfield.;  Teynham 
(three)  ,  Throwley  ;  Waddingham  ; 
West  Bergholt ;  Westerham ;  West 
Halton  ;  Winteringham  ;  Winterton  ; 
Witney  ;  Woodhouse  ;  Woolton  ;  Womb- 
well  ;  Wrawby ;  Wymeswold ;  and 
Yatesbury  ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration  :  From  Bromley 
and  Shortlands  ;    Rawdon  ;    and  Sutton 
in  Craven  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Aberdare 
(five) ;  Aberdeen  (eleven) ;  Airdrie  ; 
Alness  (two) ;  Altrincham  ;  Alvaston  ; 
Anglesey  (two) ;  Annan  (two) ;  Ardros- 
san  ;  Ashby  de  la  Zouche  ;  Aston  on 
Trent;  AyclifEe ;  Ayr;  Bagillt ;  Bail- 
don  ;  Balgowrie ;  Bangor  Isycoffd ; 
Barnsley  {fivt) ;  Barras  ;  Barton  on 
Humber  ;  Batley  ;  Beckenham  ;  Bed- 
linog  ;  Birmingham  ;  Blackburn  (two)  ; 
Blaenycoed ;  Bognor ;  Bolton  ;  Bos- 
combe  ;  Boston  ;  Bournemouth  ;  Bower  , 
Bracknell ;  Brentford  ;  Brierfield  ; 
Brighouse  ;  Bristol  (two)  ;  Bromley  ; 
Brondesbury  ;  Broxburn  (two)  ;  Bryn 
Awel ;  Brynford  ;  Buckley  (two) ; 
Budwell ;       Burgh    Parva  ;       Burnley  ; 
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Shop  Assistants.  That  Bill  was  no  doubt 
the  joint  work  of  some  connected  with  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  Trades 
Congress  and  the  National  Union  of  Shop 
Assistants  and  of  some  representatives 
of  the  shopkeepers  in  certain  trades  who 
were  favourable  to  the  Bill,  although 
many  of  their  colleagues  were  opposed  to 
it  on  detail.  It  had  been  the  wish  of 
the  National  Union  of  Shop  Assistants, 
against  his  own,  that  he  should  continue 
to  be  in  charge  of  the  fortunes  of  the  Bill 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  had  certain 
advantages  over  other  forms  of  labour 
legislation  and  certain  special  difficulties 
in  its  way.  It  was  usual  to  object  to 
s^lmost  all  forms  of  drastic  or  stringent 
labour  legislation,  arguments  which  were 
those  of  the  old  Ricardo  religion  and 
mainly  on  two  heads,  the  head  which 
concerned  cheapness  for  export  trades  and 
the  question,  therefore,  of  protection  and 
free  trade,  imd  the  head  of  individual 
personal  liberty.  As  regarded  the  ex- 
port trade,  that  did  not  arise  in  shops 
legislation.  It  was  a  purely  domestic  and 
internal  question,  and  they  were  entirely 
free  from  that  difficulty.  As  regarded 
the  personal  liberty  side,  the  restriction 
of  the  hours  of  grown  persons  in  shops 
was  already  law.  The  Act  of  1904  of  the 
late  Conservative  Government  gave  the 
most  stringent  powers  of  compulsorily 
shortening  the  hours  of  the  opening  of 
shops,  and  although  it  did  not  contain  a 
clause  directly  dealing  with  the  hours  of 
shop  assistants,  the  dealing  with  the 
hours  of  shops  themselves  constituted  that 
interference  with  what  was  called  the 
individual  liberty  of  the  shopkeeper  to 
open  as  long  as  he  pleased  to  which 
objection  was  now  raised.  That  law  had 
been  operative  in  only  a  few  places  as 
regarded  all  trades  and  most  of  the  orders 
under  it  were  concerned  only  with  single 
trades,  but  the  principle  was  there  and  in 
Glasgow  and  in  its  neighbourhood  there 
was  a  general  order  concerning  almost 
all  trades.  The  history  of  this  subject 
he  would  only  touch  so  far  as  was  neces- 
sary in  order  to  make  the  position  clear. 
In  former  days  the  scheme  of  this  Bill 
and  that  of  Lord  Avebury's  original  Bill 
were  rival  schemes.  When  Lord  Ave- 
bury  became  a  peer  he  raised  his 
Bill  again  in  another  place  and  a 
Committee  was  appointed  on  which 
the  late  Lord  Salisbury,  who  up 
to  that  time  had  opposed  all  legislation  of 
this  kind,  had  a  seat.     Lord  Salisbury 
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took  a  more  active  part  in  the  proceedings 
of  that   Committee   than  he    was    ever 
known    to  take    on  any   Committee  in 
the  House  of  Lords.     He  examined  all 
the    witnesses    and    became    curiously 
friendly   to    the    principle   of   this    Bill 
as    compared    with    that    of    the    more 
optional      Bill      of      Lord       Avebury. 
!  If    Members   would   look    back   at  the 
;  evidence    before    the    House    of    Lords 
!  Committee  they  would  find  that  Lord 
!  Salisbury     when     he     opposed     Lord 
Avebury's  Report  and  carried  his  own 
I  paragraphs,  which  were  adopted  unani- 
.  mously,  based  himself  upon  their  argument 
and  for  their  Bill,  preferring  it  on  the  whole 
to   the   other  plans.     As  regarded  that 
House,  in    1903  the   Member   for  East 
Norfolk  carried  unanimously  a  Resolution, 
for  which  the  Bill  had  been  withdrawn. 
The  Resolution  was  opposed  by  the  then 
Government.    It  was  accepted  as  regarded 
what  might  be  called  the  first  part  of  the 
Bill,  the  closing  of  shops,  but  it  was  fiercely 
opposed  as   regarded   the   hours   clause. 
In  spite  of  the  very  strong  opposition  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  St.  Augustine  Di\asion  of  Kent,  the 
House  at  the  last  unanimously  adopted 
that   Resolution,    the   Government    not 
venturing   to  divide.     In  the   following 
year  they  brought  in  their  Government 
Bill,  which  he  opposed  on  the  same  grounds 
as   those   on  which  he  was    proceeding 
,  now  and  on  which  the  Resolution  of  1903 
;  was  carried.     They  allowed  the  Grovem- 
'  ment  Bill  to  pass.    It  came  at  the  end  of 
the  session  to  a  question  whether  they 
,  should  stop  it,  as  they  were  in  a  position 
I  to  do,  or  whether  they  should  encourage 
j  the  Government  to  pass  it,  although  they 
I  had  opposed  it  on  the  grounds  which  he 
was      about     to    offer    in     support  of 
I  this     Bill.       They   decided    to     let     it 
.  pass,   and  it    did    pass,  because     they 
thought     the     experiment     would     be 
valuable  in  both  directions,  both  because 
its    failure   to   obtain    a  general   short- 
ening of  hours  would  help  their  case,  and, 
on     the    other    hand,     the     experience 
gained  in  certain  places  by  the  shortening 
of  hours  under  the  scheme  of  that  Bill 
might  be  useful  as  a  guide.     The  House 
of  Commons   had  unanimously  resolved 
last  year  that  it  had  been  a  failure — they 
were  the  words  contained  in  their  unani- 
mous Resolution  last  year.     They  there- 
fore came  straight  to  the  question  of  what 
:  ought  to  be  the  remedy  for  universally 
1  atmitted  evils.    It  would  be  a  waste  of 
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time  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
discuss  the  nature  of  those  evils.  There 
was  no  contest  with  regard  to  the  evils  of 
long  hours  and  the  advantage  of  shorten- 
ing them.  The  whole  question  was  one 
of  detailed  plan,  and  of  the  objections 
offered  to  any  particular  scheme.  That 
])eing  so,  they  had  to  consider  generally 
what  their  line  of  action  ought  to  be. 
There  was  one  exception  last  year  to  the 
universal  admission  of  failure  every- 
where. The  Home  Secretary  admitted 
the  general  failure,  and  accepted  that 
word  in  the  Resolution,  but  said  he 
thought  in  Glasgow  there  had  been  a 
success.  He  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  had 
therefore  very  carefully  examined 
since  that  time  the  nature  of  the 
Glasgow  experiment  and^  the  work- 
ing of  the  Glasgow  Order.  He  had 
not  at  all  confined  himself  to  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  shop  assistants  or,  in- 
deed, of  the  traders  concerned,  but  he 
had  taken  opinions  from  Glasgow,  as  im- 
partial as  he  could  possibly  obtain,  from 
men  of  strong  common  sense,  and  men 
who,  by  their  avocations,  were  not  likely 
to  l)e  prejudiced  on  one  side  or  the 
other.  Generally  speaking,  he  thought 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Scottish 
(xovernment  that  the  Act  was  a  failure  in 
Scotland  as  in  England.  If  Glasgow  was 
an  exception,  it  was  only  Glasgow.  The 
Loixl-Advocate  had  issued  a  circular- 
letter  and  he  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  had 
a  note  of  the  replies,  and  the  burghs 
by  ten  to  one  reported  the  Act 
to  be  a  failure.  There  was  also  a 
general  Return  before  the  House,  which 
included  Scotland.  There  were  117 
burghs  on  the  Roll,  and  of  those  Orders 
had  only  been  made  in  fourteen  at  the  time 
of  the  circular  and  in  fifteen  now.  Most  of 
these  Orders  were  not  general  or  even 
extensive  Orders  as  regarded  the  number  of 
trades  included,  but  were  mostly  Orders 
only  for  one  class  of  shop,  and  in  very 
many  cases,  like  the  vast  majority  of  the 
English  Orders,  only  for  hairdressers' 
shops.  That  was  no  general  or  even 
large  application  of  the  Act.  In  reply  to 
the  circular,  ten  burghs  had  expressed 
their  satisfaction  with  the  present  Act, 
and  a  large  majority  of  the  others  had 
said  they  wished  for  more  drastic  legisla- 
tion. In  Glasgow,  to  which  he  therefore 
returned  as  the  one  alleged  success — and 
he  did  not  wish  to  dispute  the  success, 
but  only  to  examine  the  facts  as  to 
Glasgow  —  there     was     a     very     large 


number  of  trades  included  in  the  Order, 
the  list  of  which  revealed  at  once  the 
greatest  difficulty  with  which,  since  the 
Orders  had  been  proposed,  Glasgow  had 
had  to  contend,  and  that  was  the  compo- 
site shop.  A  great  number  of  shops  in 
the  list  had  names  which  showed  they 
were  on  the  border  line  of  several  trades, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  poll, 
where  they  had  to  poll  trade  by  trade 
and  get  a  majority  in  every  trade,  viras 
extraordinarily  complicated  in  its  nature. 
That  was  one  of  the  complications  which 
it  was  the  wish  of  the  promoters  of  his 
Bill  to  remove.  If  they  had  a  poll  at 
all,  which  was  put  in  as  a  safeguard, 
though  he  did  not  wish  for  it,  it  should 
be  a  general  poll  and  not  a  poll  trade  by 
trade.  They  ought  to  avoid  this  compli- 
cation of  trades  on  the  border  line.  At 
the  time  of  the  proposal  of  the  large  Order 
in  Glasgow  there  was  the  same  objection 
raised  on  behalf  of  the  small  shopkeepers 
in  the  suburbs  which  was  alleged  now, 
and  of  which  he  had  no  doubt  they  would 
hear  from  opponents  of  the  Bill.  They 
had  received  many  circulars  in  which  that 
difficulty  was  alleged.  That  was  the 
main  objection  taken  in  advance  to  the 
Glasgow  Orders.  The  difficulty  which 
had  arisen  since  the  Orders  had  been 
made  was  the  difficulty  of  the  composite 
shops.  The  Corporation  had  gone  to 
litigation  and  haid  been  supported  by 
decisions  of  the  Courts,  so  that  they  had 
had  their  way,  and  the  Act  had  worked, . 
although  with  friction.  As  re^iarded  the 
small  shops  the  most  impartial  authorities 
in  Glasgow  to  whom  he  had  been  able  to 
appeal  and  from  whom  he  had  had  private 
opinions  for  his  own  guidance,  stated  that 
the  hardship  alleged  in  Glasgow  in 
advance  had  not  in  practice  been  con- 
siderable. One  informant  to  whose 
opinion  he  attached  the  very  greatest 
weight,  and  whose  name  he  could  not 
give  because  he  got  his  opinion  on  the 
strict  condition  that  it  was  for  his 
own  guidance  only,  told  him  that 
the  small  shopkeepers  in  the  suburbs 
opposed  the  Orders  of  the  Corporation 
on  the  very  ground  which  was  now 
alleged,  that  they  did  all  their  trade  in 
the  evening,  and  many  of  them  did  not 
employ  any  shop  assistants,  and  ought 
not,  they  thought,  to  come  under  any 
legislation.  Of  course,  he  regarded  as  a 
Committee  point  the  point  of  whether 
there  should  be  any  exception  of  shops  by 
reason  of  their  not  employing  assistants. 
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It  was  not  a  vital  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  in  every  one  of  our  Colonies,  and  in 
all  foreign  countries  where  there  had 
been  legislation  of  this  nature,  there  had 
always  been  Committee  discussion  on  that 
question,  and  in  some  of  the  most  success- 
ful Colonial  laws  that  exception  existed. 
Nevertheless,  although  there  was  no 
exception  made  in  Glasgow,  and  the  law 
was  general,  "  grumbling  has  now  ceased," 
and  the  hardship  alleged  had  not  been 
found  practically  to  exist.  But  recently 
in  Glasgow  there  had  been  a  strike  on 
hours,  and  the  revelations  of  that  strike, 
in  a  town  which  possessed  a  drastic  Order 
affecting  most  trades,  and  affecting  the 
trade  in  which  the  strike  had  taken 
place,  were  curious,  and  deserving  of 
some  attention.  One  allegation  had 
been  made  in  the  Glasgow  Press,  and 
another  had  been  made  on  the  authority 
of  the  Glasgow  and  West  of  Scotland 
Council  of  the  National  Union  of  Shop 
Assistants.  The  two  were  not  exactly 
the  same,  but  he  would  frankly  state  the 
difference.  It  was  alleged  in  the  Press 
that  the  usual  number  of  hours  in 
the  great  grocer's  shop  where  the  strike 
occurred  was  seventy-nine  per  week — 
long  hours,  of  course,  but  not  the 
longest  known  of — and  that  they  ran 
up  to  100  during  the  busy  periods 
of  the  year,  which  was,  of  course, 
very  long  hours  indeed.  The  Glas- 
gow and  West  of  Scotland  Council  of 
the  National  Union  of  Shop  Assistants 
said  that  the  minimum  number  of  hours 
was  seventy-nine  and  that  the  exceptional 
hours  were  over  100  per  week.  He  had 
carefully  inquired  how  it  was  possible 
that  hours  so  long  should  be  worked  in 
the  case  of  a  city  where  a  general  Order 
of  a  drastic  nature  under  the  Act  of 
1904  existed,  and  the  result  was  very 
curious,  because  it  bore  upon  a  portion  of 
this  Bill  to  which  the  promoters  attached 
extreme  importance  and  was  specifi- 
cally mentioned  in  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  in  1903  and  was  the 
ground  of  the  opposition  which  the 
then  Government  offered,  not  being 
able  to  take  their  objection  to  the  di\nsion 
lobby.  The  Order  in  Glasgow  he  was  told, 
and  it  seemed  paradoxical,  had  not  caused 
a  reduction  of  hours.  It  had  caused  a 
redistribution  but  not  a  reduction,  and  the 
reason  was  because  in  the  present  law 
there  was  no  clause  limiting  the  hours 
of  shop  assistants.  It  only  limited  the 
hours  of  the  opening  of  shops,  and  the  re- 
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distribution  alluded  toj  which  had  caused 
some  shop  assistants  hours  in  Glasgow  to 
be  ificreased,  meant  that  the  letter  orders 
were  attended  to  after  the  shop  was  shut 
instead  of  during  the  hours  the  shop  was 
open,  and  of  course  in  addition  there  was 
all  the  preparation  of  the  shop  for  the 
next  day's  work.  These  facts  showed 
that  it  was  necessary  in  dealing  with  this 
subject  to  include  a  clause  restricting  the 
hours  of  shop  assistants,  and  he  asked  his 
Glasgow  adviser  how  he  thought  the 
working  of  the  local  Order,  and  the  strike 
bore  upon  this  point,  and  he  said — 

"The  lonff  hours  caused  by  keeping  men 
working,  making  up  letter  orders  and  preparing 
goods  for  the  following  day's  sale,  after  the  riiop 
is  clo:ed  to  the  public." 

That  was  a  point  to  which  they  attached 
vital  importance.  In  1904  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  got  into  some  trouble  because  he 
had  always  opposed  their  proposal  on 
general  grounds,  and  they  thought  those 
general  grounds  of  opposition  were 
equally  applicable  to  the  Bill  of  the 
then  Government.  After  some  hesitation 
the  hon.  Baronet  finally  came  down  on 
the  Government  side  and  supported  the 
measure. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY :  It  is  quite  true 
there  was  a  considerable  difficulty.  Wh:it 
took  place  was  that  I  first  said  I  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  friend.  Then  when  it  came  to  be 
explained  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  so  bad 
that  I  voted  for  the  Bill  of  my  own  Party, 
which  though  very  bad  wasnot  quite  as  bad. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  if 
he  could  conceive  that  for  a  moment  he 
could  hold  the  hon.  Baronet's  views,  he 
would  have  acted  as  he  did  upon  that 
occasion.  The  form  of  the  present  Act, 
if  hon.  Members  would  looK  at  it,  con- 
trasted with  the  form  of  this  Bill,  really 
told  the  whole  story.  The  Resolution  it 
last  year  set  forth  that  in  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  this  House  more  drastic  legisla- 
tion was  required.  The  Glasgow  Order, 
which  was  a  drastic  one,  had  shown  the 
strength  of  the  administration  of  the 
Corporation  oi  Glasgow,  because  it  had 
been  most  efficiently  enforced,  and  yet 
the  weakness  of  the  law  had  been  clearly 
shown  and  exactly  the  difficulties  hid 
arisen  which  were  foreseen.  It  was  agreed 
on  all  hands  that  the  existing  law  had 
broken  down  and  was  a  dead  letter.  WkM 


1541 


Shops 


{1  May  1908} 


Bill. 


1542 


Parliament  was  unanimously  convinced  of 
the  need  for  dealing  with  this  question, 
it  passed  a  law  so  hedged  about  with 
numerous  and  unnecessary  securities  that 
even  Lord  Avebury  himself  prophesied  its 
failure.  Almost  everybody  agreed  that 
more  drastic  legislation  was  required.  He 
was  aware  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
difference  of  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
hours  clause.  He  was  prepared  to  assert 
that  all  opponents  of  this  Bill  who  had 
shown  their  hands  by  resolutions  were 
favourable  to  the  general  principle,  which 
was  the  main  issue  at  stake  upon  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  The  objec- 
tions which  had  been  raised  to  this 
measure  were  really  Committee  matters, 
and  not  questions  of  principle.  One  of 
the  most  authorised  of  the  representatives 
of    those    hostile   to  the    Bill  was   the 

fentleman  representing  the  National 
Ihamber  of  Trade  at  the  annual  con- 
ference of  that  body  held  at  Derby. 
The  incoming  president  delivered  an 
address  upon  this  subject,  in  which  he 
said  that  *'  the  Shops  Bill  like  the  Shop 
Hours  Act  was  to  be  condemned 
because  the  powers  were  to  be 
•enforced  and  controlled  by  the  local 
authority  instead  of  by  Parliament." 
That  argument  was  only  partly  true  of 
this  Bill.  In  the  same  speech  was  a 
proposal  for  the  adoption  of  one  of 
the  most  drastic  forms  of  colonial 
law  upon  this  question.  The  same 
speaker  said — 

"What  was  needed  was  a  national  Bill, 
nationally  controlled,  and  applicable  to  every 
retail  shop  in  the  Kingdom.  Many  of  the 
difficulties  of  this  Bill  would  arise  when  it  was 
applied  locally,  but  would  disappear  if  the  Bill 
was  made  national." 

The  speech  concluded  with  a  reouest 
for  "a  national  Bill  like  that  of  New 
South  Wales."  That  was  a  very 
curious  demand  coming  from  this  great 
body  of  shopkeepers.  If  he  thought 
there  was  any  chance  of  the  New  South 
Wales  Act  ibeing  accepted  he  would  be 
quite  ready  to  join  with  them.  That 
measure,  however,  was  not  consistent 
with  the  administrative  methods  of  the 
old  country,  but  he  would  at  once  close 
with  that  offer  if  he  thought  there  was 
any  chance  of  its  being  accepted  and  being 
carried  into  law.  The  New  South  Wales 
law  was  under  a  statute  of  1899,  and  an 
amending  law  of  1900.  It  was  not  quite 
true  that  the  New  South  Wales  law  was 


absolutely  national  or  uniform.  The 
local  authority  in  New  South  Wales  had 
the  same  power  as  this  Bill  proposed  of 
settling  which  should  be  the  day.  There 
was  also  the  further  local  power  that 
upon  a  memorial  from  one-third  of  the 
shop-keepers  of  any  of  the  municipalities 
of  New  South  Wales  there  coula  be  a 
poll.  That  poll  would  have  to  be  held 
under  conditions  which  would  be  regarded 
as  unduly  democratic  in  this  country  by 
those  who  opposed  this  Bill.  In  that 
poll  every  shopkeeper  had  only  one  vote, 
but  every  shop  assistant  over  eighteen 
years  of  age  also  had  a  vote,  and  so  it 
was  really  the  shop  assistants  who  decided 
the  question.  In  this  colonial  measure, 
apart  from  the  usual  exceptions,  there 
was  a  isixty  hours  clause,  and  besides 
that,  there  was  a  further  limitation  that 
the  assistants  could  not  be  employed 
more  than  half-an-hour  after  the  doors  of 
the  shop  were  closed  to  the  public  on  any 
one  day.  He  wished  to  deal  with  one  or 
two  other  suggestions  made  by  their 
opponents  in  regard  to  the  difficulties 
raised  by  this  Bill  and  he  would  only 
take  the  most  important  resolutions.  The 
Leeds  Chamber  of  Trade  had  passed  a 
resolution  against  this  Bill,  but  in 
moving  that  resolution  the  chairman 
said — 

**  Some  shopkeepers  in  Leeds  kept  open  late 
every  night,  making  eighty  hours  m  the  week 
[Shame].  He  had  tried  to  set  an  example  by 
closing  early,  but  without  fresh  legislation  he 
feared  there  would  be  no  agreement." 

Even  that  body  agreed  with  them  that 
fresh  legislation  was  necessary,  and  that 
view  was  endorsed  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  resolution  carried  by 
the  Leeds  Chamber  of  Trade  was  in 
favour  of  a  universal  voluntary  closing. 
A  subcommittee  was  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  days  and  hours,  but 
the  meeting  "  could  not  come  to  any 
agreement."  He  did  not  think  they  could 
have  a  better  proof  than  that  of  the  need 
for  legislation  of  the  kind  he  was  pro- 
posing. One  great  London  association, 
the  Hackney  Traders'  Association,  had 
resolved  that  this  measure  was  a  nefarigus 
Bill.  The  president  of  that  body,  who 
moved  the  resolution  and  who  used  the 
word  *'  nefarious,"  said  that  this  Bill  was 
"too  drastic,"  although  "personally  he 
would  like  to  see  much  earlier  closing." 
Even  among  the  members  of  that  body 
there  was  a  certain  amount  of  uneasiness 
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as  to  the  hours.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  opinion  of  London  was  better  ex- 
pressed by  the  resolution  passed  in 
March  last  at  the  special  conference  of  the 
London  Municipal  Authorities  held  at  St. 
Pancras,  over  which  the  Mayor  of  St.  Pan- 
eras  presided,  and  which  represented  the 
City  of  London,  ihe  City  of  Wtstminster, 
and  nearly  all  the  Metropolitan  boroughs. 
The  conference  was  called  in  order  "  to 
arrive  at  a  definite  conclusion  upon  "  this 
subject  which  they  had  been  discussing 
"  on  and  ott'  for  the  last  twelve  years." 
The  conveners  of  the  conference  had  sent 
round  the  official  resolution  which  declared 
that  "  with  the  usual  exceptions,  all  shops 
should  be  limited  to  seventy  hours  per 
week."  The  chairman  of  the  conference 
in  moving  the  resolution  said  **  There 
was  no  reason  why  people  should  shop 
all  night;  many  people  would  do  so, 
but  that  was  pure  selfishness."  Sub- 
sequently, an  amendment  was  moved. 
The  amendment  declared  that  the  Shop 
Hours  Act  was  never  likely  to  be  of  any 
practical  use,  and  "  should  be  amended  to 
embrace  the  area  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  district  and  made  compulsory  for 
all  trades."  That  amendment  was  carried 
by  a  proportion  of  three  to  two.  He 
claimed,  therefore  that  the  whole  of  the 
representation  at  that  meeting  was  prac- 
tically in  favour  of  this  Bill.  Both 
the  resolution  and  the  amendment  were 
to  that  effect.  In  conclusion,  he  stated 
that  it  was  impossible  to  accept  the  "  alter- 
natives "  of  either  the  first  part  of  the  Bill, 
providing  for  general  shorter  hours,  or  of 
a  sixty-hours  week  for  shop  assistants. 
Amendments  in  detail  might  be  made,  but 
they  must  have  both  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Sir  CharJc'^  Dilhe.) 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Gladstone.  Leeds.  W.)|:  I  apologise  to 
the  House  for  intervening  so  early  in  this 
debate,  but  I  have  during  the  present 
week  attended  the  House  so  closely  that 
the  necessary  work  of  my  Department  is 
getting  into  arrears.  I  entirely  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  that  there  is  no 
necessity  to  examine  into  the  mischiefs 
which  are  inseparable  from  the  long  hours 
of  work  which  are  customary  in  perhaps 
the  great  majority  of  shop  throughout 
the   country,  and,  especially,   the  condi- 
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tions  under  which  these  hours  have  to  be 
worked.     To  my  mind  there  is  nothing 
that  comes  before  the  House  of  higher  im- 
portance   than    any    question    affecting 
i  directly  the  health  of  the  people.     I  know 
•  what  are  the  views  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
I  opposite  as  to  fetate  interference  with  the 
!  conditions   of    labour,  but   probably  he 
I  would  say  that  where  you  can  show  long 
:  hours  are  worked  under  conditions  detri- 
i  mental  to  the  health  of  a  very  consider- 
able portion  of  the  population  then  it  is 
essential  that  the  State  should  interfere 
■  to  remedy  the  evil. 
I 
'      Sir  F.  BANBURY  indicated]  dissent. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE:      He  shakes  his 
head.     He  is  inexorable.     He  seems  to 

,  think  that  the  State  is  to  stand  idle, 
although  it  sees  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  degenerating  every  year  because 
of  the  unsatisfactory  conditions  of  their 
employment.  I  respectfully  demur  from 
the  hon.  Baronet.  I  will  say  this :  at  any 
rate  we  are  practically  all  agreed 
that,  whether  or  not  this  measure  be 
the  correct  remedy,  the  hours  worked  in 
shops  are  unduly  long.  Therefore,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  look  with  great 
sympathy  upon  the  objects  and  intentions 
of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  imposes  a  maximum 
per  week  of  sixty  hours.  It  may  be  said 
that  that  is  another  direct  interference  to 
control  the  hours  of  labour.     Well,  that 

I  is  so.  Personally  I  have  long  ceased  to 
be  terrified  at  the  old  argument  that  we. 
ought  to  do  nothing  which  might  by  any 
chance  interfere  with  the  free  discretion, 
as  it  is  called,  of  adult  people  to  wear 
themselves  to  death  by  working  at  their 
employment,  and  I  am  not  going  to- 
address  myself  now  to  the  hon.  Baronet^ 

,  because  my  argument  in  his  case  would,, 
I   believe,    be    of    no    use.      It    would 
be     perfectly     useless     to      think     that 
there  is  any  hope  of  my  being  able  ta- 
convert   him    to    my   views.       I    would. 
rather  address  myself  to  my  hon.  fariend 
on  the  front  bench  who  was  responsible 
for  the  Act  of  1904,  and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  remind  him   that,  although  that 
Act  proceeds  on  very  different  lines  from. 
those  of  the  Bill  we  are  now  discussing, 
yet  in  point  of   fact  it  does  involTe  an^ 
interference  with  adult  labour. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY:  We  make  mistakes. 

on  this  side  sometimes. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  no  doubt 
that  my  hon  friend  the  Member  for  North 
Ayrshire  will  subsequently  answer  the 
hon.  baronet.  I  wish  to  restate  the  views 
of  the  Government  on  this  subject.  Last 
year  on  May  1st  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Clitheroe  division  brought  forward  a 
motion  on  the  subject,  on  which  I  spoke, 
and  I  may  perhaps  quote  to  the  House 
what  I  said  in  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
Cxovernment   on   this   question.     I   said : 

*'  There  are  a  variety  of  methods  of  dealing 
with  this  question.  Tliere  is  the  saegested 
Bill  of  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean,  but  I  think  that  he  will 
admit  that  it  would  undoubtedly  take  a  great 
dejil  of  time  to  pass.  There  are  the  alterna- 
tive methods  of  a  compulsory'  clause  or  a  limita- 
tion of  hours.  There  is  a  further  alternative, 
that  of  a  combination  of  the  principle  of  the 
compulsory  clauses  with  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  to  amend  the  present  Act.  I  am  not  asked 
to  state  our  intention  with  regard  to  a  Govern- 
ment Bill  at  the  present  time,  and  I  do  not 
commit  myself  on  thit  point ;  but  I  frankly 
admit*that  the  case  for  an  amending  Bill  has 
been  made  out.*' 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  entirely  adhere 
to  what  I  said  on  that  occasion.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  the  Bill  which  we  are 
now  considering  is  not  in  the  nature  of 
an  amending  measure.  It  seeks  to  effect 
the  same  object  as  the  1904  Act,  but  by 
riore  direct  and  drastic  methods.  I  do 
not  think  my  right  hon.  friend  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
quoted  the  late  Lord  Salisbury,  but  1 
understood  him  to  say  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury was  rather  in  favour  of  the 
principle 

*.>i:^  CHARLES  DILKE:  Half  of  tho 
witnesses  called  by  Lord  Avebury  in 
favour  of  his  Bill  spoke  in  favour  of  this 
one  and  against  his,  and  then  unex- 
pectedly Lord  Salisbury,  on  the  day  of  i 
the  Report,  came  down  and  opposed  the  ' 
principal  clause  of  the  Report,  and  the 
clauses  which  he  put  in  will,  if  looked  at, 
be  seen  to  favour  this  scheme  rather  than 
that  ultimately  adopted. 
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'view,  as  I  understood  him,  of  the  Natiorial 
'Chamber  of  Trade,  being  rather  in  favour 
I  of  the  New  South  Wales  Bill.  My  right 
hon.  friend  said  that  he  had  no  objection 
to  consider  the  substitution  of  that  Bill 
for  the  present  one. 

I  Sir  CHARLES  DILKE:  I  observed 
that  it  is  very  much  on  the  lines  of  our 
Bill,  because  it  contains  two  parts. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Quite  so.  Tha^ 
,  only  means  that  we  have  not  arrived 
exactly  at  finality  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  even  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's point  of  view.  Then,  of  course, 
this  Bill  goes  very  much  further  than  the 
Act  at  present  in  force,  and  its  various 
clauses  affect  in  numberless  ways  the 
whole  shop  life  of  the  country.  I  only 
wish  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  House 
that  this  Bill  is  not  to  be  measured  by 
the  number  of  its  clauses,  but  that  it  is  a 
Bill  I  think  I  might  almost  say  of  first- 
class  importance,  and,  therefore,  it  is  a 
matter  which  requires  and  demands  the 
very  close  and  careful,  and  even  the  pro- 
longed, consideration  of  the  House.  That 
being  so,  I  wish  to  indicate  to  the  House 
some  of  the  points  which  I  have  in  my 
mind  as  requiring  very  great  considera- 
tion, and  in  offering  certain  criticisms  of 
the  Bill  I  wish  the  House  to  understand 
that  I  do  not  do  it  in  any  hostile  manner, 
but  in  order  to  show  that  it  is  absolutely 
essential  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
that  proposals  of  this  kind  should  be  sub- 
jected to  close  and  careful  scrutiny.  The 
Bill,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to  apply  to  all 
shops  throughout  the  country,  from  the 
great  establishments  in  London  down  to 
the  humble  place  occupied  by  an  old 
woman  who  sells  sweets  in  a  country 
village.  That*is  a  tolerably  wide  range^ 
How  is  it  to  be  enforced  ?  The  existing 
powers  of  local  authorities  to  appoint 
inspectors  in  regard  to  shop  hours  are  to 
be  repealed,  and  the  whole  of  the  work  is 
to  be  put  upon  the  factory  inspectors. 


Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  obliged  to 
my  right  hon.  friend  for  stating  exactly 
what  he  understood  to  have  been  the 
action  of  the  late  Lord  Salisbury  on  that 
matter,  and  it  is  undoubtedly  a  very 
interesting  reference  of  which,  no  doubt, 
more  will  be  heard.  I  also  noted  the 
remark  made  by  my  right  hon.  friend 
that  he  himself  was  not  absolutely  wedded  j 
to  this  Bill  as  it  stands.     He  quoted  the 


♦Sir    CHARLES  DILKE: 
police. 


And  the 


Mr.  GLADSTONE:  So  far  as  the- 
Government  inspectors  are  concerned  the 
whole  of  the  work  is  to  be  put  on  the 
factory  inspectors.  No  doubt  we  shall 
have  explanations  of  this  clause  from  hon. 
Members  who  are  fully  cognisant  of  the 
work  of  the  factory  inspectors,  but  I  would. 
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say  that  if  you  took  away  every  single 
inspector  or  inspector's  assistant  from  his 
present  work  of  inspecting  the  factories 
and  workshops  of  the  country  and  put 
him  to  the  task  of  enforcing  the  hours 
in  shops  under  this  Bill,  they  would 
be  wholly  inadequate  to  the  purpose. 
I  repeat,  how  do  you  propose  to  enforce 
the  Act  1  Every  authority  throughout 
the  country,  whether  it  be  a  city  council, 
a  town  council,  an  urban  or  a  district 
council,  is  at  once  to  issue  an  Order  affect- 
ing all  shops  with  the  exception  of 
those  mentioned  in  the  Schedule.  If 
any  objection  is  raised  in  any  particu- 
lar area,  what  is  to  happen,  and  how 
are  the  objections  to  be  considered  ?  The 
only  method  suggested  by  the  Bill  is 
that  the  local  authority  may  call  a  meet- 
ing of  the  ratepayers,  who  may  rescind  or 
modify  the  Order  at  a  public  meeting. 
Now,  in  London,  the  area  is  to  be  the 
area  of  the  London  County  Council. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  the 
precedent  for  that  clause  of  the  Bill  was 
the  procedure  adopted  in  the  Borough 
Funds  Act. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Fro^Ti  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Government  the  machinery 
proposed  is  open  to  the  greatest  disad- 
vantages. I  would  ask  the  House  to 
imagine  that  strong  objection  was  taken 
by  the  shop  assistants  to  an  Order  issued 
by  the  London  County  Council,  and  that 
iihe  London  County  Council  summoned  a 
meeting  of  the  whole  of  the  London  rate- 
payers. They  must  meet  somewhere 
under  regulations  for  which  the  Home 
Secretary  would  be  responsible. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE:  That  power 
exists  already  under  the  Borough 
Funds  Act. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  But  this  Bill  is  of 
a  very  different  nature  in  what  it  does 
from  the  Borough  Funds  Act.  In 
any  case  the  ratepayers  may  be 
very  strongly  and  immediately  affected 
by  this  measure,  and  they  may 
wish  to  exercise  the  powers  under  the 
Act.  And  if  they  insisted,  what  arrange- 
ment can  be  made  for  adei^uate  considera- 
tion of  the  details  of  the  Order  issued  by 
the  London  County  Council?  Then  I 
understand  that  if  at  some  meeting  the 
Order  is  rescinded,  there  is  no  power  in 
the  Bill  for  reviving  it.     It  is  dead  for 

Jlr.  Gladstone, 


ever.  Apart  from  that  question,  suppose 
an  objection  is  made  to  a  particular 
Order  in  a  particular  area,  I  understand 
there  is  no  particular  provision  in  the 
Bill  to  provide  that  the  local  authority 
shall  consider  the  objection  to  the  Order. 
In  several  respects  this  Bill  may  be 
founded  on  principle,  but  it  must  be 
considered  as  a  Bill  of  special  importance 
in  regard  to  particular  details.  For 
instance,  in  regard  to  Sunday  closing 
there  is  no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  the 
exceptional  treatment  of  Jews.  That  is 
a  serious  matter. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  would 
be  quite  prepared  to  consider  theprovisions 
in  regard  to  that  contained  in  the  Factory 
Acts. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :   There  is  another 
point.     Clause  9  provides  for  the  prohibi- 
tion of  the  employment  of  children  in  or 
about  a  shop.     I  think  on  general  prin- 
ciples there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for 
that,  but  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  a  number  of  places  there  are  bye-laws 
which  aft^r  careful  consideration  provide 
for  the  employment  of  child  labour  in  s 
particular  area  in  order  to    meet    the 
public  interests  involved.     I  understand 
that  in  such  places  there  may  be  very 
much  objection  to  the  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  actually  says  that  no  child  under  the 
age  of  fourteen  shall  be  employed  in  or 
about  a  shop.      There  are  many  other 
points  to  be  considered.     For  instance, 
by  Clause  2  the  hours  fixed  bv  theClonng 
Order  are  on  one  day  in  each  week  at  or 
before  one  o'clock  in  the  afternoon ;  on 
three  other   days  in  each   week  at  or 
before  seven  o'clock  in  the  evenii]^ ;  on 
one  other  day  in  each  week  at  or  brforo 
nine  o'clock  in  the  evening ;  and  on  one 
other  day  in  each  week  at  or  before  ten 
o'clock  in  the  evening.     But  who  is  to 
fix  these  hours  ?    Is  the  local  authority 
to  have  power  to  fix  any  hour  before  one 
o'clock,  and  if  once  the  hour  is  fixed  has 
it  the  power  to  alter  that  hourl    That 
seems  to    me    to    be    giving   the  local 
authority  a  very  drastic  and  dangerooi 
power  of  interfering  unduly  and  onDeoei- 
sarily,  without  having   the   fullest  con- 
sideration of  all  the  objections  which  may 
be  raised,  with  the  hours  of  the  varioai 
shops  in  particular  areas.     Sub-section  (3) 
refers  to  *'  such  exemptions  and  oonditioiiB 
as  may  be  contained  in  the  Order."    Bat 
what    are    these    objections   and 
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•conditions  ?  The  Bill  says  nothing  as  to 
their  nature  or  their  extent;  so  that 
there  we  are  again  brought  up  by  the 
fact  tliat  the  Bill  does  not  tell  us  what  it 
really  means  or  what  is  really  intended. 
Again,  Clause  4,  Sub-section  (4)  provides 
that— 

*'  A  person  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be 
•exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  section  on 
the  ground  that  he  is  an  apprentice  or  an 
improver,  or  a  member  of  the  occupier's 
famUy." 

How  are  you  to  prevent  the  child  of  a 
shopkeeper  from  doing  odd  jobs  in  the 
«hop  either  during  the  hours  of  labour 
or  after  closing  hours?  The  thing  is 
absolutely  impossible,  even  if  you  ap- 
pointed thousands  of  inspectors. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  it  was 
done  in  workshops  under  the  Factory 
Acts. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  impossible 
to  meet  by  legislation  the  case  of  the 
:small  shopkeeper  who  does  in  fact  use 
the  members  of  his  family  for  the  purposes 
of  his  shopkeeping  either  before  or  after 
closing  hours.     Clause  7  says  that — 

"  The  provisions  of  this  Act  relating  to  the 
•closing  01  shops  shall  not  apply  to  a  shop  kept 
-open  solely  for  the  sale  of  one  or  more  of  the 
.articles  specified  in  the  Schedule." 

That  would  have  a  very  curious 
•efTect.  If  a  man  has  a  fresh  fruit 
shop  he  would  be  exempt  from  and 
independent  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
but  if  he  sold  dry  figs  he  would  come 
under  its  provisions.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  with  re^rd  to  exemptions  provided 
for  in  the  Schedule,  many  and  great 
•difficulties  would  arise  in  connection  with 
those  shops  which  combine  the  sale  of 
<iifferent  goods.  For  instance,  a  news- 
agent who  sold  newspapers  only  would  be 
exempt,  but  if  he  sold  a  book  or  a 
magazine  also  he  would  be  included 
under  the  Bill.  These  are  all  important 
matters  to  consider,  but  I  will  not  occupy 
the  House  further  in  considering  details. 
I  refer  to  these  points,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  being  unfriendly  to  the  Bill, 
but  to  show  the  difficulties  as  to  some  of 
the  details  of  a  measure  which  the  House 
is  asked  to  deal  with  at  this  period  of  the 
«es8ion.  As  to  the  position  of  the 
Government,  hon.  Members  are  entirely 
free  to  take  their  own  course ;  but  if  I 
vote  for  the  Second  Reading  I  must 
dissociate  myself  from  some  of  its  clauses. 


;  and  reserve  to  myself  an  absolutely  free 
j  hand  with  regard  to  its  proceeding.     I 
j  repeat  what  I  said  last  year  in  the  debate 
I  on  the  subject,  and  reaffirm  my  opinion 
I  that    the   existing    legislation    has  per- 
fectly broken  down  and  requires  to  be 
1  strengthened.     But,  having  regard  to  the 
I  state  of  the  business  of  the  House,  I  am 
j  certain  it   is  not  possible  for  this   Bill 
I  to  make  progress  this  session.     It  will 
I  require    in   Committee     many    days    of 
I  hard  work.    [An  Hon.  Member  :  **  No.") 
I  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion.     I   have 
j  been  twenty-eight  yean  in  the   House, 
I  and  I   am  afraid  the   hon.    Gentleman 
I  has  not  had  the  sad  experience  I  have 
i  had  in  regard  to  these  matters.     With 
I  all  that  experience  in  my  mind,  and  with 
all  the  goodwill  on  my  part  and  that  of 
'  my  colleagues  towards    this   particular 
case,  it  is  in  my  opinion  practically  im- 
I  possible  for  the  Bill  to  make  progress 
j  this    session.     My    hon.   colleague    and 
;  myself    are    burdened    with    the     near 
I  prospect  of  the  Licensing  Bill  in  Com- 
i  mittee  of  this  House,  we  have  on  our 
,  shoulders  the  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill, 
i  and    the    Children    Bill,   and   we  have 
I  in    addition    important     administrative 
work  to  attend  to.     I  must  tell  my  right 
hon  friend  that  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
\  to  deal  with  more  than  one  case  at  one 
'  time,  and  with  the  load  of  work  which  is 
'  on  our  shoulders    this    session,  I   must 
I  honestly     tell    him     that    neither    my 
Department    nor  I   have  any    time  to 
spare  for  the  detailed   consideration  of 
this  Bill  at  the  present  time.     But  while 
that  is  the  case,  if  this  Bill  is  referred  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  to-day 
I  will  undertake  to  prepare  a  Bill  and 
introdace  it  next  year,  and  I  hope  that 
that  will  be  satisfactory  to  my  right  hon. 
friend.       A    promise    in    the    hand    is 
worth     two     Bills     next     session.      At 
all  events  it  is  well  to  have  a  certain 
promise,  and  I  hope  in  view  of  the  assur- 
ance that  the  Government  are  friendly 
and  actively  friendly  to  the  purposes  of 
;  this  Bill,  if  we  undertake  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  next  year  to  strengthen  the  existing 
defective  law,  that  course  will  commend 
itself  to  the  House. 

I  *Mr.  H.  H.  marks  (Kent,  Thanet) 
'  said  that  in  moving  the  rejection  of  this 
I  Bill  he  hoped  he  would  not  adopt  an 
I  attitude  less  friendly  than  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  in 
supporting     the     measure.      He     fully 
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recognised  that  the  fact  that  it  involved 
an  interference  with  individual  liberty 
was  one  which  would  have  little  force 
with  the  authors  of  the  measure,  nor  did 
he  think  that  it  was  likely  to  have  much 
weight  with  the  majority  of  the  Members 
of  this  present  House.  He  had,  however, 
some  hopes  and  some  reasons  for  believing 
that  public  opinion  would  only  accept 
this  interference  with  individual  liberty  on 
grounds  and  under  circumstances  of  the 
plainest  necessity,  and  that  to  make  it  an 
offence  in  a  private  trader  to  attempt 
to  earn  his  livelihood  after  a  certain  hour 
was  to  carry  interference  to  an  extreme 
for  which  opinion  was  not  yet  ripe.  The 
effect  of  such  proposals  as  those 
contained  in  the  Bill  must  be  un- 
favourable to  employment.  As  to  that 
they  would  probably  be  told  that  trade 
must  be  done  if  not  by  the  small  shop- 
keeper then  by  the  large  one,  so  that  the 
destruction  of  the  small  shopkeeper  would 
merely  import  the  transfer  of  his  em- 
ployees to  other  employment  and  under 
better  conditions.  There  was,  however, 
this  to  consider,  and  it  was  a  point  to 
which  he  would  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House,  whether  much  of  this  recent 
legislation  of  theirs  did  not  by  incessant 
imposition  of  new  conditions,  new  re- 
strictions, and  new  inspection  affect  ihe 
total  of  employment  by  restricting  the 
enterprise  of  the  country.  The  con- 
ditions might  not  always  be  intolerable, 
but  they  were  unfamiliar  and  vexatious. 
In  the  present  instance  the  increase 
required  in  the  number  of  inspectors 
under  Clause  16,  as  the  Home  Secretary 
had  pointed  out,  was  so  great  that  if  all 
the  inspectors  in  the  country  at  present, 
even  supplemented  by  the  police,  were  to 
attempt  the  work  of  inspection  required 
by  the  Bill  they  could  not  perform  it. 

Sir  JOSEPH  LEESE  (Lancashire, 
Accrington)  :  Is  not  this  a  subject  for 
Committee '? 

*Mr.  H.  H .  MARKS  said  that  whit  he  was 
referring  to  related  to  the  general  policy 
of  the  Bill,  and  if  they  went  on  as 
they  were  doing  one  half  of  the  com- 
munity would  soon  be  getting  its  living 
by  inspecting  the  other  half.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  more- 
over, because  it  was  an  attack  upon  the 
small  shopkeeper  for  the  benefit  of  the 
large  one.  That  was  its  essence.  He 
knew  it  was  the  theory  of  some  Socialists 
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that  if  they  substituted    the    large  em- 
ployer for  the  small,  and  then  the  smgle^ 
combination  for  the  large  employers,  the 
way  might  be  made  easy  for  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  State  for  the  combination.    If 
the   Bill  had  been  introduced    with  the 
object  of  giving  effect  to  some  such  scheme^ 
as  that,  he  would  have  thought  it  admir- 
ably adapted  to  the  purpose.     It  was  the 
first  step  in  the  direction  of  the  destruction 
of  the  small  employer  which  involved  the 
most  cnielty  and  was  the  most  important. 
The  community  might  or   might  not  be 
moving  towards  Socialism,  but  the  clear 
aim  of  this  Bill  was  to  give  more  power 
to  the   large    capitalist  in  the  hope  no 
doubt,  or   in    the  hope    probably    that 
the  result  would  tend  to  Socialism,  and- 
even  those  who  did  not  shrink  from  the 
ultimate  object  aimed  at  might  see  that 
the  method  was  a  dangerous  one.    The^ 
essence  of  the  Bill  was  compulsion.    At 
present   local    authorities    might    make 
Orders  under  certain  conditions,  but  this 
Bill  said  that  tbe  authorities  must  make^ 
Orders.     The  authors  of  the  Bill  did  not 
appear  to  have  contemplated  the  poesi' 
bility  that  a  local  body  which  had  not 
yet  moved  might  continue  to  remain  at 
rest,  for  there  was  no  machinery  proposed 
in  case  of  default.     Presumably,  where 
a    local    authority    had    not    made   an 
Order  it    had  been  because  there  had 
been  no  pressure  of  local  public  opinion 
in  favour  of  one.      The    Bill    insisted 
that   the   local  authority  should   act  in 
advance  of  public  opinion,  that  it  shouldt 
according  to  Clause  1,  as  soon  as  possible 
make  an  Order  which  the  local  conmiunity 
had  not  demanded,  and  >vith  regard  to 
which  no  considered   opinion  bad  beeik 
arrived  at.     And  finally,  the  Bill,  having 
insisted  that  the  local  authority  should 
legislate  in  haste,  only  allowed  it  to  repent 
at  leisure,  for  so  far  as  he  could  gather 
under  its  provisions  there  was  no  enective 
machinery  for  altering    an   Order  once 
made,  and  once  it  came  into  force  it  waa 
final,  no  matter  how  injurious  it  nught  have 
proved  in  the  working.     With  regard  to 
the  salient  features  of  the  Bill,  Clause  1 
proWded  that  every  local  authority  must 
make  a  closing  Order  fixing  the  hours  at 
which  all  shops  in  its  area  were  to  bfr 
closed,  but  no  consideration  appeared  to 
have  been  given  to  the  interests  of  the 
poor  who  were  bound  to  do  their  shoppng 
late  at  night.     Moreover,  the  definition  as 
to  shop  was  quite  inconclusive,  and  they 
were  left  in  doubt  as  to  whether  thia 
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-early  closing  was  to  affect  the  vendors 
who    had    barrows    or    portable    trays. 
Under  Clause  4,  again,  a  person  who  was 
ordinarily  employed  at  a  shop  must  not 
continue  his  or  her    employment   more 
than  half-an-hour  after  the  closing  hours 
except  on  twenty-four  days  during  the 
year,   but  to  secure  even  this  privilege 
the   shopkeeper   must  give   seven    days 
notice  to  the  factory  inspector  and  post 
up  a  notice  in  his  shop.     No   exception 
was   made   and    no    exemption    granted 
for    caretakers,     night     watchmen,     or 
domestic  servants.     Clause  6,  which  dealt 
with  Sunday  closing,  would,  as  the  Home 
Secretary  had  pointed  out,  cause  grave 
inconvenience  to   Jewish    traders   by   a 
complete  Sunday   closing.      This   incon- 
venience would    develop   into   hardship 
in    cases     where     Saturday     might    be 
selected  as  the  day  for  early  closing.     In 
reference  to  the  exemptions  from  total 
Sunday   closing,  the    institutions   which 
were  offered  the  advantage  of  remaining 
open  on  Sunday  were  seven  in  number, 
and  they  must  be  open  solely  for  the  sale 
of  one  or  more  of  the  articles  ifeimed  in 
the  schedule.     "  Medicines  or  medical  or 
surgical  appliances"    could    possibly   be 
solely      supplied.      But      what      about 
"refreshments   for  consumption   on  the 
premises  1 "       That     would     not    assist 
the   working    man   to   get   his    Sunday 
dinner    cooked   in    a   baker's   shop  and 
enjoy   it  at  home.     Then   they  had  the 
exemption      of       intoxicating      liquors, 
although  everyl>3dy  knew  that  no  shop 
was  open  solely  for  the  sale  of  intoxicat- 
ing   liquors.       These    exemptions   were 
delusive  and  absurd.     Then  let  them  take 
Clause  9  by  which  it  was  provided  that 
a  child  under  the  age  of  fourteen  must  not 
be  employed  in  or  about  a  shop.     Under 
that,  grave   hardship  was  bound  to    be 
done  to  the  parents  of  boys  who  did  odd 
jobs  in  the  morning  before  they  went  to 
school   or    in  the    evening    after    their 
return.    The  boys  who  carried  newspapers 
and  even  the  shopkeeper's  own  children 
did  not  appear  to  be  exempt  from  the 
operations   of   the    clause.      If     such    a 
clause  as  that  was  to  be  adopted,  if  such 
an  enactment  as  that  was  to  pass  Parlia- 
ment, no  parent  could  rely  upon  the  help 
of  any  of   his  children   even   under  the 
most    trifling     circumstances,     and    the 
House  was  well  aware   that  among  the 
300,000  shops  in  the  country  there  were 
a    large    number     occupied    by    people 
of    the    poorest    class    who    coula    not 
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afford  to  engage  a  shop  assistant  and  had 
to  rely  upon  the  casual,   but  the  no  less 
welcome, assistance  of  any  members  of  their 
own    families.       This   Bill,    professedly 
and  ostensibly  in  the  interests ,  of   shop 
assistants,    was     applicable    to     anyone 
whether  a  shop  assistant  or  not.     He 
could  not   help  thinking   that   this  was 
the  sort  of   legislation  which    made    it 
necessary  for  the  education  authority  to 
supply   school  children  with  free  meals. 
Then   under  Clause  10  there  were  pro- 
visions and  obligations  put  upon  shop- 
keepers of  the  most  harassing  character. 
It  was  laid  down  that  a  person  must  not 
be  employed  in  or  about  a  shop  for  more 
than  sixty  hours,  including  meal  times,  in 
any  one  week.     The  words  used   were 
"a   person"  so  that  not  even  the  pro- 
prietor or    his    wife    or    children   could 
be  so  employed.     It   was   not  provided 
that  the  person  must  be  an  assistant  or 
a  salaried    servant.      Moreover  it   was 
provided   that  a  person  employed  in  or 
about  a  shop  must  be  allowed  not  less 
than  one   hour  between   twelve   o'clock 
(noon)  and  two  o'clock  p.m.  for  dinner. 
How   that   would  suit  the  proprietor  of 
a  luncheon  bar  or  the  proprietor  of  a  ham 
and     beef    shop     everyone     knew.      A 
similar  vexatious  condition  was  imposed 
in    regard   to   the   afternoon   meal.      A 
person     employed,     not     necessarily    a 
salaried  assistant,  even  though  a  member 
of  the  employer's  family,  must  have  half- 
an-hour  between  four  and  seven  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon  for  tea.     The  eft'ect  of 
that  would  be  the  closing  of  half  the  tea 
shops  in  London  or  a  duplication  of  their 
staffs.     Legislation  of  this  kind  might  be 
all  very  well  for  factories  and  workshops, 
but  it  was  imsuitable  for  ordinary  shops. 
Clause     11     provided    that     a     person 
under  the  age   of  eighteen  years,  or  a 
woman,  who  was  employed  in  a  factory  or 
workshop,  must  not,  subsequently  on  the 
same  day,  be  employed  in   or  about  a 
shop  for  such  a  period  as  would  make  the 
total  period  of  employment  exceed  the 
number  of  hours  permitted  by  the  Factory 
Acts.     What  could  be  more  vexatious  1 
Under   that   no  member    of    the    shop- 
keeper's family  would  be  permitted  after 
the  shop   had   been   closed  to  go  down 
even    to    "tidy    up"    and   prepare   for 
the   work   of  next  day.       One  of   the 
most     oppressive     regulations    required 
that  in   shops   where   persons    of    both 
sexes  were  employed,  or  were  intended 
to    be    employed     to-morrow,    or    next 
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month,  or  next  year,  or  at  any  time, 
proper  separate  sanitary  conveniences 
must  l>e  provided  for  persons  of  each  sex. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  Why  not  1]  If  a 
small  shopkeeper  employed  his  sons  and 
his  daughters  he  must  provide  two  separate 
w.c's.,  although  if  they  resided  in  a  house 
which  was  not  a  shop  one  w.c.  would  be 
regarded  as  sufficient.  If  a  man  employed 
one  female  assistant  and  one  male 
assistant  he  was  to  be  compelled  to  pro- 
vide a  separate  w.c.  for  each,  although  if 
that  person  employed  in  his  house  six 
female  servants,  and  a  butler,  and  other 
male  servants,  he  need  only  provide  one. 
A  man  who  employed  six  female 
assistants  in  his  shop  would  have  to 
provide  one  w.c,  but,  if  in  addition  he 
employed  an  errand  boy,  then  he  must 
send  for  the  plumber  and  go  to  the 
further  expense  of  providing  a  further 
w.c.  for  him.  In  many  cases  it  would  be 
impossible  for  small  shopkeepers  to  carry 
out  these  reiiuirements,  and  the  employ- 
ment of  one  or  the  other  sex  would  have  to 
be  abandoned,  and  when  that  alternative 
arose,  as  everyone  knew,  it  was  invariably 
the  weaker  that  went  to  the  wall. 
He  thought  that  this  Bill,  however  good 
might  be  the  objects  of  those  who  intro- 
duceil  it,  would  be  mischievous  in  its 
operation,  and  do  no  more  to  promote 
the  objects  they  had  at  heart  than  the 
present  Act,  which  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  to  l>e  a  failure.  With  regard  to 
the  principles  of  the  Bill  itself  he  could 


bed,  what  they  shall  buy  and  whether  they 
shall  buy  it,  what  waees  they  shall  get  and  hor 
they  shall  spend  them,  against  which  the 
Lil)eral  Party  have  always  protested.  We 
have  limited  the  Crown,  we  have  limited 
the  aristocracy,  and  depend  upon  it  if  libertT 
is  to  be  secured  a  deniocratic  House  of  Commons 
must  know  how  to  limit  itself." 

Those  words  were  spoken  by  the  late  Sir 
William  Harcourt,  and  he  commended 
them  to  the  consideration  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  He  hoped — or  rather  hfr 
wished — that  they  would  give  heed 
to  them.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Motion  standing  in  his  name. 

Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigsn) 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Motion,  when 

Sir  FR\N(IS  LOWE  (Birminghaa^, 
Eugbaston)  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  forty  Members  were  not  present. 


House  counted  ;  and 
being  found  present, 


forty   Members 


♦Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  said  that, in 
seconding  this  Motion,  he  hoped  be 
might  be  allowed  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  because: 
of  the  interest  he  had  taken  in  tbift 
subject  ever  since  1892,  when  a  similar 
measure  was  referred  td  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  He  felt  some  regret  that  the 
Act  of  1904  should  have  been  condemned 
as  a  failure.  Its  condemnation  in  the  course 


have  wished  that  the  Government  had  i  of  that  debate  had  been  of  a  most  whole> 
taken  a  plainer,  and,  if  he  might  say  j  sale  and  indiscriminate  character.  It 
so,  a  franker  attitude  in  the  matter.  |  did  not  follow  because  an  Act  as  a 
He  woultl  have  liked  to  have  heard  !  whole  was  a  failure  that  every  part  of  it 
from  the  Government  benches  an  ,  wiis  a  failure.  Of  one  thing  he  was  quite 
assurance  somewhat  on  the  lines  of  the  i  sure,  and  that  was  that  when  future 
old  traditions  of  the   Liberal    Party  in    legislation  took  place  upon  this  subject  a 


some  such  words  as  those  six)ken  by  a 
great  Liberal  statesman — 

"*  It  liioro  bo  any  p;irt y  which  i^  move  i»ledjred 
thiii:  :iv.Mi:;or  !•>  ie>i^t  a  policy  of  re>:riclive 
logi>\i::o!i.  l^'vinu  for  ii>  oh^o.t  >o.i;\l  •. vv^riion. 
t\\AX  ';.'.t:v  :-  tho  Lit  or. 1 1  Party.  Tho  rioiui 
I :t '.o  w  : . : ,  ■ .  :  ] i :i » .i x> u : r. o . i  p! o, ■  i.ii n; <  t ho  ; •  r i n  : | \o 
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l.iloity  :«.v-  not  .  on-i^t  :n  Tv.akinji  othors  ^:o 
vh.it  you  Th:iik  r'ght.  Tho  ^^:t*o^on  o  loiweon 
n  froo  Oiovo:n:r.on:  an  i  a  Oovo:n:nont  whioh  :> 
not  fuv  i««  vrin.  r.  a'.'.v  t]i>.  th.v:  a  iiovomir.ont 
A\  \\[y  h  i-  not  f:oo  ;nto:fo;  o>  \*  ith  ovo.  vthirii  it  »-an. 
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irreat  pare  of  the  Act  of  1904  would  be 
rehabilitated,  and  still  remain  the  law  of 
tho  land.  The  great  Siifieulty  of  that 
Act  appeared  to  be  the  provision  of  justi- 
tioation.  That  provision  was  stronglr 
insist ei^i  ujx^n  by  the  late  Sir  Blundell 
Maple,  a  well-known  Member  of  the 
House  for  many  years.  It  was  to  be 
regretted  that  he  was  not  still  a  Member 
of  the  House,  and  still  able  to  defend  his 
proposal,  which  he  would  no  doubt  hire 
l>een  a1>le  to  do  with  the  same  grett 
ability  and  full  knowledge  which  he  dis- 
play eil  in  1904.  Coming  to  the  Bill 
itself  he  greatly  regretted  the  change  in 
the  structure  of  the  Bill  from  that  of  the 
Act  of  V?(}iy  inasmuch  as  the  form  of 
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that  Act  was  optional,  while  that  of  the 
Bill  as  printed  was  compulsory.  He  him- 
self had  a  very  great  belief  in  optional 
legislation,  in  adoptive  Acts.  With  regard 
to  some  questions  he  thought  they  had 
been  very  successful.  Let  them  take,  for 
instance,  the  Act  for  the  notification  of 
infectious  diseases.  The  proposal  was 
made  first  of  all  in  local  Acts,  and  was 
adopted  by  local  authorities.  Then  came 
an  optional  adoptive  Act,  which  was  the 
effort  of  the  Conservative  Government  of 
the  day.  Then,  finally,  when  it  was 
found  that  the  country  was  so  universally 
in  favour  of  its  provisions  that  there  were 
only  comparatively  few  outstanding  local 
authorities  who  did  not  adopt  it,  a  Bill 
was  introduced  which  he  had  the  honour 
of  carrying  through  Parliament,  making 
the  notification  of  infectious  diseases  uni- 
versally compulsory.  At  first  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  pass  such  an  Act, 
but  as  that  Act  was  put  into  operation  its 
popularity  increased  until  he  believed 
there  was  nobody  who  objected  to 
have  the  law  extended  over  the  whole 
of  the  country.  He  himself  believed 
that  local  option  in  one  form  or  another 
was  the  true  mode  of  procedure  in  this 
case.  The  conditions  of  different  districts 
varied  so  much,  the  circumstances  were 
so  diverse,  the  temperament  of  the  people 
so  widely  separated  in  one  county  as 
compared  as  with  another,  that  he 
believed  the  optional  course  was  the  only 
true  one.  It  was  the  only  one  which 
would  succeed,  and  he  believed  that  the 
policy  of  universal  compulsion  would 
prove  to  })e  a  failure.  It  would  be  a 
failure  because  it  was  so  unpopular  in 
some  districts,  or  because  in  order  to 
save  the  Act  from  unpopularity  its 
framers  would  be  compelled  to  draw  it  on 
so  limited  a  scale  as  to  make  it  absolutely 
useless.  There  was  another  contrast 
between  the  Act  of  1904  and  the  present 
Bill,  which  he  thought  proved  that  at  any 
rate  in  that  detail  the  Act  was  far 
better  than  the  Bill.  The  Act  of  1904 
recognised  the  difference  which  existed 
in  different  parts  of  the  same  area,  and 
the  provision  of  that  Act  was  that 
restrictions  might  be  in  operation  in  one 
part  of  the  (iistrict  only  and  not  in 
another,  that  they  might  not  be  the  same 
over  the  whole  area,  and  when  they 
considered  how  large  some  areas  were  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  found  quite 
necessary  to  })reak  them  up  into  districts 
so     far     as    regarded     the     details     of 


administration.  How  could  they  have 
the  same  regulation  as  regarded  shop  in 
a  country  district,  thinly  populated,  as 
prevailed  in  a  large  town  1  One  recom- 
mendation of  the  Bill  was  that  the  areas 
were  large,  but  he  found,  comparing  the 
Act  of  1904  with  the  Bill,  that  the  area 
of  the  Act  was  20,000  and  that  under  the 
Bill  was  6,000,  and  that  surely  proved 
that  the  suggestion  of  having  a  wide 
area  had  been  shrunk  from  by  the 
promoters,  and  did  not  form  part  of 
their  legislation.  There  was  a  great 
distinction,  which  had  not  yet  been 
mentioned,  in  the  definition  of  shops.. 
The  shop  under  the  Act  of  1904  was  a 
retail  shop,  but  the  shop  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  also  a  wholesale  shop.  A 
shop  in  which  retail  business  was  done  and 
an'  enterprise  for  carrying  out  wholesale 
business  were  entirely  different.  The 
whole  scheme  of  operations  was  different . 
Then  he  would  refer  to  the  question  of 
hours.  He  believed  the  hours  proposed 
by  the  Bill  would  prove  annoying  and 
vexatious.  He  was  in  favour  of  a  half- 
day  holiday ;  he  believed  it  was  essential 
to  the  shopkeeping  community,  and 
that  when  they  secured  to  them  a  long 
half-day  holiday  the  same  severity  as  to 
the  closing  hours  was  not  necessary. 
There  was  one  provision  in  the  Bill  to 
which  he  thought  public  attention  should 
be  directed,  and  that  was  the  latest  hour 
at  which  a  shop  could  remain  open — viz., . 
ten  o'clock  in  the  evening.  He  was  not 
quite  sure  whether  the  working-classes, 
who  had  their  weekly  marketing  to  do, 
would  be  satisfied  by  the  closing  of  shops 
at  ten.  He  would  rather  some  member 
of  the  Labour  Party  expressed  their 
opinion  on  that  subject,  because  it  seemed 
to  him  from  his  observation  and  know- 
ledge that  closing  a  shop  at  ten  o'clock 
would  be  a  very  real  hardship  to  ordinary 
prudent  members  of  the  wage-earning 
class.  Some  reference  had  been  made  by 
the  Home  Secretary  to  children  under 
fourteen  years  ;  he  (Sir  Francis  Powell) 
confessed  that  he  held  a  very  strong 
opinion  on  that  subject,  and  he  thought 
that  fourteen  years  was  too  late  a  year. 
In  the  Act  of  1904  they  might  by  regula- 
tion allow  a  young  person  to  be  employed 
at  the  age  of  fourteen  years,  but  in  the 
Bill  they  did  not  allow  it,  and  he  believed 
that  would  inflict  a  very  great  hardship. 
Many  young  people,  particularly  boys, 
were  employed  in  useful  avocations  of 
an  easy  and  simple  character  before  they 
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-were  fourteen  years  of  age.  He  believed 
that  employment  of  that  character,  which 
was  not  injurious  to  health,  and  con- 
ducted under  favourable  conditions,  was 
a  benefit  to  the  boy  and  not  an  evil. 
It  occupied  some  of  his  time,  which 
would  otherwise  be  wasted,  and  gave 
him  discipline,  which  he  possibly  greatly 
needed.  It  gave  him  a  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility. And  he  thought  there  was 
another  reason.  It  gave  him  a  sense  of 
pride  at  doing  something  to  assist  his 
father  and  mother  in  the  hard 
battle  of  life.  As  regarded  the  age  be- 
tween twelve  and  fourteen,  in  many  cases 
boys  and  girls  left  school  at  twelve,  and 
they  were  not  to  be  allowed  under  the 
Bill  to  be  employed  in  or  about  a  shop 
till  fourteen.  He  believed  that  educa- 
tionists were  of  opinion  that  the  age 
between  twelve  and  fourteen  was  one  of 
the  most  difficult  ages  in  the  period  of 
youth.  He  remembered  many  years  ago 
when  in  America  he  was  in  a  large 
school,  and  the  master  pointed  to 
boys  of  the  age  from  twelve  to  fourteen 
and  said  they  were  his  difficulty;  they 
were  old  enough  to  know  that  he  could 
not  hurt  them  by  any  punishment  which 
he  could  inflict ;  but  they  were  not  old 
enough  to  have  acquired  a  sense  of  manly 
responsibility.  He  thought  that  that  was  a 
wise  saying  on  the  part  of  the  school- 
master. He  knew  that  in  this  country 
there  was  anxiety  as  regarded  children  of 
that  age,  and  he  felt  it  to  l>e  a  very  great 
wrong  and  a  great  harm  to  them  to  ex- 
pose them,  particularly  the  girls,  to  the 
perils  and  dangers  of  city  life  at  that 
time.  JSome  allusion  had  been  made  to 
small  shops,  aiid  he  would  not  say  much 
on  that  subject,  because  he  thought  it  had 
been  sufficiently  dealt  with.  He  would, 
however,  just  say  that  many  of  those 
small  shops  iwily  differed  very  slightly 
tn>m  ordinary  dwellings.  In  his  own 
borough  there  was  often  one  room 
devoted  to  some  little  simple  retail  trade, 
and  the  rest  of  the  house  was 
i.>ccupied  by  the  family  in  the  ordin- 
ary course.  He  thought,  himself,  that  to 
bring  to  bear  the  whole  legislation  of  the 
Suite  on  a  simple  trade  of  that  kind  was 
really  unnecessary  and  vexatious.  Then 
there  were  one  or  two  points  in  the  Bill 
which  appeared  to  him — he  did  not  know 
whether  hon.  Members  would  agree  with 
him  or  not — to  show  a  certain  careless- 
ness in  drafting.  The  law  as  it  now 
stoixl  exempted  from  the  legislation  sales 
Sir  Francis  PoicdL 
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for  charitable  purposes,  but  this  Bill,  so 
far  as  he  could  understand  it,  brought  all  its 
machinery  to  bear  on  sales  conducted  for 
that  purpose.     There  was  a  provision  in 
the  Act  of  1904,  or  in  preceding  Acts  in- 
corporated with  it,    which    exempted  an 
I  employer  who  had  done  his  best  to  secure 
!  obedience  to  the  law,  but  there  was  no 
I  such  provisions  in  the  Bill,  and  there  was 
■  another    provision    where   a    tradesman 
I  might  exempt  himself  when  he  had  taken 
proper    care    as    regarded     the     actual 
offender.     The  regulations    as    to  meals 
'  had   been  dealt    with    by    a  preceding 
speaker,  and  he  thought  anyone  who  con- 
sidered the  question,  having  regard  to  the 
;  small  shop,  would  agree  that  the  regula- 
,  tions  affecting  meals,  which  were  good  for 
'  factories  and  workshops,  were  inconvenient 
.  as  regarded  shops.     The  factory  or  work- 
shop was,  as  they  knew,  deserted  and 
I  silent  during  meal  hours,  but  the  work 
in   a   shop   was   continuous,   and    many 
'  difficulties  must  arise  in  connection  with 
the  meal  hours,  which  he  was  sure  had 
'  not   been  sufficiently  considered  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.     He  did  not  wish 
to     say     more     than     a      word     with 
regard  to  restrictions  on  freedom,  but  he 
l>elieved  they   had   advanced    very  near 
the  point  where  liberty  was  imperilled. 
He  heiird    Mr.     Gladstone    on    several 
occasions  speaking  in  the    House    and 
warning  them  against  interference  with 
liberty.     He  quite  agreed — as  his  action 
during    many    years    had    shown — ^tbat 
there  were  cases  where  libercy  must  be 
interfered  with,  either  for  the  good  of 
the   community   or    the    benefit   of  the 
individual,  but  he  ventured  to  say,  and 
he   thought   the  assertion  could  not  be 
too  strongly  made,   that  the  burden  of 
proof  when  liberty  was  ioterfered  with 
should   rest   with   those   who  made  the 
interference.     There  was  a  feeling  which 
he  regi-etted,  perhaps  owing  to  the  undue 
extension  of  sympathy  with   the  weak, 
that  any   words  of  caution,  any   words 
ad\ising  care,   any  words   in   favour  of 
liberty,  came  from,  he  would  not  say  any 
evil   motive,   but   that   they   placed  the 
'  persou  who  made  those  remarks  undff 
suspicion.       Those    suspicions    were  in 
many  cases  most  unworthv,  and  he  hoped 
he  would  not  be  deemed  to  be  taking 
an  imdue  liberty  with  the  Hoose  if  in 
his   concluding  words    he    uttered   one 
word  on  behalf  of  liberty  and  made  an 
exhortation   to  the  House  to  take  heed 
what  steps  they  were  taking.    He  thought 
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it  was  only  due  to  himself  to  say  that  he 
did  not  oppose  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
He  supported  the  Act  of  1904  and  took 
some  part  in  those  debates,  and  he  did 
not  shrink  to-day  from  the  part  which  ho 
then  played,  but  he  did  say  that  the 
machinery  for  a  Bill  of  this  kind  required 
the  greatest  care  and  most  minute 
thought,  and  they  must  take  heed  lest  in 
a  recKless  endeavour  to  benefit  the  com- 
munity they  hampered  and  incon- 
venienced the  operations  of  commerce  or 
interfered  in  a  way  which  they  could  not 
forsee  with  the  industries  of  t  he  country. 
He  seconded  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon  this 
day  six  months.*  " — {Mr.  H.  H.Marks.)  J  ., 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland) 
said  that,  like  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  agreed  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he  was  not 
going  to  take  up  the  same  attitude.  He 
thought  there  was  sufficient  in  the  Bill, 
at  all  events,  to  warrant  the  assertion 
that  it  ought  to  go  to  a  Committee, 
where  any  defects  in  it  could  be  put 
right.  To  talk  about  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  was  to  his  mind  altogether  foreign 
to  the  question.  If  they  took  up  that 
attitude,  they  would  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  every  Act  of  Parliament 
interfered  with  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
It  was  because  of  the  want  of  liberty  of 
shop  assistants  that  he  rose  to  say  a  few 
words  in  support  of  the  Bill.  He  had 
deputationised  large  numbers  of  shop- 
keepers with  a  view  to  getting  shorter 
hours,  and  directly  they  got  a  number  of 
shopkeepers  to  agree  to  early  closing, 
one  or  two  held  out,  and  their  attitude  was 
given  as  the  reason  for  not  falling  into  line 
and  giving  shop  assistants  shorter  hours. 
That  was  the  experience  of  everyone  who 
had  taken  an  interest  in  the  question.  If 
there  were  to  be  shorter  hours  for  shop  as- 
sistants, they  would  have  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory for  all  shops  to  close  at  a  certain 
time  on  each  day  of  the  week.  A  short  time 
ago  a  large  number  of  female  employees  in 
an  arcade  in  his  town  pointed  out  the 
number  of  hours  they  worked  in  a  week, 
and  that  they   went  home  in  the  eariy 
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hours  on  a  Sunday  morning.  It  was 
certainly  not  creditable  to  the  nation 
that  girls  and  young  people  should  be 
employed  such  long  hours,  and  something 
ought  to  be  done  to  put  a  stop  to  it. 
This  Bill  made  that  attempt.  It  said 
that  shop  assistants  should  not  work 
longer  than  sixty  hours  a  week.  He 
thought  that  that  was  quite  long  enough^ 
and  that  the  Bill  ought  to  have  the  support 
of  every  Memberw  ho  believed  in  fair  play^ 
so  far  as  these  employees  were  concerned. 
The  Bill  said  that  there  should  be  a 
half-day's  holiday  each  week.  Attempts 
had  been  made  for  years,  and  had 
in  some  towns  failed,  to  get  a 
half-day's  holiday  for  employees  in 
shops.  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten  probably 
it  was  just  because  one  or  two  shop- 
keepers refused  to  comply  that  the  whole 
thing  fell  through.  Attempts  had  been 
made  under  the  Act  of  1904  to  get  a 
half  day's  holiday  each  week  for  certain 
sections  of  employees.  The  Bill  was 
optional,  and  when  it  came  for  the 
council  to  issue  an  Order  to  close  the 
shops,  they  found  that  the  number  agree- 
ing had  fallen  below  the  requsite  limit. 
This  Bill  was  going  to  make  it  compulsory. 
Unless  they  took  up  that  attitude,  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  get  early 
closing  of  shops.  With  regaM  to  the 
restriction  of  hoars  of  purchase,  he 
pointed  out  that,  if  they  opened  shops  on 
Sundays,  they  would  fina  people  would 
do  their  purchasing  on  Sundays  instead 
of  on  Saturdays  or  some  other  day  in  the 
week.  That  was  no  argument  why  this 
Bill  should  not  receive  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  be  allowed  to  go  to  a 
Committee.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not,  because  the  Bill  had  sundry 
defects,  reject  it,  but  that  they  would 
allow  it  to  go  to  a  Committee,  because 
he  felt  sure  they  would  get  sufficient 
material  out  of  it  to  make  a  good  measure 
and  be  able  to  give  shop  assistants 
shorter  hours,  particularly  on  Saturdays, 
and  half  a  day's  holiday  in  each  week. 
People  often  asked  why  employees  did 
not  go  to  church.  If  they  asked  a  shop 
assistant,  he  would  tell  them  that  it  was 
simply  because  he  did  not  gjet  home  when 
his  employer  did.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  House  would  give  better  consideration 
to  the  measure  than  that  indicated  by 
the  Home  Secretary. 

Sir    F.    BANBURY    said  the    hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  was  apparently 
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not  very  much  enamoured  of  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  though  he  was  in  favour  of  its 
principle  because  it  contained  the  two 
words  "  compulsory  "  and  "  shall."  It  was 
very  extraordinary  that  the  party  of 
progress — the  Radical  Party — should 
attach  no  importance  to  an  Act  of 
Parliament  unless  those  two  words  were 
in  it.  He  called  that  the  very  reverse 
of  freedom.  He  objected  to  the  Bill 
because  it  had  those  two  words  in  it. 
He  held  that  every  adult  Englishman 
should  have  the  right  to  do  what  he  liked 
with  his  labour,  and  it  should  not  be 
regulated  by  anyone  else,  however  well 
meaning.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land had  laid  great  stress  upon  the 
failure  of  the  Act  of  1904,  and  had  given 
them  his  experience  in  the  Trades  Council 
in  the  city  he  represented,  stating  that 
the  attempt  to  gain  a  half-day's  holiday 
was  always  frustrated  by  the  fact  that 
one  shopkeeper  objected.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  have  read 
the  Act  of  1904,  because  it  provided  that 
there  must  be  a  three-fourths  majority. 
Therefore  one  shopkeeper  could  not 
frustrate  such  an  attempt.  There  must 
be  a  considerable  number  objecting.  He 
did  not  think,  therefore,  that  that  was  a 
very  valid  argument  to  have  brought 
forward.  He  quite  appreciated  the  reason 
why  the  Home  Secretary  was  unable  to 
be  present.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  addressed  a  few  remarks  to  him  and 
it  would  be  discourteous  if  he  did  not  say 
a  few  words  in  answer.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  said  that  this  Bill  would 
require  prolonged  discussion,  and  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  unfavourable 
to  it,  after  which,  however,  he  had  pro- 
ceeded to  make  a  very  eloquent  attack  on 
the  measure,  driving  a  coach  and  horses 
through  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
completely  smashed  every  clause  in  the 
Bill,  and  then  wound  up  by  saying  that  he 
was  going  to  vote  for  it,  not  that  he  ap- 
proved of  it — because  he  could  hardly  say 
so  after  such  a  damaging  speech  against  it 
— but  for  the  reason  that  it  affirmed  in 
principle  what  he  said  last  year.  They 
all  knew  perfectly  well  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  never  changed  his  view 
of  that  principle.  What  was  the  use  of 
re-affirming  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  last  year  ?  They,  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  were  quite  willing  to  take 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
last  year  ^  being  what  he  meant  to  say, 
and  as  a  statement  to  which   he  now 
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adhered.  Therefore,  he  saw  no  reason 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
put  this  strain  upon  his  conscience  by 
voting  for  a  Bill  with  which  he  did  not 
agree,  merely  to  re-affirm  something  he 
Said  last  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  put  the  question  to  him — Did  he 
object  to  legislation  dealing  with  long 
hours  if  it  was  proved  that  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people  were  sufferiDg  ill- 
health  in  consequence  'i  That  was  a  very 
large  and  vague  proposition.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  hon.  Members 
contended  that  the  populations  of  the 
cities  and  towns  were  not  as  healthy 
as  they  were  formerly.  ["And  the 
villages  "]  He  did  not  faiow  whether  the 
Under-Secretary  implied  that  the  popula- 
tions of  the  villages  were  not  as  healthy 
as  they  were  years  ago.  Perhaps  he 
ought  to  include  villages,  but  the  Bill 
dealt  mainly  with  the  populations  of  cities 
and  towns.  The  general  statement  was 
made  that  the  health  of  the  community  was 
not  so  good  in  the  cities  and  towns,  and 
that  was  the  reason  why  he  had  left  out 
the  villages.  Would  it  be  contended,  then, 
that  the  health  of  the  people  in  cities  and 
towns  was  not  what  it  was  fifty  yean 
ago,  when  the  hours  worked  were  much 
longer  than  they  were  now  1 

Mr.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  8.) :  The 
shops  were  healthier. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  that  that  was 
a  very  strong  argument  against  sanitary 
legislation,  because  fifty  years  ago  there 
was  comparatively  little  of  it.  If  the 
shops  were  healthier  then  than  now, 
it  only  showed  that  all  these  regulations, 
these  '' compulsories  "  and  '^shalls^"  not 
only  achieved  the  object  of  not  making 
the  shops  so  healthy  as  they  were 
formerly,  but  of  conferring  salaries  upon  a 
large  number  of  inspectors.  He  had  rather 
thought  that  was  the  answer  he  would  gc^ 
As  a  matter  of  fact  long  hours  did  not 
hurt  anybody.  Who  were  the  most 
healthy  people  in  the  world  %  The 
Judges,  who  had  worked  the  hardest 
and  the  longest  hours  during  their  life. 
He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  Members  ol 
the  House  of  Conmions  were  not 
altogether  fairly  health  v.  The  question 
which  the  Home  Secretary  had  afid^ed 
him  was  therefore  answered  by  the  state- 
ment that  he  did  not  think  there  were 
any  grounds  for  saying  that  long  hoim 
bad   caused    any    deterioration    in  the 
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ihealth  of  the  population.  He  would 
go  farther  and  say  that  he  attached 
so  great  importance  to  individual 
liberty  and  to  the  right  of  a  man 
**  to  do  what  he  liked '  as  long  as  he 
did  not  injure  anybody  else,  that  even  if 
he  was  to  go  so  far  as  to  injure  himself 
he  would  leave  him  the  right  to  do  what 
he  liked  with  his  own  life.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean  had  stated  that  the  London 
boroughs  had  had  a  meeting  and  passed 
what  practically  was  a  resolution  in 
favour  of  his  Bill. 


♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE:  That  is  put- 
ting it  rather  more  strongly  than 
I  put  it.  I  quoted  the  resolution 
^nd  the  amendment,  and  said  that  both 
the  resolution  and  the  amendment 
really  asked  for  what  I  ask  for  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Of  course 
they  did  not  ask  for  details  of  this,  or 
indeed  of  any  Bill.  They  were  against  it, 
many  of  them. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  quite  agreed  that 
to  all  interests  and  purposes  the  amend- 
ments really  did  ask  for  some  alteration 
in  the  existing  law  which  was  more  or  less 
in  the  direction  of  this  particular  Bill. 
But  he  wanted  to  know  what  business 
it  was  of  the  London  boroughs.  They 
were  composed  of  a  certain  number  of 
people  wha  were  elected  by  the  ratepayers. 
The  ratepayers  represented  all  classes. 
He  would  say  that  the  proportion  of 
votes  given  to  each  councillor  by 
the  shopkeepers  was  as  large  as  the 
number  of  votes  given  by  the  customers 
of  the  shopkeepers,  and  therefore  what  it 
really  came  to  was  that  the  customers  and 
employees  of  the  shopkeeper  were, 
through  their  representatives  on  the 
borough  council,  telling  the  shopkeeper 
how  he  ought  to  conduct  his  business. 
It  was  no  business  of  the  borough  councils 
to  interfere  in  other  people's  business. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE :  It  is  under 
the  Act  which  was  supported  by  my  hon. 
friend.  The  borough  councils  of  the 
Metropolis  are  to  make  Orders. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  begced  to 
correct  that  statement.  He  did  not 
support  the  Act.  What  he  did  was  to 
-vote  against  the  Amendment  of  his  right 


hon.  friend,  because  it  was  so  bad  that, 
bhough  it  meant  passing  the  Act,  the 
Act  itself  was  nothing  like  as  bad  as  his 
right  hon.  friend's  Amendment.  He  told 
the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  he  was  surprised  that  a 
Conservative  (Sovemment  should  intro- 
duce such  a  Bill.  He  could  not  go 
further  than  that.  In  regard  to  the  fact 
that  the  London  boroughs  were  asked  to 
do  such  things,  they  were  not  asked  to 
say  whether  the  Act  should  be  extended. 
As  long  as  they  were  given  a  certain  Act 
to  administer,  they  had  to  administer  it, 
but  they  had  no  business  to  go 
outside  their  province,  which  was  to 
perform  the  work  given  them,  and 
not  point  out  to  other  people  how 
they  should  carry  on  their  private  affairs. 
In  addition  to  that  he  did  not  know  what 
experience  the  ordinary  borough  coun- 
cilor had  of  carrying  on  a  shop.  He 
might  be  a  shopkeeper  or  he  might  not, 
but  the  majority  of  them  could  have  no 
experience  of  how  that  business  should  be 
carried  on.  In  fact  it  was  an  exem- 
plification of  the  mania  which  was  unfor- 
tunately spreading  all  over  the  country, 
that  instead  of  minding  their  own  business, 
they  were  to  interfere  with  other  people's, 
and,  worse  than  that,  to  appoint  State 
officials  to  meddle  with  other  people's 
business.  To  his  mind  that  was  a  sub- 
version of  all  the  principles  that  used  to 
animate  Englishmen,  and  was  going 
back  to  the  old  bureaucratic  principle 
which  used  to  obtain  in  foreign  countries 
and  which  they,  as  Englishmen,  were  so 
proud  to  say,  thirty  or  forty  years  ago, 
did  not  apply  to  England.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  he  was 
quite  certain  the  Bill  would  not  pass 
through  both  Houses  without  Amend- 
ments. He  agreed.  He  did  not  think 
it  would.  There  was  no  doubt  about 
that.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  went 
on  to  say  that  because  it  would  not 
i  pass  through  without  amendment,  there 
j  was  no  reason  why  they  should  vote 
against  the  Second  Reading.  He  thought 
there  was  very  good  reason.  He  quite 
i  understood  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
'  position.  He  had  brought  in  a  Bill  which 
he  did  not  expect  to  carry  and  had  asked 
[  for  a  great  deal  more  than  he  really 
wanted. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  I  ask  for 
more  than  the  least  I  will  take,  not  for 
more  than  I  want. 
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SirF.  BANBURY  said  that  that  was  not 
an  unusual  thing.  If  a  man  had  some- 
thing to  sell  he  asked  more  than  he  was 
prepared  to  take  because  he  thought  a 
compromise  might  be  made.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  very  clever  in  Par- 
liamentary procedure :  he  brought  in  a 
Bill  which  a  great  many  people  would 
think  was  bad  and  said  the  details 
could  be  altered  so  that  when  it  came 
out  of  Committee  it  would  not  be  half 
as  bad  as  it  was  now.  That  was  all  very 
well,  but  he  had  had  a  good  deal  of 
experience  of  the  House,  and  he  waa 
afraid  that  when  a  Bill  got  into  Committee 
it  was  very  difticult  to  alter  the  details. 
If  it  was  committed  to  a  Committee 
upstairs  it  was  ditlicult  to  get  an  atten- 
dance, and  things  went  through  in  a  some- 
what slipshod  and  haphazard  manner,  and  ■ 
when  the  BiU  returned  to  the  House  it  was  . 
very  dittioult  to  get  it  aliei>KL  He  did 
not  think  it  was  an  argument  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  that  there  were  so  many  details 
in  it  which  n^^uired  amendment  that 
they  should  pass  the  Second  Beading. 
If  ever  he  had  to  bring  in  a  Bill  he  would 
Tutber  advance  the  argument  that  it 
was  so  good  and  re^iuired  so  little  amend- 
ment that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any- 
one to  object  lo  it  on  the  Second  Bead- 
ing. Withrvgani  lo  the  Act  of  1904.  he 
thought  that  was  a  Kui  Act  because  it 
did,  he  admitteii,  intenere  to  a  certain 
extent,  with  the  freedom  of  the  subject. 
I:  WAS  a  very  diiferent  measun^  from  this, 
hiVAuso  it  gave  shopkeepers  the  right  to 
settle  amongst  themaelvess  by  a  m;ijority 
wh.^:  should  I*  done.  Th-s  Bill  did 
!u^:h:v.g  of  the  5ort.  I:  gave  kx^al 
au:r.oh::c«  the  wwer,  irrespective  of  the 
wishes  aj'ivi  feeMngs  of  the  shopkeepers,  to 
di^  oenain  thi'igs,  anvi,  jls  he  had  already 
s:,A:ed,  :he  Iv^caI  authvV.ry  was  elected  by 
.ii*.  sorta  of  peop>,  a:vi  :r.e  ir.!!uenv"e  of  the 
shopkeewr?  on  tie  election  of  kv;u 
,s;;:f.or't:es  vvu'.d  :x»t  S*  of  very  great 
weii'nt.  He  hso.  i'vrjiys  opiv>5<\i  thi* 
>giV.st:,^ii.  ever  si:^«.Te  "re  v^ame  into  the 
UvTvise  sixtc^r.  year?  a^cv.  Aai  he  opix>5ed 
i:  to  the  b^>st  ot  his  .iVtlity  in  li^l'4  wher 
ir.trxi.ijTM   ?v  the  G-.^verrjaent  of  which 


he  had  better  go  and  see  a  certain 
small  shopkeeper  who  was  the  leader  of 
the  movement.  He  found  he  was  out^ 
and  his  wife  was  very  undFiL  She 
would  hardly  speak  to  him.  He  got  her 
to  say  what  the  reason  was,  and  it  was 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  a  Bill  of  this 
sort,  and  nothing  would  induce  her  to 
believe  that  he  had  not  been  all  through 
his  Parliamentary  career  a  strong  sup- 
porter of  the  right  hon.  Baionet,  and 
though  he  endeavoured  to  send  her  papers 
and  various  other  things  to  prove  tnat  he 
was  correct  and  she  was  wrongy  she  had 
seen  it  somewhere  in  the  newspaper  and 
would  not  change  her  opinion.  That  was 
an  illustration  that  a  very  large  nomber 
of  shopkeepers  were  rgainst  the  Bill 
Where  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made 
a  mistake  was  that  he  had  classified  all 
shops  in  the  same  way.  He  did  not 
doubt  that  a  big  shop  might  very  well 
get  on  if  it  did  not  emjdoy  all  its 
assistants  more  than  sixty  hours  a  week 
He  wanted  to  show  the  great  difference 
there  was  between  classes  of  shops. 
There  was  the  big  prosperous  shop 
with  fifty  or  one  hundred  assistants 
carrying  on  a  iarse  business  probably 
between  reasonable  nours,  and  then  there 
was  the  small  shopkeeper,  and  in  the  part 
of  London  which  he  used  to  represent 
there  was  a  large  number  of  them,  and 
all  roimd  London,  in  all  the  outlying 
boroughs — Camberwell,  Newington,  and 
Islington — there  waa  a  lurge  number  of 
these  people  who  practicafiy  lived  upon 
the  crumbs  that  fell  from  the  taUe  of  the 
rich  shopkeeper.  These  people  odIv  sold 
their  iroods  at  a  time  when  the  bis  shop 
was  closed.  It  couki  not  be  said  that 
long  hours  initired  them.  They  had 
a  small  house,  and  the  ground  floor  was 
tuned  into  a  shop.  There  was  a  parioar 
at  the  back  vith  a  glass  door,  anaa bell 
rang  when  a  customer  went  in.  U  they 
liked  to  pass  :heir  lives  in  that  kind  of  way 
i:  could  no:  r^  contended  that  there  was 
any  injury  :•>  :heir  health  in  their  doongso. 
A:  lie  time  :hey  were  w>^^"g  their  money 
and  scll:::g  i2:e:r  goods  time  cmme  thk 
Bill  whkh  i^jdd.  '^Yoa  are  to  he  dosed 
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amended  in  Committee.    He  would  sooner 
-see  the  Bill  brought  back  next  year  or 
re-introduced     in    a    different    form    so 
that  on  the  Second  Reading  they  really 
knew  what  they  were  voting  for,  and  not 
vote  for  something  which  had  in  it  ex- 
-treraely    mischievous    provisions    which 
might  or  might  not  be  deleted  during 
Committee.    The  London  County  Council 
^ere  to  be  the  authority.     He  did  not 
want  to  say  anything  against  the  County 
Council.     It  was  a  most  excellent  body, 
especially  at  the  present  moment.     But 
he    wanted    to    know   what   experience 
the  London  County  Council  had,  say,  of 
Islington  or  Peckham.     The  member  for 
Islington  on  the  London  County  Council 
might  have  some  experience  of  Islington, 
and    the   member  for    Peckham    might 
have  some  experience  of  Peckham,   but 
the  member  for  St.   George's,    Hanover 
Square,  had  no  experience  of  either,  and 
yet  his  vote  was  to  be  as  good  as  the 
vote   of  the   member  for    Peckham    or 
Islington.     It    was    absurd    to    suppose 
that    the  London  County  Council  could 
in    any  way   exercise   a  proper   control 
or    carry  out  the  proper  administration 
of  the   Bill.       Of  course,   it  might  be 
answered  that  the  London  County  Council 
had   not  really  a  large  option   in    the 
matter,  because  the  Bill  compelled  them 
to  close  all  shops  on   certain  days  and 
at  certain  hours,  and  to  say  that  no  shop 
assistant  was   to  work  more  than  sixty 
hours  a  week.     There  was  one  good  pro- 
vision   in    the   Bill   which   enabled  the 
-London   County  Council  or   any   other 
local  authority  to  call   a  meeting  if  it 
thought  fit,  although  he  gathered  there 
^as   an  obligation   to  do  so.       It  was 
said  that  they  might  call  a  meeting  of 
ratepayers,   but  it  would  be  difficult  to 
call  a  meeting  of  the  whole  of  the  rate- 
payers of  London,  for  instance,  and  in  the 
case  of  London  somebody  had  suggested  a 
meeting  in  Hyde  Park.     If  the  ratepayers 
once    negatived    the  proposal  then   the 
whole  thing  dropped.     That,  as  far  as  he 
could  see,  was  the  only  good  point  in  the 
Bill.      They   had   been   told   that   sixty 
hours  was  long  enough  time  to  work.    He 
would  remind  the  House  that  they  had 
another  Bill  limiting  the  working  hours 
to   eight  per    day.      How  would    hon. 
Members  like  it  if  it  was  proposed  that 
the  consumers  of  coal  should  have  the 
power  of  regulating  the  hours  of  miners. 
Under  this  Bill  the  customers  of  shops 
Jivere   to  be   allowed  to    dictate  to  the 


shopkeepers  how  long  they  were  to  keep 
their  shops  open.  He  had  received  a 
a  letter  from  the  Shopkeepers  and  Small 
Traders  Protection  Association  who  were 
strongly  opposed  to  the  Bill.  One  or  two 
other  traae  associations  had  also  ap- 
proached him  expressing  their  opposition 
to  the  Bill.  There  was  a  provision 
dealing  with  Sunday  closing,  but  that 
was  a  question  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  hours,  and  ought  hot  to  be 
introduced  in  a  measure  of  this  kind.  In 
the  schedule  amongst  the  exemptions 
there  appeared  "refreshments  for  con- 
sumption on  the  premises."  What  did 
that  mean  ?  Was  the  local  authority 
going  to  be  allowed  to  make  an  Order 
saying  that  all  shops  were  to  be  closed 
on  a  certain  day  at  a  certain  time  1  Were 
such  traders  as  grocers,  provision  dealers, 
dressmakers,  and  tailors  all  going  to  be 
put  in  a  bag  and  shaken  up  together,  and 
made  to  close  at  a  fixed  time?  What 
was  the  difference  between  buying  an 
apple  and  eating  it  in  the  shop  or  outside  ? 
If  it  was  wrong  and  unhealthy  for  an 
assistant  to  sell  hardware,  why  was  it  not 
wrong  and  unhealthy  for  a  person  to  sell 
matches  and  tobacco,  for  more  than  sixty 
hours  per  week  1  Why  was  a  person  to 
be  allowed  to  sell  a  newspaper  and  not  a 
book  during  certain  hours?  He  hoped 
the  Press  would  not  take  it  amiss  if  he 
ventured  to  say  that  they  could  get 
equally  valuable  information  sometimes 
from  a  book  as  from  a  newspaper.  For 
what  reason  was  a  fresh  fig  to  be  sold  at 
hours  when  a  dried  fig  could  not  be 
obtained  1  Strangest  of  all,  in  view  of  the 
debate  during  the  week,  was  the  exemp- 
tion of  intoxicating  liquors.  The  Party 
opposite  claimed  to  be  animated  by  the 
highest  possible  motives,  and  a  desire  to 
remove  all  the  harrowing  evils  of 
the  drink.  They  wished  the  wicked 
brewer  to  perish,  although  sometimes 
he  was  a  member  of  the  Government. 
And  yet,  when  the  opportunity  occurred, 
when  one  would  have  thought  they 
would  have  come  forward  and  suggested 
that  public-houses  should  not  be  open 
more  than  thirty  hours  per  week,  they 
actually  provided  in  this  Bill  that  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  should  be 
exempted.  How  could  hon.  Members 
opposite  consistently  vote  for  this 
measure  and  the  Licensing  Bill  1  In  one 
of  these  measures  they  were  proposing 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  and  in  the  other  they  were  doing 
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all  they  could  to  encourage  it.  That 
fact  ought  to  cause  serious  reflection  upon 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about 
opportunities  being  given  to  people  to 
nse  in  life.  Small  shopkeepers  haa  often 
risen  to  be  great  and  successful  tradesmen 
and  men  of  large  fortune,  but  they  had 
only  done  this  hj  working  hard,  and  for 
long  hours.  These  hard-working  men 
were  the  backbone  of  the  country.  They 
did  far  more  good  for  the  country  than 
the  people  who  said,  "  I  cannot  work 
more  than  so  many  hours,"  and  wore 
always  tired.  All  those  privileges  were 
now  to  be  taken  away.  He  thought 
that,  in  the  interests  of  the  nation,  those 
classes  should  be  protected.  Then  there 
was  a  curious  provision  about  sanitary 
appliances.  Many  small  shops  were 
simply  small  houses  with  the  front 
parlour  turned  into  a  shop. 

Mr.  DEPUTYCHAIRMAN  (Mr. 
Caldwell,  Lanarkshire,  Mid.):  I  must 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
details  he  is  now  raising  are  points  for 
the  Committee  stage  and  not  for  the 
Second  Beading. 

Sir  F.  BANBUBY  said  that  it  was  the 
custom  to  pass  so  many  details  without 
adequate  consideration  that  he  had 
deemed  it  necessary  to  allude  to  some  of 
them.  He  did  not  think  there  was  a 
ghost  of  a  chance  of  the  Bill  passing  into 
law  this  session,  although  it  might  pass  the 
Second  Reading  and  go  to  a  Committee. 
He  opposed  the  Second  Reading  because  he 
thought  the  prihciple  of  the  Bill  was 
wrong.  They  ought  not  to  lead  people 
to  believe  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment to  interfere  in  any  way  with  their 
businesses,  and  by  pursuing  such  a  policy 
they  would  be  sure  to  lose  the  respect  of 
the  country  to  a  very  great  degree.  He 
thought  that  was  one  of  the  reasons  why 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  not  been  so 
successful  at  the  by-elections  recently  as 
they  were  a  few  years  ago.  Of  course 
they  would  all  like  to  work  less  hours. 
Those  employed  in  all  trades  were  ready  to 
agree  to  work  shorter  hours  if  they 
could  only  get  the  same  wages.  That, 
however,  was  no  argument  for  passing 
legislation  which  would  prevent  legiti- 
mate trading,  and  prevent  those  who 
desired  to  work  more  than  sixty  hours 
per  week  from  doing  so.  The  principle 
was  a  wrong  one,  and  nothing  whatever 

Sir  F,  Banhury, 


had  been  adduced  in  its  favour  except 
the  statement  that  some  assistants  would 
like  to  work  shorter  hours.  How  were- 
we  to  compete  with  foreign  countries  if 
the  House  curtailed  the  hours  of  labour 
in  this  way?  To  accept  a  Bill  of  this 
sort  would  be  a  retrograde  step,  for  it 
would  not  only  do  hann  to  the  shop- 
keeper, but  would  affect  injuriously  the- 
industry  of  the  country. 


Mr.  SCOTT  (Ashton-under-I.yne)  said 
that  to  listen  to  the  hon.  Baronet  one- 
would  think  that  he  had  forgotten  all  the^ 
factory  legislation  that  had  been  passed. 
The  factor  of  foreign  competition  did  not 
enter  into  this  question  at  all,  and  yet  in 
shops  the  longest  possible  hours  were 
worked.  This  Bill  was  not  brought  for- 
ward entirely  in  the  interests  of  the  shop- 
keepers, but  it  was  intended  to  have  due 
regard  for  those  who  were  employed  long 
hours  and  who  worked  under  conditions- 
which  were  not  always  the  best.  They 
had  been  told  that  this  measure  would  be 
looked  upon  as  the  forerunner  of  further 
legislation  in  the  direction  of  interfering 
with  businesses.  He  wished  to  point  out 
that  if  this  Bill  became  law,  and  it  did 
not  receive  the  sympathy  and  support  of 
the  country  generally  it  would  never  be 
put  into  operation.  It  had  to  be  put 
into  force  with  the  consent  of  the  local 
authorities  and  the  local  representatives. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  other 
hon.  Member  in  the  House  than  the  hon.. 
Baronet  opposite  who  did  not  think  that  a 
sixty  hours  week  was  quite  long  enough 
for  anybody  to  work.  This  measure  did 
not  affect  in  any  way  foreign  competition  ; 
it  was  a  matter  entirely  confined  to 
the  home  country.  Whenever  legislation 
of  this  kind  had  been  suggested  in 
other  directions  they  had  always  been 
told  that  they  were  subject  to  foreign 
competition,  and  that  if  they  i-e- 
duced  the  hours  of  labour  by  giving 
miners  eight  hours  they  would  be  un- 
fairly handicapping  the  colliery  owners  in 
competition  with  Germany  and  France. 
Here  was  an  industry  which  was  carried 
on  among  ourselves,  and  into  which 
foreign  competition  did  not  enter  as  it 
did  in  many  other  industries.  It  w.s 
absolutely  free  from  foreign  competition^ 
and  yet  in  this  industry  of  all  others 
they  had  the  longest  possible  hours. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  referred  to  those 
trades     which     were     included    in    the- 
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Schedule.  He  himself  was  not  altogether 
in  favour  of  those  exemptions,  but  they 
were  already  in  other  Acts,  and,  that 
being  so,  those  responsible  for  the  draft- 
ing of  this  measure  had  simply  adopted 
wh  .t  had  gone  before.  He  hoped  that 
the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment would  give  to  those  who  were 
looking  for  some  amelioration  in  the 
conditions  of  shop  assistants  a  definite 
promise  that  the  Grovemment,  if  they 
could  not  support  this  Bill,  would  bring 
forward  one  of  their  own  next  year 
dealing  with  the  hours  of  labour  in 
shops.  Those  who  desired  a  curtailment 
of  the  hours  of  labour  in  connection 
with  railway  employment  recognised 
that  there  were  certain  isolated  signal- 
boxes  where  only  one  or  two  trains  a 
day  passed,  and  they  did  not  expect 
that  the  same  restrictions  should  be 
applied  in  those  cases  as  where  the  traffic 
was  great.  Those  were  questions  of 
detail  and  arrangement  which  did  not 
affect  the  real  principle  at  issue. 
Those  who  voted  for  the  Bill  would 
not  be  committed  to  every  line  in 
it ;  they  would  merely  vote  for  the 
general  principle  that  it  was  desirable 
to  do  something  to  improve  the  con- 
ditions of  shop  assistants.  He  believed 
that  the  vast  majority  of  the  House 
would  readily  go  into  the  lobby  and 
vote  for  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  F.  CAWLEY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  said  he  was  rather  in  favour  of 
giving  considerable  powers  to  munici- 
palities and  not  taking  those  powers  away 
as  the  Bill  proposed  and  placing  them  in 
the  hands  of  a  central  authority.  His 
hon.  friend  wanted  the  Government  to 
promise  to  do  more  than  they  had  done. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  the  Grovemment 
had  promised  quite  enough.  He  was 
not  in  favour  of  the  Government  of  which 
he  was  a  supporter  always  promising 
everything  to  everyone  who  asked  for 
it,  because  it  was  conceivable  that  it 
might  get  them  into  considerable  trouble. 
If  anj'thing,  he  rather  deprecated  their 
being  asked  to  promise  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  next  year.  His  hon.  friend  repre- 
sented Ashton-under-L3aie.  He  himself 
represented  a  constituency  which  lay 
north  of  Manchester,  between  that  city 
and  Ashton-under-Lyne  and  Stalybridge. 
There    were    no    municipalities   in   that 
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constituency,  but  they  were  all  populous 
urban  districts  and  the  people  possessed 
great  intelligence.  Large  industries 
were  carried  on,  but  there  were  no  large 
shops;  they  were  all  small  businesses. 
A  great  many  of  his  constituents  kept 
those  small  shops,  and  had  been  very 
much  injured  by  the  system  of  tram- 
ways running  to  the  large  towns  and 
taking  the  people  away  from  the  smaB 
shops.  He  quite  understood  his  hon. 
friend  wishing  his  constituents  to  go 
and  shop  in  his  constituency.  He  would 
rather  see  his  constituents  do  their 
shopping  in  their  own  districts.  If  the 
Bill  were  passed  it  would  practically 
ruin  half  the  small  shopkeepers  in  his 
and  other  constituencies.  He  was 
not  against  many  clauses  in  the  Bill, 
but  he  was  against  it  as  it  stood. 
The  incongruities  it  contained  were  so 
great  that  he  could  not  support  it.  The 
House  ought  to  reject  it  because  it 
would  impose  too  great  a  tax  upon 
the  small  shopkeeper. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth)  said 
they  had  been  told  that  the  life  of  shop 
assistants  was  an  extremely  unhealthy 
one,  and  that  the  percentage  of  pulmon- 
ary diseases  among  them  was  larger 
than  among  those  engaged  in  any  other 
occupation.  Those  who  used  this  argu- 
ment had  not  gone  far  enough  into 
figures.  They  had  not  shown  in  what 
particular  trades  those  diseases  were 
most  prevalent.  In  many  of  the  large 
emporiums  in  this  country  where  hun- 
dreds of  assistants  were  employed  the 
provisions  proposed  to  be  enacted  by 
this  Bill  already  obtained.  The  hours 
in  those  places  were  not  longer  than 
those  prescribed  by  the  Bill,  and  yet 
the  pulmonary  diseases  were  larger 
there  than  in  very  small  country  shops 
where  only  one  or  two  assistants  were 
employed.  If  that  was  so,  what  would 
be  the  tendency  of  the  Bill  if  it  became 
law  ?  There  was  no  doubt  that  it 
would  strike  a  blow  at  the  small  country 
shops  which,  he  supposed,  were  ten 
times  greater  in  number  than  those  of 
large  companies  which  had  shops  in 
various  places.  It  was  on  behalf  of  the 
small  shopkeepers  that  he  objected  to 
the  provisions  of  the  BilU  to^  \va  Vi^«^^^ 
that  there  was  no  raot^^V^'a^i^  ^sr5S«5^-v 
tion  than   that   ol     «XXj^^^nsn%  "^  ^^°^ 
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shops.'    No  one  could  say  that  it  was 
hard    work,    and,    although    the    hours 
might  be  long,  the  assistants  during  a 
great  part  of  the  time  were  not  working. 
In  village  shops  they  might  sometimes 
find    a    child    attending    to    customers 
while  the  mother  was  in  a  back  room 
performing  other  duties,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  provisions  of   the  Bill  should 
be  applied  in  such  cases.     He  believed 
that  young  men  who  were  confined  in 
shops  did  suffer  from  want  of  air  and 
exercise,  but  the  Bill  was  not  going  to 
touch  the  places  where  they  were  em- 
ployed.    It    would    touch    coffee    stalls 
and  stalls  in  market  places,  and  it  would 
touch   the   little   shops   where   cobblers 
and  barbers  carried  on  their  businesses. 
He  could  not  see  why  such  shops  should 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.     Was 
it  really  intended  that  the   Bill  should 
apply  to  the  tens  of  thousands  of  small 
shops  in  villages  all  over  the  country  ? 
He  believed  that  if  they  analysed  the 
trades  in  which  pulmonary   and   other 
diseases  prevailed  they  would  get  some 
valuable  information.     He  believed  that  it 
"would  be  found  that  anjemic  girls  and  those 
who  suffered  from  complaints  resulting 
from  their  occupations   were   employed 
in  large  drapery  shops  which  this  Bill 
would  not  touch  because  the  owners  had 
already  the  proposed  provisions  in  force. 
The  ill-health  of  the  assistants  was  due 
to    the    particles   which    got    into   the 
atmosphere   through  the  tearing  of  the 
materials  amongst  which  they  worked. 
If  they  could  have  legislation  to  stop 
the  tearing  of  materials  which  gave  off 
deleterious   particles,   it   might   have    a 
beneficial   effect   on   the   health   of   the 
assistants,  but  he  deprecated  the  placing 
of  restrictions  of  the  kind  proposed  on 
young  people  who  wanted  to  get  on  in 
the    world.    Where    were    they    to    get 
their  Edisons,  and  people  of  that  sort, 
if  they  passed  such  a  Bill  as  this?    Was 
Edison  biought  up  in  a  place  where  he 
could   not   serve    more   than   a  certain 
number  of  hours?    Let  them  read  the  life 
of  any  great  man  and  see  whether  he 
was  restricted  to  sixty  hours  per  week 
with  a  dinner  hour  in  the  middle  of  the 
day  provided  for  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  Bill  if  passed  would  interfere  with 
the    rights    of    people    who    wished    to 
do  the  best  they  could  for  themselves. 
How  could  poor  widows  who  kept  shops 

Mr.  Fell. 


be  brought  within  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  ?  He  represented  a  good  many 
country  shopkeepers  and  he  was  per- 
fectly sure  that  he  had  their  authority 
when  he  said  that  they  did  not  warn 
this   Bill. 

Mr.  SEDDON  (Lancashire,  Newton) 
said  that  after  listening  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Great  Yarmouth  lie 
thought  that  never  in  the  history  of 
Parliament  were  truer  words  used  than 
those  which  were  uttered  by  the  late 
Lord  Salisbury,  when,  on  26th  Febroaiy, 
1901,  he  said— 

**  This  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  occupy  a  somewlut 
difficult  position.  They  are  asked  to  legislate  as 
to  matters  affecting  the  personal  happiness  and 
well-being  of  a  very  large  number  of  person*— 
a  very  large  class — to  which,  with  scarcdy 
an  exception,  the  Members  of  the  two  Honm 
do  not  themselves  belong." 

It  had  been  said  that  in  small  grocers' 
shops  the  assistants  did  not  work  long 
hours.     Having  himself  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  working  in  a  small  grocer's 
shop  he  would  like  to  put  this  question: 
What  were  long  hours  ?     As  a  boy  of 
thirteen,  in  the  shop  where  he  was  em- 
ployed,  he   commenced   to    work  at  7 
o'clock  in  the  morning  and  finished  at 
9  o'clock  at  night  except  on  SatuidaT 
when  he  worked  until  11  o'clock,  and  lie 
would  have  been  kept  longer  if  hb  em- 
ployer had  not  had  a  licence,  but  the  shop 
could  not  be  kept  open  longer  by  law. 
It  was  the  hours  he  stole  from  sleep  thtt 
helped  him  to  furnish  his  mind,  which 
certainly  was  not  sufficiently  fainiabed 
at  an  age  when  many  hon.  G^tieman 
were  thinking  of  going  to  college  instead 
of   going  to  work.    All   the   comments 
made  on  this  Bill  had  been  made  on 
hypothetical  cases  and  chiefly  with  re- 
spect to  the  poor  widow.     He  was  getting 
about  tired   of  the  poor  widow.      He 
remembered  that  the  poor  widow  wis 
dragged  in  after  the  South  African  War 
when    they    were    seeking    for    Ghineee 
serfs.    It  was  said  that  if  they  did  not  get 
these  Chinese  serfs  the  poor  widows  iriio 
had  invested  in  South   African  mining 
shares  would  be  mined.     There  had  been 
discussions  in  the  newspapers  about  die 
Licencing   Bill,   and  he   found  that  the 
brewers  had  taken  the  poor  widow  under 
their  care.    It  was  only  their  consideia- 
tion    for   the   poor    widow    investor  m 
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"brewery  shares  that  induced  them  to 
oppose  the  Bill !  The  poor  widow  had 
played  a  part  too  long.  He  had  met  a 
great  many  employers,  some  of  them 
most  generous,  but  he  had  never  found  one 
who  closed  or  kept  open  his  shop  because 
some  widow  lived  in  that  particular 
neighbourhood.  A  case  had  been  made 
out,  by  evidence  which  had  not  been  given 
by  interested  persons,  before  five  Royal 
CJommissions  and  Committees  that  had 
sat  upon  this  question,  and  all  medical 
•evidence  proved  that  the  long  hours 
worked  by  shop  assistants  were  most 
injurious  to  health,  especially  to  the 
health  of  women,  and  the  health  of 
future  generations,  because  the  women 
were  the  potential  mothers  of  our  race. 
The  experience  of  his  own  trade  union 
in  the  City  of  Lincoln,  which  claimed 
to  be  a  healthy  city,  and  which 
-contained  a  larger  proportion  of  union 
members  than  any  other  town  in 
the  kingdom,  was  that  during  the 
last  fifteen  years  every  death  among 
the  members  of  the  Society  was  due  to 
consumption.  That  was  a  startling  fact. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  made  a  speech 
out  of  harmony  with  the  one  he  delivered 
last  year.  He  admitted  that  towards 
the  end  of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  manufactured  a  good  many 
objections  to  some  details  in  the  Bill, 
that  were  more  imagined  than  real. 
He  agreed  that  the  Bill  was  not  perfect. 
There  were  many  details  in  it  that  could 
be  amended.  Attending  only  last  week 
an  influential  deputation  representing 
-every  trade  in  the  North  of  England  he 
foimd  that  many  of  the  members  had 
taken  their  view  of  the  Bill  from  the 
same  source  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
-don.  Some  individual  had  been 
working  up  a  case  against  the  Bill  in 
the  interest  of  the  small  shopkeeper. 
But  when  he  explained  to  them  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  simply  the 
limitation  of  the  hours  of  shop  assistants 
it  was  unanimously  agreed  that,  if  they 
could  come  together  in  conference  round 
a  table,  they  would  be  able  to  settle  all 
differences  in  four  or  five  hours.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  a 
Bill  for  next  year.  Was  he  to  under- 
stand that  that  Bill  would  provide  for  a 
limitation  of  hours  and  that  sixty  hours 
would    be   the    maximum  ?     And    were 


they  also  to  understand  that  with  the 
limitation  of  hours  for  assistants  there 
would  be  compulsory  closing  in  various 
trades  ?  He  admitted  that  in  seasonal 
trades  the  time  of  closing  might  be 
altered,  but  the  union  to  which  he 
belonged,  and  which  represented  46,000 
organised  workers,  insisted  on  the  sixty 
hours'  maximum  as  a  principle  from 
which  they  would  not  recede  one  iota. 
He  had  visited  the  House  of  Keys  in  the 
Isle  of  Man  while  it  was  discussing  a 
Bill  containing  forty-six  clauses  for  the 
inspection  of  workshops.  There  were 
some  sharp  divisions  of  opinion  in  regard 
to  it,  yet  that  Bill  went  through  in  six 
hours ;  and  the  reason  was  that  the 
representatives  went  there  to  do  things 
and  not  to  waste  time.  He  suggested  that 
the  Home  Secretary  might  help  the  cause 
of  the  shop  assistants,  on  whose  behalf 
he  spoke,  by  allowing  a  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  and  sending  it  up  to  a  Grand 
Committee,  instead  of  their  having  to 
wait  until  next  year  for  the  Grovernment 
measure.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  so  he  was  sure  that  to  his  surprise 
all  the  difficulties  would  be  overcome, 
and  his  time  next  session  spared.  He 
knew  that  there  were  some  people  who 
still  supported  Lord  Avebury's  Bill. 
He  gave  all  credit  to  them  for  good  inten- 
tions. They  did  not  believe  in  com- 
pulsion but  thought  that  a  permissive 
measure  would  appeal  to  the  generous 
instincts  of  the  employers  in  the  distri- 
butive trades  and  that  they  would  all  be 
willing  to  allow  the  measure  to  come  into 
operation.  All  experience,  however,  proved 
that  where  Provisional  Orders  had^been 
applied  for,  there  had  been  no  diminu- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour,  and  in  many 
towns  there  had  been  no  applications 
for  an  Order.  Last  year  the  Home 
Secretary  admitted  that  there  was  only 
one  city  where  the  Act  had  been  a  success 
in  any  degree,  the  City  of  Glasgow.  And 
yet  only  last  week  they  had  the  assis- 
tants, male  and  female,  not  members  of 
a  union,  coming  out  on  strike,  not  for  an 
increase  of  wages,  but  because  their 
minimum  houis  of  labour  were  seventy - 
nine  per  week,  extending  during  the 
busy  season  to  100  hours,  and  in  many 
cases  to  more  when  the  shops  were  open 
on  Sunday.  That  took  place  in  the  City 
of  Glasgow,  the  Eldorado  of  short  hours 
in   shops !    He   asked   hon.    Gentlemen 
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above  the  Gangway  whether  they  did 
not  think  that  seventy-nine  hours  was 
not  too  long  for  anyone  to  work  in  a 
shop  ?  Surely  they  had  arrived  at  a 
period  when  this  House  should  step  in 
and  put  a  check  on  unscrupulous  em- 
ployers. He  knew  that  there  were  good 
employers,  but  they  were  often  made 
the  victims  of  unscrupulous  employers, 
who,  forsooth,  stood  out  for  the  great 
piinciple  of  individual  liberty  as  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London.  He 
looked  upon  the  hon.  Baronet  as  an 
amiable  humourist,  but  he  did  not  think  i 
that  any  vote  would  be  influenced  by 
anvthing  which  he  said.  They  all  knew 
how  genial  he  was,  although  sometimes 
they  wished  him  elsewhere.  There  seemed 
to  be  in  the  minds  of  some  (gentlemen 
an  idea  that  the  public  would  suffer  from 
the  hours  of  shop  assistants  being  curtailed, 
and  that  the  shopkeepers  themselves 
also  would  suffer.  In  New  Zealand  '■ 
shop  hours  had  been  regulated  by  i 
Acts  of  Parliament  for  years.  In  1902 
he  wrote  to  the  Labour  Department  in  j 
New  Zealand  asking  if  the  curtailment 
of  shop  hours  had  been  a  hardship  to  the 
poorer  classes,  and  whether  any  com- 
plaints  had  been  made  by  the  employers 
against  the  Act,  and  on  what  ground.  ■ 
The  reply  he  received  was  that — 

"  When  the  first  Bill  was  introduced  into  New 
Zealand  there  were  all  sorts  of  prophecies  of 
the  ruin  it  would  cause  to  shopkeepers,  and  the  , 
hrge  shopkeepers  threatened  to  cut  down  ' 
wages.  Those  threats  had  not  been  carried 
out.  and  the  Act  was  now  as  much  appreciate«1 
by  the  employers  as  it  was  by  the  employees.'* 

That  was  the  experience  of  all  the  Colonies 
which  had  tried  the  limitation  of  hours 
of  shop  assistants,  especially  in  the  case 
of  women,  whose  hours  wer^  limited 
to  tifty-tive  ard  a  half  per  week,  which 
wer^  quite  long  enough.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Yarmouth  had  said  that 
only  in  certain  trades  wen?  shop  assistants 
subject  to  influences  which  might  injure 
health,  and  he  had  r^ferr^  to  the  drapery 
trade  where  certain  goods  were  sold 
which  were  dressed  by  poisonous  pre- 
parations, the  particles  of  which  floated 
in  the  air  and  were  absorbed  by  the 
assistants  handling  the  goods.  That  was 
true.  But  he  was  inclined  to  disa^rre^  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  on  another  point.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  that 
only  occurred  in  the  larg^  shopsin  the  West 


End  of  London,  where  the  assistants 
worked  less  than  sixty  hours  a  week,  be- 
cause the  people  who  dealt  there  only 
shopped  in  the  forenoon  or  in  the  early 
afternoon.  He  would  refer  the  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man  to  the  co-operative  movement  which 
catered  almost  exclusively  for  the  working 
classes,  and  in  the  North  of  England, 
where  the  co-operative  movement  had 
its  greatest  extension,  the  assistants 
in  their  shops  only  did  forty-eight  houis 
work  per  week.  It  was  only  through 
a  bad  custom  that  long  hours  were 
tolerated.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  had  the 
happy  knack  of  promoting  thought  by 
some  of  his  remarks.  He  had  said 
that  the  health  of  shop  assistants 
in  the  distributive  trades  was  worse  now 
than  fifty  years  ago.  Certainly  it  was; 
and  if  the  hon.  Baronet  had  been  moie 
familiar  with  the  distributive  trades, 
he  would  have  known  that  fifty 
years  ago  the  great  bulk  of  the  shop 
assistants  were  boarded  with  the  em- 
ployers family.  They  sat  at  the  same 
table  with  them,  and  the  employers 
became  their  guardians.  That  day  wss 
practicaUy  gone.  Instead  of  there  being 
individual  employers  with  three  to  half 
a*  dozen  assistants,  there  were  now  huge 
emporiums  with  1,500  male  and  female 
assistants  living  in,  and  perhaps  5,000- 
altogether.  It  was  in  these  large  em- 
poriums that  there  was  the  rush  of 
business  which  caused  the  great  deteriora- 
tion in  the  health  of  the  assistants. 
Let  the  hon.  Gentleman  listen  to  these 
hours,  as  detailed  by  an  assistant  only 
the  other  day — 

'*  I  work  from  7  a.m.  till  9  p.m.  on  3foiidaT. 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday ;  from  7  a,m.  tifl  10 
p.m.  onThur^ay:  frum  7  a.m.  till  12  midnight 
on  Friday :  and  from  7  a.m.  on  Satorday  till 
one  or  two  on  Sunday  morning.** 

CoLOXKL  LOCKWOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
ping) :  Is  that  a  man  ! 

Mr.  SEDDON  said  that  that  was  a 
man.  Surely  the  House  ought  to  do  some- 
thing to  protect  the  shop  assistants  from 
such  hours  of  labour.  He  knew  that  in 
many  large  towns  the  hours  would  be  re- 
duced with  the  consent  of  the  emplojeis 
themselves.  In  the  town  in  which  be 
resided  they  had  decent  houis,  and  the 
best  emplovers  would  be  willing  to^ 
reduce  them  further  if  it  were  not  for 
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the  unscrupulous  employers  who  would 
keep  their  assistants  through  all  hours 
on  Sunday  morning,  but  for  the  church 
and  chapel  people  to  whom  they  were  look- 
ing for  orders.  He  maintained  that  in  the 
interest  of  the  public,  of  the  employers, 
and  of  the  employees  alike,  a  case  had 
been  made  out  for  the  Bill ;  and  he 
appealed  to  the  Home  Secretary  to  give  the 
Bill  a  Second  Reading,  and  allow  it  to  go 
to  a  Grand  Committee.  He  promised 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  would 
do  all  he  possibly  could  to  facilitate 
its  progress  by  a  give-and-take  policy, 
so  that  when  it  came  to  Third  Reading 
it  would  not  take  up  too  much  of  the 
time  of  the  Government.  That  would 
be  a  message  of  hope  from  the  House 
to  those  who  could  not  help  themselves, 
but  who  were  now  the  unfortunate  victims 
of  oppression. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston)  said 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  supported  a  few  weeks  ago  a  Bill 
demanding  the  right  to  work.  Now,  he 
was  supporting  a  Bill  denying  to  people 
the  right  to  work. 

Mr.  SEDDON  :  Beyond  sixty  hours 
a  week. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  told  them  that  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  was  that  no  one  was  to  work 
for  more  than  sixty  hours  a  week.  On 
looking  at  the  Bill  he  found  that  the 
sixty  hours  included  one-and-a-half  hours 
each  day  for  meals,  but  in  the  Factory 
Acts  the  sixty  hours  excluded  the  meal 
time.  That  was  to  say,  a  man  might  not 
engage  in  the  light  work,  as  it  often  was, 
of  serving  in  a  shop  for  more  than  sixty 
hours  a  week,  including  meal  times, 
but  he  might  engage  in  the  heavy  work 
of  boiler-making  or  in  a  factory  for  sixty 
hours  a  week  excluding  meal  times,  a 
difference  of  about  seven  or  eight  hours 
a  week. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  That  includes 
overtime. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  that  was 
not  so,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  was 
under-stating  his  case,  because  there  was 
no  legal,  or  rather  explicit,  limit  whatever 
upon  a  man's  work  in  a  factory.     He 


quite  recognised  that  in  a  textile  factory r- 
where  they  had  a  large  number  of  women 
and  children  employed,  if  they  made 
regulations  limiting  their  hours,  they  did 
in  fact  limit  the  hours  of  men's  work, 
but  that  was  why  he  ventured  some 
weeks  ago,  he  was  afraid  permanently,  to 
offend  his  friend  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  by  saying 
that  he  did  not  dispute  absolutely  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  interfere  even 
with  the  labour  of  adult  males.  He  said 
that  partly  because  he  thought  there 
would  be  a  certain  amount  of  hypocrisy 
in  taking  up  that  attitude.  Let  them 
take  the  case  of  what  was  known  in 
Lancashire  as  the  "  Football  Hour.'*^ 
Some  years  ago  the  Lancashire  operatives 
wanted  to  close  an*  hour  earlier  so  as  to  be^ 
able  to  watch  the  football  matches. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  No,  no. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  :  Well,  I  speak 
from  my  own  information. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  I  speak  from 
experience. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  at  any 
rate  they  wanted  to  close  early.  They 
did  not  ask  Parliament  to  pass  an  Act 
limiting  the  hours  of  their  labour,  but  to 
alter  the  provisions  of  the  law  affecting 
the  hours  of  women  and  children,  which 
indirectly  benefited  them,  therefore  it 
would  be  straining  language  to  say  that 
Parliament  never  did  interfere  with  the 
hours  of  men.  The  point,  however,  was 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  were  denying 
to  their  fellows  the  right  to  work  sixty 
hours  a  week,  whereas  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country  worked  for 
more  than  sixty  hours  a  week. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  That  is  the 
reason  why  so  many  of  them  have  got^no 
work. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  that  raised 
a  very  interesting  economic  fallacy,  and 
he  would  point  out  that  if  it  were  true 
that  they  could  make  more  work  for  other 
people  by  working  less  time  themselves, 
they  could  make  more  work  still  by  not 
working  at  all.  He  might  add  that  there- 
would  be  work  for  all  of  them  if  none  of 
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them  did  any  work.  This  Bill  was  in- 
spired, he  believed,  by  a  desire  to  help 
the  assistants  in  large  shops.  He  be- 
lieved that  that  was  the  only  argument  put 
forward  in  defence  of  it,  but  the  hon. 
Members  who  prepared  the  Bill  had 
forgotten  that  all  shops  were  not  large 
shops,  that  there  was  an  enormous 
number  of  small  shops,  and  that  there  was 
an  increasing  number  of  small  shops. 
Although  it  was  true,  as  the  Socialists  were 
fond  of  saying,  that  those  small  shop- 
keepers often  lost  their  money,  it  was 
also  true  that  a  large  number  of  them 
did  earn  an  honest  living  year  by  year, 
maintaining  themselves  and  their  families, 
and  those  were  the  people  that  the 
authors  of  the  Bill  had  absolutely  for- 
gotten. The  effect  of^the  Bill  would  be 
to  destroy  altogether  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  those  shops,  and  thus  to  do 
what  the  Socialists  always  professed 
they  did  not  want  to  do,  viz.,  to  drive 
industry  into  the  hands  of  the  big 
capitalists,  because  they  would  crush 
out  the  little  man,  which  was  the  general 
effect  of  legislation  such  as  that.  With 
regard  to  the  Act  of  1904,  it  was  very 
different.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment did  sometimes  make  mistakes,  but 
the  Act  of  1904  was  certainly  a  very 
different  measure  from  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  It  required  the  local  author- 
ity to  be  satisfied  that  two-thirds  of  the 
people  concerned  wished  for  the  regula- 
tions, but  there  was  nothing  of  that  sort 
in  .the  present  Bill.  The  local  authority 
was  to  have  absolute  power  to  impose 
regulations  on  the  trade  of  the  town, 
and  he  would  like  to  point  out  the  ex- 
traordinary manner  in  which  the  Bill 
was  drafted.  In  the  second  clause  the 
loi^al  authority  was  given  power  to 
fix  the  hour  of  closing  on  the 
early  closing  day  at  or  before  one 
o'clock,  and  there  was  nothing  to  prevent 
them  fixing  it  at  ten  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  Clause  4  said  that  under  no 
circumstances  was  a  shop  assistant  to  be 
employed  for  more  than  half-an-hour 
•from  the  closing  hour  unless  notice  was 
^iven  (to  the  factory  inspector,  he 
presumed)  seven  days  in  advance.  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  an  ordinary  village 
shop  where  a  man  had  two  assistants 
and  his  family  helping  him.  Supposing 
»  barrel  of  sugar  was  upset  on  the  floor 
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late  in  the  evening,  and  it  took  an  hour 
to  clear  it  up,  he  would  be  liable  to  a 
fine  of  £5.  Many  small  shops  were 
engaged  in  what  he  might  call  manu- 
facturing as  well  as  selling.  They  often 
had  a  plumber's  shop  where  i)eople  were 
engaged  in  working  at  the  back  of  the 
shop  making  things,  and  they  were 
under  no  restrictioflB  whatever.  They 
could  work  all  night  long,  but  if  one 
of  those  men  was  brought  into  the  front 
shop,  where  he  would  probably  sit  on  a 
stool  doing  nothing  all  day  long,  waiting 
for  a  customer,  then  he  must  not  work 
more  than  sixty  hours  per  week. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  The  man 
working  in  or  for  the  shop,  at  "  makizig, 
or  preparing  for  sale,"  was  in  a  workshop 
under  the  Factory  Acts,  and  already 
got  the  benefit  of  the  sanitary  regulations. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  that  was 
perhaps   one    of    the    most    humorous 
portions  of  the  Bill.    It  would  not  escape 
the  notice  of  the  House  that  these  sani- 
tary regulations  applied  to   any  shop, 
small  or  great,  and  that  any  shopkeeper 
employing  his  own  children  was  subjected 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.    It  required 
that  wherever  males  and  females  were 
employed  separate  sanitary  accommoda- 
tion must  be  supplied  for  the  two  sexes, 
so  that  if  a  shopkeeper  had  a  son  and  a 
daughter,  both  occasionally  assisting  him 
in  the  shop,  he  was  to  go  to  the  expense 
of  setting  up  separate  sanitary  accom- 
modation for  them.    Then,  with  regaxd 
to  children,  the  Bill  said  that  no  child 
under  fourteen  yeais  of  age  was  ever  to  be 
employed  in  a  shop.     But  what  did  the 
Factory  Act  say  ?     It  allowed  any  child 
over  twelve  years  of  age  to  be  employed 
as  a  half-timer  in  a  factory.    More  than 
that,  a  child  thirteen  years  of  age  who 
had  passed  the  prox>ei  standard,  could  be 
employed  full  time.    Did  anybody  pre- 
tend that  the  severity  of  the  work  in  a 
factory  was  in  any  way  comparable  to  the 
light  work  in  a  shop?  Thehon.  Memberwho 
had  just  spoken  had  talked  about  people 
standing  so  many  hours  a  day,  and  there 
were  cases,  he  admitted,  where  that  might 
occur,  but  there  was  also  an  enormous 
number  of  shops  where  the  assistants 
were  not  standing  all|day  long.      Hon. 
Members  themselves   most  often  have 
been    in     shops    where     tiiey     found 
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the    woman     in    charge     sitting    com- 
fortably in  a  chair,  knitting  or  sewing. 
Were  they  to  contend  that  that  woman 
was  in  any  way  subject  to  the  same  kind 
of  strain  as  she  would  be   if  she  were 
working  in  a  cotton  mill?     Then  there 
was  a  curious  point  with  regard  to  the 
meal-times.     This    highly  ingenious  Bill 
said  that  at  least  an  hour  was  to  be   set 
aside  between  noon  and  two  o'clock  for 
meals,  and  the  Bill  applied  to  eating- 
houses  as  well  as  to  other  shops.      That 
meant     that    an     eating-house,     which 
necessarily  did  its  whole  business  in  the 
middle  of  the  day,  was  to  send  out  its 
assistants  for  an  hour  at  a  time  when  they 
were  doing  their  biggest  business,  and 
they     would     consequently     lose     their 
customers.     He    could    not    imagine    a 
more  absurd  proposal.     If  people  catered 
for  other  people's  meals,  they  must  ar- 
range their  meal-times  so  that  they  did 
not  clash  with  the  duty  they  had  under- 
taken.    If  their  servants  formed  a  union 
and  insisted  in  having  their  meals  just  at 
the  time  when  they  had  contracted  to 
supply  meals  to  other  people,  they  would 
be  breaking  their  contract.  People  who 
took  service  in  eating-houses  did  so  with 
the  distinct  knowledge  that  they  were 
going  to  supply  meals  in  the  middle  of  the 
day,  and  having  made  that  undertaking, 
it  was  their  business  to  take  their  own 
meals  at  some  other  time.     It  would  be 
as  reasonable  for  the  soldier  to  say  he 
wanted  his  holiday   just  when"  he  was 
called  to  the  front.     The  Bill,  by  the 
way,  expiessly  applied  to  barbers,  who 
were    always     busiest     at     meal-times, 
because  all  the  people  came  out   from 
their  work  at  meal-times, had  their  food, 
and  then  went  to  get  their  hair  cut,  and 
then  the  barber  and  his  assistants  were 
all  to  go  off  and  have  their  meals  accord- 
ing to  statute.     There  was  another  very 
interesting  clause,  viz.,  Clause  20,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  even  the  Members  who 
were  responsible  for  the  Bill  could  possibly 
have  read  it  themselves,  for  he  could  not 
believe  that  any  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  put  his  name  to   the 
back  of  such  a  Bill  if  he  had  known  what 
was  in  it.     Clause  20  said  that  any  person 
found  in  a  shop,  other  than  a  customer, 
should,  until  the  contrary  was  proved,  be 
deemed  to  have  been  employed  in  the 
shop.     If  a  woman  had  her  niece  to  stay 
with  her,  and  she  was  playing  about  in  the 


shop,  unless  the  aunt  went  to  the  expense 
of  proving  that  she  was  not  employed 
she  would  be  liable  under  the  Act. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that 
the  clause  followed  the  **  presumption  " 
clause  of  the  Factory  Act. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  he  could  only 
express  his  surprise  that  his  right  hon. 
friend,  with  his  great  ingenuity,  did  not 
exercise  a  little  more  discretion  in  copying 
other  Acts. 


*SiR   CHARLES   DILKE; 
necessary  provision. 


It    is    a 


Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  if  any- 
thing would  condemn  the  Bill  that  clause 
alone  would  do  it.  There  was  a  schedule 
of  exceptions,  but  it  only  applied  to  the 
closing  hours.  It  did  not  apply  to  the 
provisions  about  sanitary  accommoda- 
tion, or  to  children,  or  to  meal-times. 
Let  them  look  at  the  exceptions.  There 
were  medicines  and  surgical  appliances,, 
and  establishments  for  consumption  on 
the  premises.  That  was  all  very  well, 
but  how  were  they  to  guarantee  that 
the  person  who  came  ostensibly  to  eat 
on  the  premises  did  not  take  away  food 
with  him  ?  There  was  another  curious 
exception,  and  perhaps  his  right  hon. 
friend  defended  that.  One  of  the  set 
of  establishments  which  were  not  to  be 
subject  to  the  law  so  far  as  regarded 
hours  were  those  for  the  supply  of 
tobacco,  pipes,  matches,  and  smokers' 
necessaries.  He  knew  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  a  foolish  precedent  for  every 
part  of  the  Bill. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that 
his  precedent  was  unanimously  agreed  to 
in  the  Shop  Hours  Act  of  1904. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  when 
it  was  unanimous  it  was  often  the  most 
foolish.  Not  being  a  smoker,  he  could 
not  see  why  this  preferential  treatment 
should  be  given.  They  were  invited 
to  pass  a  Bill  which  made  it  a  penal 
offence  for  a  child  to  smoke  tobacco, 
and  yet  they  were  to  give  preferential 
treatment  to  the  people  who  supplied  the 
tobacco.  Then,  as  to  newspapers.  News- 
papers, and,  so  far  as  concerned  railway 
bookstalls,  annual  magazines  and  books,. 
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were  excepted.  Hon.  Members  would 
know  that  recently  there  was  a  dispute 
between  a  well-known  firm  of  newspaper 
suppliers  and  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company,  with  the 
result  that  that  firm  had  set  up  shops 
outside  the  railway  stations.  Under 
this  Bill,  that  firm  would  be  restricted 
as  to  its  hours,  but  its  competitor  ]ust 
inside  the  station  would  have  freedom 
to  sell  all  day  and  all  night. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  That  is  free 
trade. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  he  called 
it  preferentialism,  and  that  was  one 
of  the  reasons  why  he  objected  to 
protection. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  these 
words  were  taken  from  the  present  law. 
The  case  had  arisen  in  Glasgow. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  he  had 
always  thought  they  had  a  great  many 
foolish  statutes  in  the  Statute-Book, 
but  until  his  right  hon.  friend  interrupted 
him  so  frequently  he  did  not  know  how 
many  there  were. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  the  hon. 
Member  was  quoting  words  as  his  words 
but  they  were  the  words  of  the  existing 
law,  and  the  point  had  arisen  and  was 
discussed  by  him  that  day  in  the  com- 
posite shop  case,  when  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  present. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  he  was 
present.  With  regard  to  Sunday 
closing,  the  Home  Secretary  had 
properly  pointed  out  that  the  Bill 
made  no  provision  for  Jews.  It  per- 
mitted them  to  sell  on  Saturdays, 
but  forbade  them  to  sell  on  Sundays, 
whereupon  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean  said  he  was  willing 
to  waive  the  question  of  the  Jews. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE :  There  is  an 
exception  in  favour  of  Jews  in  the 
Factory  Acts,  and  I  said  I  would  be 
willing  to  consider  similar  exceptions. 

Mr.  Harold  Cox. 


R.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  as 
regarded  the  Factory  and  Workshops 
Act  the  thing  did  not  matter  very  much, 
because  a  Jew  could  seldom  get  enough 
Jewish  assistants  to  set  up  a  rival  factory, 
but  in  the  case  of  shops  it  mattered 
a  great  deal.  In  the  case  of  two  shops 
working  side  by  side,  under  this  law, 
with  the  exception  in  favour  of  Jews, 
they  would  have  a  Jew  permitted  to 
trade  on  Sunday  while  the  Christian  was 
debarred  from  doing  so.  These  were 
just  a  series  of  the  futilities  and 
absurdities  of  which  the  Bill  was  full, 
without  troubling  to  consider  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill — and  he  thought  the 
House  should  remember  that  the  principle 
as  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
was  that  no  shop  assistant  had  ever  to 
work  more  than  sixty  hours  a  week, 
meal  hours  included,  which  meant  con- 
siderably less  than  sixty  hours  a  week 
That  was  the  principle  they  were  to 
accept,  that  whereas  men  might  work 
in  factories  and  workshops  as  long  as 
they  liked,  and  women  in  non-textile 
factories  sixty  full  hours  a  week,  neither 
man  nor  woman  was  to  work  in  a  shop 
as  much  as  sixty  hours  a  week,  their 
meal  times  having  to  be  taken  out  of  the 
sixty.  That  was  the  proposition  they 
were  asked  to  vote  upon,  and  quite  apart 
from  that  they  had  a  Bill  full  of  such 
grotesque  anomalies  that  the  House 
should  not  consider  it  for  a  minute. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent) 
thought  it  interesting  that  he  should 
refer  to  a  little  book  he  had  in  his 
hand  published  a  few  years  ago  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  last  addressed  the 
House.  He  supposed  that  of  all  the 
men  sitting  in  that  House,  the  present 
movement  to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour 
could  be  laid  more  upon  the  shoulders  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  than  upo! 
any  other  Member.  He  held  in  his  hano 
a  book  published  in  1888  entitled  "  Thd 
Eight  Hours'  Working  Day,"  written  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston.  At  that 
time  the  Labour  leaders  were  discussing 
whether  it  was  right  to  enforce  by  personal 
arrangement,  by  means  of  strikes  or 
otherwise,  between  their  employers  and 
themselves  a  shortening  of  the  hours  of 
labour  in  factories,  mines,  workshops, 
etc.,  and,  in  fact,  in  all  classes  of  indus- 
trial work.    They  were  debating  among 
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themselves  as  to  whether  it  was  possible 
"to  come  to  Parliament  and  seek  a  reduc- 
tion of  hours  by  legal  enactment  or 
whether  they  ought  to  settle  the  question 
personally  between  themselves  and  their 
employers.  In  the  midst  of  their  dis- 
cussions came  the  memorable  tract 
dealing  with  the  situation,  written  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston.  In  that  he 
conclusively  proved  that  it  was  a  waste  of 
energy  on  the  part  of  labour  combina- 
tions to  attempt  by  means  of  strikes  to 
shorten  the  hours  of  labour,  but  that  it 
was  their  duty  to  come  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  to  insist  upon  its 
being  done  by  Parliament.  One  would 
.scarcely  believe  that  it  was  possible 
that  that  book  could  have  been 
written  a  few  short  years  ago  by  the  hon. 
J\lember  whose  views  met  with  such 
approval  to-day  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London.  But, 
while  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  was 
quite  entitled,  as  a  justification  for  his 
present  opinion,  to  point  out  that 
he  wrote  that  pamphlet  twenty  years  ago, 
that  was  no  reason  why  the  Labour 
leaders  should  alter  their  opinion.  Hav- 
ing been  convinced  twenty  years  ago 
that  this  was  the  proper  procedure  they 
were  not  going  to  change  their  opinions 
now.  In  that  book  he  could  point  to  the 
case  of  the  cab  driver.  The  hon.  Member 
to-day  had  referred  to  the  case  of  the  cab 
driver  and  had  pointed  out  to  those  who 
had  been  pressing  for  an  eight-hours  day 
how  ridiculous  it  would  be  to  apply 
that  system  to  cab  drivers.  He  had 
suggested  that  a  man  in  his  cab  might 
for  half  the  day  be  looking  for  a  fare  and 
that  when  he  got  one  he  would  not  be 
allowed  to  drive  him  a  mile  or  so  because 
the  legal  limit  of  time  during  which  he 
was  allowed  to  work  had  expired.  But 
in  his  book  the  hon.  Member  had  dealt 
with  that  objection  in  a  very  scientific 
and  practical  way,and  from  that  pamphlet 
they  were  able  to  take  every  point  of  his 
speech  and  answer  every  objection  he 
now  suggested.  In  fact,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  again  his  own  book,  he  would 
find  that  no  reply  to  his  speech  to-day 
was  required  from  any  Member  on  the 
^     Labour  Benches. 

*Mr.  STEADMAN  (Finsbury,  Central) 
said  that  he  would  not  have  intervened 


in  the  debate  but  for  the  fact  that  he 
had  had  some  special  experience  in 
dealing  with  the  hours  of  labour  of  shop 
assistants.  The  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
was  careful  to  analyse  the  Bill  and  to 
point  out  what  were  its  defects,  but 
he  had  not  taken  the  trouble  to  inform 
the  House  of  the  good  principles  embodied 
in  the  Bill.  Its  good  principles  far 
outweighed  its  defects.  For  some  years 
there  had  been  in  existence  in  London 
a  combination  known  as  the  Volun- 
tary Early  Closing  Association.  That 
Voluntary  Early  Closing  Association 
had  in  its  way  done  some  good  in 
various  parts  of  London  to  secure  a 
half-holiday  or  an  early  closing  afternoon 
in  a  great  many  shops.  Working  on 
behalf  of  that  association  in  the  East 
of  London  he  had  personally  canvassed 
every  drapery  establishment  in  the 
Commercial,  the  Mile  End,  and  White- 
chapel  Roads,  and  had  succeeded  in 
persuading  the  proprietors  of  some  of 
those  establishments  to  agree  to  close 
their  premises  a  little  earlier  on  one  or 
two  nights  a  week.  In  two  or  three 
instances  he  found  that  the  proprietors 
had  gone  back  on  their  agreements 
and  were  working  the  old  hours.  Upon 
his  interviewing  them  they  told  him 
that  other  people  (giving  the  names) 
were  doing  it  and  that,  therefore,  they 
were  obliged  to  do  it  too,  otherwise 
they  would  lose  their  custom.  He  did 
not  hold  the  working  classes  entirely 
blameless  in  the  matter  and  had  often 
said  that  if  the  people  refused  to  shop 
at  night  the  shops  would  not  keep  open, 
and  he  formed  a  ladies'  association  and 
distributed  handbills  asking  the  working 
classes  not  to  shop  late.  He  interviewed 
during  that  period  one  of  the  largest 
firms  in  London  and  asked  the  head 
to  close  the  establishment  at  two  o'clock 
on  Thursday  afternoons.  That  gentleman 
admitted  to  him  in  the  course  of  con- 
versation that  the  present  long  hours 
of  shop  assistants  meant  slow  murder, 
but  as  an  argument  against  himself 
closing  at  two  o'clock  on  Thursdays, 
he  said  that  other  large  establishments  in 
different  parts  of  London  did  not  close 
till  five,  and  that  if  he  closed  at  two  the 
customers  whom  he  was  then  getting  in 
the  afternoon  would  go  to  these  other 
shops,    and   he  would  lose  them.     The 
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only  solution  to  the  problem,  he  said, 
was  a  universal  compulsory  legal  enact- 
ment by  Parliament.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  had  taunted  his  hon.  friend 
because  he  was  now  supporting  this 
Bill  while  a  few  weeks  back  he  was 
supporting  another  Bill  which  claimed 
for  every  man  out  of  work  a  right  to 
work.  But  that  was  the  position  of 
the  Labour  Party.  As  trade  unionists 
they  believed  that  if  they  could  secure 
a  legal  eight-hours  working  day  for  all 
those  industries  which  were  now  working 
twelve  or  fourteen  hours  a  day,  they 
would  be  able  to  put  into  employment 
every  working  man  who  to-day  was  unem- 
ployed. Their  efforts  to-day  were  as  much 
in  the  direction  of  securing  equal  em- 
ployment for  all  as  anything  else.  He 
himself  had  four  daughters,  and  men 
occupying  his  position  were  not  able 
to  keep  their  daughters  at  home ; 
they  had  to  find  some  honest  employ- 
ment for  them,  and  everyone  must  admit 
that  the  hours  to-day  in  the  shops  were 
far  too  long  for  any  female  to  engage 
in,  and  the  wages  were  far  too  small. 
Before  he  was  ten  years  old  he  went  as 
an  errand-boy,  between  his  school  hours, 
and  at  twelve  years  of  age  he  had  to 
leave  school  and  devote  his  whole  time 
and  attention  to  his  work.  His  hour? 
were  from  seven  in  the  morning  till 
ten  at  night  five  nights  a  week,  and  till 
twelve  on  Saturday.  One  year  after 
that  he  served  behind  the  bar  in  the 
house  of  a  relative.  His  hours  there 
were  from  six  in  the  morning  till  ten 
o'clock  at  night  every  day  and  on  Satur- 
day till  twelve.  How  could  they  expect 
to  educate  people  and  make  good  citizens 
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small  shopkeepers.  In  the  back  streets 
of  our  poorer  districts  there  were 
thousands  of  what  were  called  chandlers' 
shops,  which  found  it  very  difficult  to 
make  both  ends  meet,  but  which  were 
very  useful  to  the  poor.  Then  there  i 
were  the  refreshment  places,  which  he 
supposed  would  include  fried  fish  shops. 
In  East  London,  in  which  great  interest 
was  taken  in  this  Bill,  there  were  a 
great  number  of  fried  fish  shops.  Their 
business  did  not  commence  until  after 
eight  o'clock  at  night — their  work  did 
not  commence  till  then.  He  could  take 
hon.  Members  down  to  East  London 
after  that  hour,  and  show  them  many 
of  these  shops  crowded  with  people 
waiting  to  get  served  with  fish  for  their 
suppers.  These  shops  also  would  be 
hardly  hit  by  this  Bill.  He  would,  in. 
conclusion,  point  out  that  no  Bill  intro- 
duced  in  the  House  was  perfect  in  the 
form  in  which  it  was  first  brought  forward, 
and  that  being  so  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  agree  to  this  Bill  going  to 
a  Committee,  so  that  in  the  Committee 
stage  all  those  defects  that  h&d  beea 
pointed  out  could  be  remedied,  and  a  great 
deal  of  good  done  by  its  passage  into 
law. 


*The  L^^DER-SECRETAR  Yop  STATK 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (BIr. 
Herbert  Samuel,  Yorkshire,  Cleveland): 
The  House  has  heard  many  speeches 
from  hon.  Members  opposite  devoted  not 
merely  to  the  criticism  of  the  details  of 
this  measure,  but  aimed  against  its  veiy 
essence  and  principles.  I  shall  be  very 
much  interested  to  see  whether  thev  will 
carr}'  their  objections  and  resistance  to 
out  of  them  if  they  were  to  work  all  \  the  Bill  as  far  as  the  division  lobby. 
those  hours  \  He  would  like  to  see  an  On  past  occasions  I  have  often  noticed 
Act  of  Parliament  that  would  not  permit  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
a  boy  to  go  to  work  until  he  was  fourteen  .  London  has  not  done  so,  but  that  when 
years  of  age,  but  compelled  his  parents  i  it  came  to  voting  his  courage  ran  oat  of 
to  keep  him  at  school  until  he  i  the  heels  of  his  boots.  I  hope  he  will 
reached  that  age.  He  believed  that  if ,  on  this  occasion  carr}' his  opposition  into 
that  were  done  a  far  better  das."  of  the  lobby  in  order  that  we  may  see 
citizens  would  be  brought  up.  He  j  what  is  reaUy  the  position  of  this  proposal 
admitted  that  the  Bill  attacked  the  !  in  the  House.  That  there  is  need  of  refonn. 
Mr.  Stead imn. 
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will  hardly  be  denied  by  anybody.  Thero 
was  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
in  1901  which  considered  this  matter. 
That  Committee,  of  which  the  late  Lord 
Salisbury  was  a  member,  reported  that 
the  evidence  had  satisfied  them  that 
the  subject  was  one  of  urgent  importance 
and  that — 

**  The  existing  evils    show    no  signs  of  im- 
mediate   improvement.     In    many    cases    the 
hours  during  which  these  shops  are  open  range 
•     ns  high  as  eighty  or  ninety  a  week." 

This  is  not  a  statement  of  a  trade  union 
loader,  but  the  considered  Report  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
fjords — 

*'  In  addition  to  these  hours  some  time  is 
occupied  in  cleaning  up  and  putting  away  the 
goods  not  purchased.  In  many  cases  the  hours 
amoimt  to  fourteen  a  day,  and  it  is  almost 
self-evident  that  such  long  hours  of  work  are 
often  ruinous  to  health,  especially  in  the  case  of 
women." 

There  is  little  reason  to  believe  that  the 
conditions  have  been  ameliorated  to  any 
appreciable    degree    during    the    seven 
years  thajf  have  passed  since  that  Com- 
mittee reported.     But  even  if  these  long 
hours  did  not  involve  a  danger  to  health, 
there  would  be  still  a  case  for  shortening 
them.     The  injury  to  physical  health  is 
not  the  only  evil  that  results  from  these 
long  hours.     People  tied  to  the  counter 
for  so  many  hours  in  the  day  have  no  op- 
portunities for  recreation,  for  self -improve- 
ment, fo:  the  duties  of  citizenship,  or  fo: 
any  of  the  wider  activities  of  life.     This 
Parliament    comes    pledged,  more    than 
any    other    Parliament  of    recent    years 
has  done,  to  carry  out  measures  of  social 
reform,  and    we  who    are    its    Members 
have   all    of    us    told    our    constituents 
that   we  will  do  what  in  us  lies  to  help 
to  increase  the  happiness  of  the  people. 
I     do     not    think    we    can     pass     any 
legislation     which     is     more     consistent 
with   those  pledges  than   the  giving  to 
nearly  a  million  of  our  people  the  in- 
estimable boon  of  larger  leisure,  and  for 
my   part   I    shall  be  most   bitterly  dis- 
VOL.  CLXXXVII.  [FuiUTH  Skiiii^s  j 


appointed  if  this  Parliament  comes  to 
an  end  without  an  effective  measure 
limiting  the  hours  of  labour  in  shops 
being  placed  on  the  Statute-book. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKB:  Limiting 
the  hours  of  labour  in  shops  meets  our 
request,  I  think. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  The  main 
objection  urged  against  this  Bill  has  been 
stated  in  interesting  language  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  the  Member  for  the 
City  of   London,    who   puts   it   on   the 
ground  that  it  interferes  with  the  liberty 
of  the  subject.    I  always  listen  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  with  the  greatest  possible 
attention.     He  told  us  in  an  interesting 
autobiographical  statement  that  he  wac( 
bom  in  the  middle   of  the  nineteenth 
century,    but,    politically    speaking,    he 
belongs,  of  course,  to  the  eighteenth.    As 
I  listened  to  his  address  my  imagination 
clothed   him   with   the   costume   of  the 
period,  with  a  wig  upon  his  head,  and 
I  could  almost  imagine  myself  sitting  in 
the    small  and  crowded  chamber  which 
once   stood   upon   this   site.     The   hon. 
Baronet  is  a  most  interesting  personality 
to  the  archseologists,  and  he  is  infinitely 
precious  as  a  relic,  but  I  do  not  think  he 
is  safe  to  be  taken  as  a  political  guide. 
The  essence  of  the  hon.   Baronet's  objec- 
tion to  this  Bill  is  based  on  the  theory 
that  "a  man  is  entitled  to  do  what  he 
likes  with  his  own  life."     Does  he  imagine 
that  the  shop  assistants  of  our  country 
are  doing  what  they  like  with  their  own 
lives  as  it  is  ?     Does  he  imagine  that 
they  work  eighty  or  ninety  hours  a  week, 
as  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
reported  they    did,    because    they   wish 
to  do  so?     No,    they   work   these   long 
liours   because  they   have   to   obey  the 
conditions   imposed    on    them    by   their 
employers.     The    employers    themselvca 
cannot  wish  that  the  hours  should  be  so 
long  as  they  are ;  often   they  themselves 
are  subject  to  the  same  condition.     Em- 
ployers   and  assistants  worlc  the83   long 
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hours,  not  because  they  desire  to  do  so, 
but   because   they   are   in    the    grip    of 
economic  forces  against  which  they  are 
wholly    powerless    to    cope.      Wli  t    is 
liberty?       I"     is   that   men    should   be 
allowed  to  do   what  they    want  to   do- 
We  assert  that  often  the  law  must  step 
in  precisely  in  order  that  men  should  have 
this    opportunity    of    doing  what    they 
want  and  that  legislation  of  this  character 
gives  more  liberty  than  it  forfeits,  and 
gets   rid    of  far  more    compulsion  than 
it  imposes.     The    late   Grovernment,   by 
the  Act  of  1904,  have  already  endorsed 
this    principle.     It    is    remarkable    that 
whenever  we  come  to  discuss  a  ques  ion, 
whether    licensing    or    shop    hours,    we 
seem  obliged  to  discuss  the  action  of  the 
late    Groveniment     in    1904.     We  claim 
that    in    principle,     although    we    com- 
plain    of     the     inadequacy     of     their 
action,    the    Act    of    1904,   which    pre- 
vents men  from  keeping  open  their  shops 
after  the  hours  fixed  by  the  closing  order 
in  force  in  their  districts,  does  limit  the 
hours  of  labour  of  adult  males  in  their 
busmess,    and    does    fonn    a    real     pre- 
cedent   for    the     legislation     which    is 
proposed  by  this   Bill.     I   would   point 
out  another  consideration  to  the  House, 
that    long    hours    of    labour    in    shops, 
injurious  as  they  are,  hostile  as  we  believe 
them   to  be  really  to  liberty,  are  wholly 
unnecessary  for  any  economic   purpose. 
There  is  no  question  here  of  the  danger  of 
f  )roign    competition.     No    man,  because 
the  shops  in  his  town  are  closed  early, 
will  go  to  F'rance  for  a  tie,  or  to  Germany 
for  a   pair  of  boots,   and    the   question 
of  foreign  competition  does  not  in  any 
degree    afEect    this    question.     There    is 
another  consideration  to  be  borne  in  mind. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  Great  Yarmouth 
has   pointed   out,   these  shop  assistants 
very  frequently  are  in  the  shop  for  long 
hours  bu'"  they  arc   not  actually  work- 
ins;   th^'OJghout.      In    other    words,   the 
business  done  in  the  shop  ran  be  com- 
pressed  into    shorter    hours    and    there 
will  be  in  such  cases  no  loss  of  trade  in 
any  direction.     The  inconvenience  caused 
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to  the  public,  if  the  hours  ate  altered 
with  due  consideration  of  the  public 
needs,  will  be  infinitely  small  compared  to 
the  greatness  of  the  boon  conferred  upon 
those  engaged  in  the  trade.  The  results 
of  the  Act  of  1904,  although  we  may 
put  that  forward  as  a  precedent  on 
the  point  of  principle,  have  been  pro- 
foundly disappointing.  I  was  in  the 
House  at  the  time  and  did  what  I  could 
to  support  that  Bill  and  improve  its 
details,  and  I  expected  some  good  results 
would  follow  from  it,  but  its  effect  has 
been  very  inadequate  indeed.  Take  for 
instance  the  great  trade  of  drapers— 
the  drapers'  shops  are  very  numerous 
throughout  the  whole  country  and  employ 
tens  of  thousands  of  persons.  In  only 
ten  towns  in  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  however,  has  any  draper's 
assistant  got  the  benefit  of  that  Act.  Tab 
the  case  of  the  grocers,  even  more 
numerous:  in  only  three  towns  in  the 
whole  of  this  country  have  the  grocen 
derived  any  benefit  from  that  Act ;  and 
altogether,  apart  from  hairdressers,  who 
appear  to  have  been  somewhat  success- 
ful in  putting  the  Act  into  operation, 
only  thirty-two  Orders  have  been  made 
in  the  whole  of  the  country  under  the 
Act  in  three  years.  For  my  part  if  this 
Bill  goes  to  a  division  I  shall  unhesitat- 
ingly vote  for  the  Second  Reading,  not 
that  that  vote  should  be  taken  as  im- 
plying that  the  Government  necessarily 
favour  the  fifty-one  hours  week  which  may 
ba  proposed  in  the  Bill  or  any  of  the  other 
details  of  this  measure,  but  merely  thit 
the  Government  accept  its  principle. 
We  are  cordially  in  accord  with 
those  who  desire  to  have  some  mow 
ji;eneral  and  effective  regulation  of  labour 
in  shops.  I  do  not  propose  to  sav  a  word 
on  the  details  of  this  Bill ;  it  has  been 
the  subject  of  much  criticism  in  the 
House  to-day,  and  I  think  that  everroM  ' 
of  those  who  have  spoken  in  its  support 
admits  that  it  needs  amendment  in  veiy 
many  details.  And  when  the  Report  ii 
published,  in  a  very  few  days,  of  the  (W 
missioner    whom    the    Home    SecreUiy 
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has  sent  to  Australia  and  New  Zealand 
to  investigate  this  subject  in  addition 
to  the  question  of  home  work,  it  will  be 
found  that  there  are  a  very  considerable 
number  of  other  details,  apart  from  those 
touched  in  this  Bill,  which  will  have  to  be 
dealt  with  if  the  Act  is  to  be  made  success- 
ful and  effective,  and  that  in  scores  of 
points  the  minutest  attention  must  be 
given  to  the  working  out  of  the  principle. 
Still  less  is  this  the  occasion  for  discussng 
the  details  of  the  Grovernment  Bill  of  next 
year.  Whether  the  closing  should  be 
effected  by  the  limiting  of  the  hours  of 
labour  alone,  or  by  fiixng  closing  hours 
alone,  or  by  a  combination  of  the  two,  is  not 
for  the  moment  the  matter  to  be  decided. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  :  It  may  make 
a  difference  in  legard  to  the  second 
division,  but  we  shall  be  forced  to  divide 
against  the  Government  on  the  Bill  going 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
unless  it  is  made  clear  that  there  is  to  be  an 
hours  clause — both  in  the  first  as  well  as  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill.  There  must  be 
some  sort  of  hours  clause. 

*Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  I  do  not 
see  how  the  consideration  of  an  hours 
clause  relates  to  the  question  of  the  Bill 
going  to  a  Grand  Committee  or  not. 
In  the  New  South  Wales  Act,  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  spoke,  I  think 
there  is  no  limitation  of  hours  of  labour. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  :  Yes,  it  is  a 
sixty  hours'  week,  and  a  concurrent  limita- 
tion to  half  an  hour  beyond  the  hours  of 
the  day. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  Thenmy 
observation  falls  to  the  ground,  but  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  at  the 
present  time,  without  having  given  de- 
tailed attention  to  the  method  of  enforce- 
ment, in  a  question  which  affects  very 
large  interests  and  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  persons,  and  which  touches  very  closely 
the  customs  of  the  whole  population— it 
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is  impossible  for  the  Government  now  in 
May,  1908,  to  pledge  themselves  to  what 
I  insist  is  a  detail,  and  a  question  only 
of  the  method  o^  ftnforcing  the  law. 


*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  :  I  am  most 
anxious  to  avoid  a  division  on  this  ques- 
tion if  we  are  all  agreed.  Will  the  Govern- 
ment favourably  consider  their  own 
statements — for  instance,  those  of 
the  present  Prime  Minister  in  the 
debate  in  the  last  Parliament,  where 
the  whole  matter  turned  upon  these  words 
in  the  second  clause  of  the  Resolution. 
The  late  Government  offered  the  first 
half  but  they  rejected  the  second  half 
limiting  the  hours  of  shop  assistants. 

*Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  There  is 
no  intention  of  going  back  in  any  degree 
upon  pledges  which  have  been  given,  and 
the  Government  is  not  opposed  in  any 
degree  in  principle  to  the  limitation  (f 
the  hours  of  labour  as  such,  as  is  shown 
by  the  fact  that  we  have  beforej^the 
House  a  Government  Bill  Umiting  the 
hours  of  labour  in  mines.  We  have 
not  formed  any  hostile  opinion  to  the 
method  proposed  by  the  right  hoj . 
Baronet,  and  will  give  the  most  carefi-l 
and  full  consideration  to  the  arguments 
which  are  advanced  in  favour  of  this  plan. 
To-day  I  can  go  this  far,  that  the  Goverr- 
ment  in  the  next  session  of  Parliament 
will  present  to  the  House  an  effective 
measure  for  securing  a  larger  portion 
of  leisure  for  those  engaged  in  the  indus- 
try of  shops.  With  regard  to  committing 
the  Bill  to  a  Grand  Committee  as  dis- 
tinguished from  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  I  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  good  purpose  would  be 
served  by  committing  this  Bill  to  a 
Standing  Committee  upstairs.  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Helens  opposite  said 
they  desired  it  to  be  advanced  a  further 
stage  beyond  Second  Reading  in  order 
that  a  message  of  hope  might  be  given 
to  the  very  large  number  of  people  who 
are  interested  in  the  passing  of  this  BiU. 
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A  message  of  hope  will  be  giveu  by  passing 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  measure,  and 
to  impose  upon  a  Standing  Committee 
the  burden  of  spending  what  would 
necessarily  be  many  weeks  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  details  of  this  Bill, 
without  any  prospect  of  its  passing  into 
law  this  session,  would,  I  thuik,  be  an 
unwise  procedure  on  the  part  of  this 
House. 


Sir  F.  BANBURY  was  understood 
to  ask  if  the  Bill  was  not  to  pass  into 
law  this  session. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  No  Sir, 
not  at  ay.  We  have  never  under- 
taken that  the  present  Bill  should 
pass  into  law  in  the  present  session, 
and  nothing  has  been  stated  to  that 
effect.  I  would  point  out  that  this  Bill 
cannot  pass  without  Grovernment  facilities, 
supposing  it  were  to  go  upstairs  to  a 
Standing  Committee,  and  that  Com- 
mittee spent  weeks  and  weeks  on  its 
details  and  it  came  back  to  this  House. 
There  is  no  day  either  for  the  Report  stage 
or  for  the  Third  Reading,  and  it  would 
be«dead,  unless  the  Government  gave  it 
facilities,  as  far  as  this  session  is  con- 
cerned. The  House  is  also  aware  that 
in  the  state  of  public  business  at  present, 
with  a  crowded  Order  Paper,  it  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
promise  facilities  for  a  measure  so  ^ide 
in  its  scope,  and  so  intricate  in  its  details, 
as  this.  The  hon.  Member  opposite, 
I  think,  will  hardly  challenge  that  state- 
ment. In  these  circumstances  it  is  clear 
that  under  no  conditions,  no  matter  what 
this  House  decided  to-day  as  to  the 
Bill  going  upstairs,  would  it  reach  the 
Statute-book  this  year.     This  being  so. 


mti  1600 
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the  Prime  Minister  in  the  detail 
management  of  the  Licensing  Bill ;  we 
shall  be  busy  in  carrying  forward  the 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  and  that 
heavy  measure,  the  Children  Bill,  be- 
sides other  Departmental  measures,  and 
it  is  physically  impossible  for  us  to  assist 
the  Committee  in  redrafting  the  Bi'J 
and  seeing  it  through  its  Committee 
stage  this  year.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  ask  the  House,  and  I  ask  it 
with  confidence,  on  the  one  hand  to 
pass  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
as  an  affirmation,  of  its  underlying 
principle,  and  then  to  support  the  Motio  i 
which  I  shall  make  that  it  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  SEDDON:  Is  the  House  to 
understand  that  one  or  both  of  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  are  to  be  part  of  the. 
promised  measure  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.),  who 
was  indistinctly  heard  in  the  Gallery,  was 
understood  to  say :  I  fear  that  a  certain 
amount  of  pressure  has  been  put  upon 
the  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
representing  the  Home  Office  to  give 
pledges  in  order  to  secure  a  certain 
number  of  votes,  and  the  proceedings  of 
this  afternoon  must  have  been  watched 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  im- 
pressed their  minds  with  something  like 
the  feeling  with  which  they  observed 
negotiations  with  a  certain  Cabinet 
3lini.ster  in  North-West  Manchester.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  is  more 
courageous  than  the  Cabinet  Minister, 
for  while  he  encouraged  the  promoteis  of 
this  Bill  by  gixnng  lukewarm  praise  he 


I    ask    the    House   whether   it  is   just  |  gave  it  its  death-blow  in  the  same  breath. 


to  impose  upon  the  Members  of  the ! 
Standing  Committee  and  the  Members  I 
of  the  Government  the  burden  of  carrying  ! 
this  Bill  through  its  Committee  stage  ? 
The  Home  Office,  as  mv  right  hon.  friend  , 
has  said,  is  this  sesf^ion  very  heavily 
Mr.  HfthM  StimnfL 


Therefore  the  right  hon.  Baronet  may 
understand  that  the  Government  through 
their  representatives  here  do  not  intend 
to  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  into  law.  My 
hon.  friend  twitted  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Citv  of  London  and  said 


1601 


i'^hops 


{1  May  1908} 


Bill 


160: 


he  was  a  relic  ot  the  cii^htceiith  century ; 
but  nobody  has  ever  heard  him  speak 
except  in  the  boldest  and  most  courageous 
manner,  and  there  is  no  man  who 
speaks  with  more  conviction  and  presses 
his  arguments  with  greater  force  than 
my  hon.  friend.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  qualities  of  courage  and  con- 
sistency are  wholly  confined  to  the 
eighteenth  century.  I  think  they  have 
only  been  less  conspicuous  of  recent  years 
— say,  for  instance,  since  the  invention  of 
Chinese  slavery.  I  would  like  to  say 
that  in  this  and  many  other  instances  we 
are  entitled  to  hold  strong  opinions.  He 
and  I  differed  as  to  my  duty  to  advocate 
in  this  House  the  Bill  which  is  now  the 
Act  of  Parliament  of  1904,  and  I  can  have 
some  sympathy  with  the  Under-Secretary 
because  he  and  I  both  agree  that  that  Act 
will  do  good  work  in  alleviating  some  of 
the  long  hours  which  were  and  still  are 
required  to  be  worked  bj  shop  assistants, 
but  to  quote  that  Act  as  any  precedent 
for  this  Bill  is  really  a  most  extraordinary 
proceeding.  That  Act  at  any  rate 
recognised  a  Liberal  and  Radical 
principle,  that  of  local  option- 
When  the  Act  of  1 904  is  put  in  force  it 
is  necessary  that  two-thirds  of  the  shops 
affected  should  be  in  favour  of  the  change. 
Under  the  Bill  now  before  us  the  local 
authority  might  issue  an  order  that  shops 
be  closed  before  one  o'clock  in  the  day, 
but  not  fixing  any  definite  hour.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  words  of  the  Act 
of  1904  "not  earlier  than  one  o'clock  " 
are  better,  for  the  local  authority  can 
then  order  that  the  shops  shall  close  not 
earlier  than  one  o'clock  in  the  day.  That 
is  a  very  great  difference.  Whom  does 
this  affect  1  It  affects  not  only  employers  i 
in  largo  shops  but  those  in  small  ' 
shops.  It  affects,  according  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  something  like  a  million  of 
persons.  Before  you  deal  in  this  drastic 
way  with  the  interests  of  nearly  a  million 
of  persons,  the  hard-working  people  of 
this  country,  some  further  inquiry  should 
be  made  into  the  subject.  There  was  a 
Committee   of  Inquiry    in    1901    which 


resulted  in  the  Act  of  1J04.  Tho  hort. 
Member  said  the  Act  of  1904  has  not 
done  all  it  might  have  done  ;  but  it  has 
done  a  very  great  deal.  No  less  than 
140  Orders  have  been  issued  in  the  three 
years  it  has  been  in  force ;  and,  in  tho 
cases  of  large  cities  like  Glasgow,  not  tho 
number,  but  the  importance  of  the  Orders, 
must  be  taken  into  consideration.  I  do 
not  minimise  the  evils  of  long  hours ;  I 
could  not  do  so.  I  feel  myself  that  shops 
are  kept  open  far  longer  than  they  need 
be,  and  that  those  who  are  employed  in 
shops  which  are  unnecessarily  kept  open 
must  suffer.  But  however  you  may  desire 
to  improve  their  condition  you  must  be 
careful  you  do  not  deprive  many  useful 
citizens  of  their  means  of  living.  The 
question  has  been  very  thoroughly  dealt 
with.  The  Home  Secretary  himself  said 
he  thought  the  Bill  required  very  careful 
and  prolonged  consideration ;  and  I  think 
it  would  be  wise  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under-Secretary  before  he  pledges 
himself  to  support  this  Bill,  or  any 
similar  Bill  next  session,  should  pledge 
himself  rather  to  have  a  further  inquiry 
into  the  subject.  Enormous  interests  are 
involved,  and  they  at  least  demand 
some  consideration.  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  of  the  speech  made 
only  two  days  ago  by  the  hon.  Membe  r 
for  North wich  at  a  large  meeting  of  tho 
Liberal  Party.  He  pointed  out  to  those 
around  him  that  the  Liberal  Party  had 
tho  credit,  or  rather  discredit,  of  not  tak- 
ing interest  in  the  trade  of  the  country, 
and  he  said — 

"  Let  uf<  have  a  Hane  interest  in  trade." 
I  would  submit  to  him  that  amongst 
those  who  do  the  largest  bulk  of  the 
trade  of  the  country  are  our  small  shop- 
keeper. The  hon.  Members  for  Sunder- 
land, Finsbury,  Preston,  South  East 
Lancaster,  and  others  who  have  spoken 
to-day  in  this  debate  have  everyone  of 
them  in  a  greater  or  lesser  degree  said 
that  this  proposal  spells  ruin  to  the  small 
shopkeepers.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  am  glad  that  the  Under-Secretary  has 
had  more  courage  than  the  Home  Secre- 
tary,  who  delivered   a  speech  strongly 
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antagonintic  U)  the  details  of  the  Bill,  porters  of  the  Grovemment  than  this  mere 

jx^iriting  out  that  the  whole  of  the  staff  of  support  of  a  title,  and  something  in  the 

factory  inspect^^rs  which  the  Home  Office  air?    The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 

have  at  the  present  time  would  not  be  Crovornment  is  too  full   of   business  in 

sufficient  to  put  this  Bill  in  force  if   it  connection  with  the  various  Bills  they  are 

iKJCame  law.     He  also  pointed  out  how  pledged    to   carry   through,   to   be  able 

in  shofis  they  would  not  be  able  to  em-  to  give  more   time  to  the  Bill   in  the 

ploy   |)er8ons  under    fourteen    years  of  House  and  in  Committee  upstairs;   yet 

age,  and  said  that  in  almost  every  line  they  are  going  to  allow  the  Second  Read- 

of  the   Bill   there   were  glaring  anoma-  ing  of  a  measure  to  every  line  of  which 

lies.     I  oxpecte<l  that  at  the  end  of  his  they  are  opposed.     That  seems  to  me  to 

criticisms  the  Homo  Secretary  was  going  be  a  typical  example  of  the  way  in  which 

to  my  that  the  Oovernment,  having  read  members  of  the  great  Liberal  Party  are 

the  Bill,  recognised  that  while  the  inten-  dragged  through  the  mazes  of  legislation 

tion  might  be  good  yet  the  details  were  in  this  House.      The   right  hon.  Baronet 

jwrfcctly  unworkable,  and  that  therefore  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  is 

ho,  as  responsible  for  legislation  of  this  quite  wide  enough  awake  to  know  that  if 

character  in  this  House,  refused  to  assent  this  Bill  is  not  sent  to  a  Committee  up- 

to  the  Second  Heading.     That  would  have  i  stairs  it  will  be  perfectly  dead,  and  he 

been  the  courageous  and  manly  course  to  will   think,    I  venture    to    say,    that  it 

pursue.     Instead  of  that,  the  hon.  Member  would  have  been  far  more  courageous  on 

opposite  is  left  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  anr)  the  part  of  those  of  whom  he  is  a  follower, 

ho  has  the  unpleasant  duty  of  trying  to  ,  if  they  had  said  straight  out  that  they 


conciliate  the  aupi>ortcrs  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  carrying  out  the  duty  of 
squeh'hing  it.  I  think  the  last  wonls  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  were  that  "almost 
ovory  line  of  the  Bill  would  riMjuiro  to  bo 
anionded  if  it  won*  pnjcoedcd  with."  He 
said — 

•'  Wo  I'juinot  «:ivo  time  to  this  Hill." 

Not  a  single  line  in  the  Bill  does  the 
hon,  (lontloman  support,  yet  he  is  going 
to  vote  fi»r  the  Second  Ke«uling.  Could 
anything  W  more  fraudulent  or  misleading 


would  vote  against  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Slcafoid) 
rose  to  continue  the  debate. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  rose  in  bis 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 


Question  put, 
now  put." 


*'That  the  Question  be 


The  House diWded :— Ayes,  197 ;  Noes, 


ti>  the  oimntry,  the  House,  and  to  sup-    48.     (Division  List  No.  73). 


AYES. 


Ahruh;uu.  NViUi;un  (i  ork.  N.E. 
AUon.  .\.  AvU«uUi.^hristcUureh) 
Ambr\^M>,  RoWrt 
Arn\«tn>n£,  W.  t'.  Uoatou 
As^htiV),  Thorn A»  il«ir 
lUk«»r.  Sir  John  \rorisn\outh) 
IWifour,  RoN»rt  \  l^ncuk) 
Harkor.  John 
RAnu<^.  iJ.  N. 


TVllairst,  (  arlvon 

lVrriilj!t\  T.  H.  IX 

Bet  helKSir  J.  H.(  Esfi^x.Romfrd 

Bramjtdon,  T.  A. 

Branch.  James 

Brusg,  John 

Brunner.J.  F.  L.  ( Uincs..  Leigh) 

Hrunner.RtHn  SirJ.Ti  Cheshire 

Br\%»e,  J.  Annan 

I      ikk  Rt.  Hon.  John 


Bjries,  WiJUam  Pollaid 
Carr-Gomm.  H.  W. 
Cau8ton.Rt.Hn.RichanlK]iigfat 
Cawlev.  Sir  Frederick 
Channinff.  &  Francis  Allttoa 
Cherrv.  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Clelai!cL  J.  W. 
Cloogh.  William 
Collin.<.  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Compton-Rsckett.  Sir  J. 
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SJiops 


Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.H.(Sua8ex,E.Grin8t*d 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cremer,  Sir  William  Randal 

Curran,  Peter  Francis 

Da  vies,  M.  Vaughan-  (Cardigan 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Esslemont,  George  Birnie 

Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Gooch,  George  Pea  body  (Bath) 

Grant,  Corrie 

Grayson,  Albert  Victor 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

GuUand,  John  W. 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  Col.Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,  S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hogan,  Michael 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Hliiigworth,  Percy  H. 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jenkins,  J. 

Jone8,Sir  D.Brynmor  (Swansea 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

J->yce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hud.*on  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

I^aidlaw,  Robert 

I^mb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lamont,  Norman 
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Lehmann,'^R.  C. 

Lever,  A.  Levy(Essex,Harwich 

Lover,  W.  H.  (Cheshire, Wirral) 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,*Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. ' 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.  M.(Falkirk  B^qhs 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeacjh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S. 

MacVeigh,  Charles( Donegal, E.) 

M' Arthur,  Charles 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M'Crae,  George 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Lareu,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.^ 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Markham,  Arthur  Basil 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Meuzies,  Walter 
Middlebrook,  William 
Molteno,  Percy  Alport 
Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Morrell,  Philip 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas^ 
Muldoon,  John 
Myer,  Horatio 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nicholson.Charles  N.(Donca8t'r 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussev,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien,  William  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Grady,  J. 

()'  Kelly  ,James(  Roscommon  ,N . 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Philipps,  Col.  Ivor  (S'thampton 
Philif»ps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central 
Prioe,Robert  Johnr  Norfolk,E. ) 
Priestley, W.E.B.  (Bradford,E.) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Pvaphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Rees,  J.  D. 


JJill. 


1606 


Richardson,  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincohi) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Roberteon,SirG.Scott(Bradfrd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W.  -  ' 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,Sir  C.E.( Manchester) 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Sutherland,  J.  E. 

Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 

Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 

Thomas,  David  Alfred(Merthyr 

Thorne,  Wilham 

Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 

Ure,  Alexander 

Verney,  F.  W. 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Walton,  Joseph 

Ward,  John  (Stoke-upon-Trent) 

W^ard,W.  Dudley(Southampt'n 

Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 

Wa8on,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 

Wason,John  (;!athcart(  Orkney) 

Watt,  Henry  A. 

Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 

Whit«,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 

White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 

Whitehead,  Rowland 

Wiles,  Thomas 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 

Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 

Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — Mr. 
Seddon  and  Mr.  Scott. 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt  Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Baring,  Godfrev  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barrie,  H.  T.  ( Londonderry, N.) 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bull,  Sir  William  Jam^ 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey-         | 


Cecil,  LordR.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E.   I 
Corbett.  T.  L.  (Down.  North)      \ 
Craig,  Charles  Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig.Capt.  James  ( Down,  E. )      ' 
Craik,  Sir  Henry  ' 

Dalrymple,  Viscount  ! 

Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon  ; 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers-  i 
Fell,  Arthur  ! 

Forster,  Henry  William 


Gardner,  Ernest 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfrtnl 
Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lockwood.Rt.Hn.  Lt..Col.A.R. 
Tx)ng,  Rt.Hn.Walter( Dublin,  S. 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lupton,  Arnold 


1007 


Shops 


Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
^lildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Nicholson,  Wm.G.  (Potersfield) 
PeascHerbert  Pike(  Darlington 
Rawlinson,.TohnFrederickPeel 
Ridsdale,  E.  A. 


•COMMONS} 

Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 

Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 

Starkey.  John  R. 

Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester, 

Tiike,  Sir  John  Batty 

Valentia,  Viscount 

Wil8on,A.  Stanley(York,  E.R.) 


Bill. 

Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuar.. 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— Mr. 
H.  H.  Marks  and  Sir  Fraocis 
PowelL 


Question  put  accordingly,  "That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 


The  House  divided  : — Ayea^  190  ;  Noes, 
45.     (Division  List  No.  74). 


AYES. 


Abraham,William  (Cork,  N.  E.) 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch 

Armstrong,  W..  C.  Heaton 

Ashton,  Tliomas  Gair 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth; 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Barker,  John 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Bethell,Sir  J.H  (Essex,  Romf 'ra 

Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Brigg,  John 

Bfunner,J.F.L,(T^nc8.,  I^igh 

Brunner.RtHn.SirJ  T(Cheshire 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Carr-Gomm.  H.  \V. 

Channing.  Sir  Francis  Allstoii 

Cherrv.  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Cleland.  J.  \V. 

Clough,  William 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Compton-Rickett.  Sir  J, 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C  H  (Sussex,  E.Grinst'd 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tj-nemouth) 

(Yemer,  Sir  William  Randal 

Curran,  Peter  Francis 

Davies,M.Vaughan-  (Cardigan) 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dohson.  Thomas  W. 

Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards.  Clement  (Denbich) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

El  wards.  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

E"*slemont,  George  Bimie 

Evans.  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Forens.  T.  R. 

Firench,  Pelcr 

(Jardner.  Ernest 

(^ibb,  .lamt^  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

( Jooch,  George  PcjiIkkIv  ( Bath) 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 

Grant,  Corrie 

Grayson,  Albert  Victor 

(treenwood,  G.  (Petcrlorou  :h^ 

Griffith,  Ellis  .T.  ^ 

(Uilland,  Jolui  W.  . 


Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Herbert,Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,  S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hogan,  Michael 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henr^ 

Horniman.  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Tllingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jenkins,  J. 

Jones,Sir  D.Brynmor  (Swansea 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lamont,  Norman 

lx^hmann.  R.  C. 

I^ver,A.  Lew  (Essex,  Harwich  ' 

T^ver,  W.H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 

liCvy,  Sir  Maurice 

Ix'wis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lvell,  Charles  Henry 

Lvnch,  H.  B. 

.Macdonald,  J.R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald.J.M.  (Falkirk  B'ghs 

Mackarness,  Frederic  C. 

Maonamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MaoVeagh.  Jeremiah  (Dowi..S.) 

MacVeigh. Charles  (Donegal,  E. 

M'Arthur,  Charles 

M'Callum.  John  M. 

M*(^ra«\  George 

MHugh,  Patrick  A, 

MUren.  H.  D.  (Stafford.  W,^ 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Markham.  Arthur  B>?sil 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason.  A.  E.  W.  (Coventr)) 

Meniies,  Walter 


,  Middlebrook,  William 

!  Molteno,  Percy  Alport 
Money,  L.  6.  Chiozza! 

I  Morrell,  Philip 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

j  Mvddoon,  John 

I  Myer,  Horatio 

I  Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

I  Nicholson,Charle8N.(Doiica9t*r 
Nolan,  Joseph 

,  Norton,Capt.Cecil  William 
Nussey.  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (KiUceimy) 
O'Brien,  WilUam  (Cork) 

;  O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  ^.) 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Grady,  J. 

0*Kelly, James  (Ro8common,N 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Waklen) 
Philipp8,Col.  Ivor  (S'thampton 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill,  Ekiward  Hare 
Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Centra') 
Price,Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 
Redmond,  John  K  ( Waterfoid) 
Richardson,  A. 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (lincoln) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robertson.  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdoc 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brratford) 
Salter,  Arthur  CHavell 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann.Sir  C.E.  (Manchester) 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Silcock.  Thoma.H  Ball 
Smeaton.  Donald  Mackenv*e 
Spiier.  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley.  Hn. A.  Lyulph  (Chceh.) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Summerbell.  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  £• 
Taylor.  Theodore  C.  (RsdcMt) 
IVnnant.  H.  J.  (Berwicksliiie) 
Tbomas,DaYid  AIfred(MertiiTr 


^  Shops 

i^illiam 

,  Sir  A.  M. 

cander 

P.  W. 

H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

tephen 

Joseph 

»hn  (Stoke-upon-Trent 

Dudley  (Soathampton 
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Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason.Rt .  Hn.  E(  Clackmannan 
Wason.  JohnCathcart(  Orkney) 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White.  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Wiles,  Thomas 


Bill 
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Wilkie,  Alexander 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (HuU.  W.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tkllbrs  fob  thb  Ati8 — Mr. 
Seddon  and  Mr.  Soott. 


NOES. 


[ood,Rt.Hn.Sir  AI0X.F 
,  Sir  Frederick  Cieorge 
John  S.  Harmood- 
Jodfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
.T.  (Londonderry,  N.) 
Hon.  Gervase 
5.  Stewart 
William  James 
Ur  Frederick 
rd  John  P.  Joicey- 
rdR.  (Marylebone,E.) 
S  Hon.  Thos,  H.  A.  E. 
T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
old 

tries  Curtis  (Antrim,S. 
)tain  Jamee(  Down,E. ) 
r  Henry 


Dairy m  pie.  Viscount 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Fell,  Arthur 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Harrison- Broadiey,  H.  B. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-CoLA.R. 
Long.Rt.Hn.  Walter  (Dublin,S. 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Nichol8on,Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 


Ridsdale,  R  A. 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Talbot,  Lord  R  (Chichester) 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Wilson,A.Stanley  (York,  E.  R.) 
WolflF,  Gustav  WiUielm 
Wortley,  RU  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Tellbbs  fob  thb  Nobs — Mr. 
H.  H.  Marks  and  Sir  Francis 
Powell 


Question   put,  and    a^eed    to. 
i  a  second  time. 

•n  made,  and  Question  put,  "  Tliat 
be  committed  to  a  Committee 


of  the    whole    House."  —  {^fr.    Herbert 
Samuel), 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  139 ;  Noes, 
23.     (Division  List  No.  75). 


AYES. 


Vcland  (Christchurrh 
Robert  (Lanark) 

Sir  Frederick  George 
fodfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

T.  (Londonderry,  N.) 
.  P. 

CJarlyon 
r.  St«wart 
1,  T.  A. 
Fames 
hn 

Annan 

t.  Hon.  John 

illiam  Pollard 

im,  H.  W. 

'iv  Frederick 

•d  R.  (Marylebone,E.) 

It.  Hon.  R.  R. 

r.  W. 

VilHam 

.  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

t«phen  (Lambeth) 

•  Rickett,  Sir  J. 

.G. 

!  H  (Su88ex,E.Grin8t*d 


rbert  J.  (Tjmemouth) 
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Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Curran,  Peter  Francis 

Davies,M.Vaughan-  (Cardigan) 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Duncan.  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Esslemont,  George  Bimie 

Fell,  Arthur 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Gibb,  Jamos  (Harrow) 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Nerval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Men.,  S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

3  N 


Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hudson,  Walter 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Hlingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jones,  I^if  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kekewich,  Sir  Cieorge 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  IL  (Rochester) 

Lamont,  Norman 

Lever, A.  Levy  (Essex,  Harwich 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt..Col.A.R. 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lvnoh,  H.  B. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

MackarnesB,  Frederic  C. 
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Macnaraara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
Mac])her8on,  J.  T. 
Ar Arthur,  Charles 
M'CftUum,  John  M. 
M*(.-nio,  Qeorge 
McLaren.  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
Middlchrook,  William 
Molt4»no,  Percy  Alport 
Morujin,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Morton.  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Myor,  Horatio 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nicholson, Charles  N.(Donca8t*r 
Nicholson,  Wra.  G.  (Potersfield) 
Niissey.  Thomas  Willans 
Pickorsgill,  Edward  Hare 
Powell.  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'^h,  Central)  i 
IVice.Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E.  . 
Raphael.  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Rees,  J.  D. 
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Richardson,  A. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Rowlands,  J. 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland 

Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Seaverns,  J.  H. 

Seddon,  J. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Sutherland,  J.  E. 

Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 

Taylor,  TheodoreC.  (RadcliflFe) 

Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 

Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 


of  the  Ho^fse.  1612 

Valentia,  Viscount 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Walton,  Joseph 
Ward,W  Dudley(Sonthamptoii 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wa8on,Rt.Hn.£  (Clackmamuui 
Wason,  John  Cathoart  (Orkney) 
Watt.  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Jofdah  C. 
White,  Luke  (York,  E,  R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Wiles,  Thomas 

Wilson,A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R. 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellkbs  vob  thb  Atcs — Mr. 
J.  A.  Pfsase  and  Captain 
Norton. 


NOES. 


Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barnes,  G.  N. 
Bigtiold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bull,  Sir  William  Jame9 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Do^-n.  North) 
Oraig.Captain  James(Down,£.) 
CYomer,  Mr  William  Randal 
Dalrymple,  Viscount 
l'>ixou>Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 


Gardner,  Ernest 
Gra^'son,  Albert  Victor 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm« 
MacCaw,  William  J.  Mac€reagh 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Markham,  Arthur  Basil 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 


O'Grady,  J. 

Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Pod 

Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 

Thome,  William 

WolfF,  Gostav  Wflhelm 

Tkllkbs  vob  ths  Noes— Mr. 
Claude  Hay  and  Mr.  Gould- 
ing. 


Bill  committed  to  a  Ck>mmittee  of  the 
whole  House  for  Mondav  next. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUOR  UCEXCES 
lENi,L.\XD  AND  WALES)  (TRANSFERS.) 

AddT\>ss  for  *' Return  relating  to  the 
transfer  of  Licences  for  the  sale  of  In- 
toxicating liquor  to  be  consumed  on  the 
ixr^misos  in  England  and  Wales,  showing 
for  evor\-  licensing  district  the  number  of 
applications  under  Section  4  and  Section 
14  of  The  Alehouses  Act*  IS.S,  granted 
in  n:\sjvct  of  full  or  Alehouse  Licences 
and  of  other  l>n-Licence!S  during  the 
year  ende^i  the  oU:  day  of  December, 
1^^7  :  and*  in  cases  where  the  same 
licenti^*  was  :so  transfenrad  mon^  than 
iMtce  during  that  p^^ric^L  the  numl^r  of 
tsuu^^  any  liciMice  was  a>  transferred." — 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES) 
Sir  WiLUAM  Brampton  Ourdon 
Reported  from  the  Gomniittee  of  Selec- 
tion :  That  ihey  had  diachaigod  the  UA- 
lowing  Members  from  Standing  Com- 
mittee A  (in  respect  of  the  Sammaiy 
Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill) :  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Secrelary  Gladstone,  and 
Mr.  Herbert  Samuel ;  and  had  appointed 
in  substitution  (in  respect  oi  the  Smn- 
mary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill) :  Mr. 
Birrell,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  In- 
land. 

Report  to  lie  apon  the  Table. 


Whereupon  Mr.  Speacke  adjonmed 
the  House  without  Question  pot^  pona- 
ant  to  Standing  Order  Xa  S. 


AiijtMrsed  at  oae 

Five    oTaock  till 
■exu 


Msadij 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 
Monday,  ith  May,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


NEW  WRITS. 
For  burgh  of  Dundee,  in  the  room  of 
Right    hon.    Edmund    Robertson,    K.C. 
(Chiltem   Hundreds).— (Mr.    Whiteley.) 

Stirling  district  of  burghs.  Right  hon. 
Sir  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman,  G.C.B., 
deceased . — (Mr.   Whiteley. ) 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

DIVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMLPIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto 
have  been  complied  with,  viz.  :  Metro- 
politan   Police    Provisional    Order    Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  To-morrow. 

Margate  Corporation  Bill ;  Swinton 
and  Mexbrough  Gas  Bill. — Read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Manchester  Corporation  Bill. — As 
amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

Argentine  North-Eastern  Railway  Bill. 
[Lords]  ;  Cardiff  Railway  Bill  [Lords]  ; 
St.  Marylobone  Borough  Council  (Super- 
annuation) Bill  [Lords] ;  Skegness  Urban 
District  Council  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  a 
second  time,  and  committed. 


PETITIONS. 


CHILDREN  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour  :    From  Govanhill ; 
Lower  Edmonton  ;    Newton  Burgoland  ; 
ind  Wigston  Magna  ;     to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 
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COAL  MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  (No.  2)  BILL 
Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Allerton 
Bywater  ;  Balgonie  ;  Bickerstaffe  ; 
Birchwood  ;  Blackwell  ;  Blairhall, 
Blairadam  ;  Bowhill ;  Buckhaven  ; 
B.  Winning  (two) ;  Chorley  ;  Cilely  ; 
Closyryn  ;  Coaltown  of  Wemyss  ;  Coed 
Ely  ;  Cowdenbeach  ;  Crooke  ;  Cross - 
gates ;  Cymmer ;  Denbeath ;  Dinas 
Isaf ;  Doinbristle ;  Dowlais ;  Dun- 
donald  ;  Dunfermline  ;  Duxbury  Park  ; 
Eccleston  Hall ;  Ellerbeck ;  Emlyn 
Colliery;  Featherstone  Main;  Fordell,; 
Fryston ;  Glenburn ;  Hedge;  Hill  of 
Beath  ;  International  Colliery  ;  Kelty  ; 
Kilburn  ;  Kinglassie  ;  Kingseat ;  Kin- 
ross ;  Kippax ;  Kirkford ;  Lassodie  ; 
Lassodie  Mill ;  Lathom  ;  Lethans  ; 
Llanhilleth  ;  Lochore  ;  Lumphinnans  ; 
Methil ;  Methil  Hill ;  Morton  ;  Mount 
Vernon  ;  Newton  ;  Oakley  ;  Penyfan  ; 
Pilsley  (two) ;  Raith ;  Shirland  ; 
Skelmersdale  ;  South  Kirkby  ;  South 
Wingfield  ;  Standish  ;  Steelend  ;  Swan- 
wick  (two) ;  Tibshelf  (two) ;  Tirydail  ; 
Townhill ;  Trencherbore  ;  Upper  Harts - 
hay ;  Wellsgreen ;  Wellwood ;  and 
West  Wemyss  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Audlem,  in  favour ;    to 
lie    upon    the    Table. 

HOURS  OF   LABOUR  (SURFACEMEN) 
BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  against ;     to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  against :  From  Abingdon  ; 
Appleby  Magna  ;  Armley  ;  Aahford 
(tw  o)  ;  Babcary  ;  Balsall  Heath  ; 
Bethersdcn  ;  Birmingham  (two) ;  Bishop 
Mi<Ulleham  ;  Bolton  ;  Boston  ;  Brayton  ; 
Bridgend  ;  Bub  with  ;  Castle  Eden  ; 
Cawood  ;  Chilham  ;  Cleckheaton  ; 
Compton  Dandon  ;  Cumberland  (West)  ; 
Derby  (four) ;  Derbyshire  (North-East) 
(two) ;  Drax  ;  Faringdon  ;  Farnley  ; 
Ferry  Hill ;  Forest  of  Dean  ;  Great 
Chart ;  Hallamshire  ;  Halesowen  ; 
Hemingbrough ;  Hexham ;  Howden 
(two) ;  Ipswich  ;  Kennington  (Berks)  ; 
Kettering  ;  Kilham  ;  Kingsnorth  ; 
Kippax ;  Langport ;  Langtoft ;  Leeds 
(four) ;     Louth  ;     Lumley  ;     Lydford  ; 
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Manchester  ;  Medway  Division  ;  Metro- 
politan Police  District  of  London  ;  Monk 
Fryston  ;  Monniouth  County  ;  Moray  ; 
North  Bucks  (two) ;  Orton  on  the  Hill ; 
Oswestry  ;  Pocklington  ;  Pontypridd  ; 
Pudsey  ;  Eavenstone  ;  Rotherham  ; 
Rudston  ;  Saffron  Walden  ;  Saxmund- 
ham;  Selby ;  Selly  Oak;  Sheffield 
(three) ;  Shepton  Mallet ;  Shipley  ; 
Skipworth  ;  Small  Heath  ;  Somerton 
(three) ;  Staxton  ;  Street  (Somerset) ; 
Sutton  ;  Thorner  ;  Wantage  ;  Warley  ; 
West  Derbyshire  ;  Wittersham  ;  Wood- 
bridge  ;  and  Woolacombe  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 
Petitions  for  alteration :  From  Acre 
Mill ;  Association  of  Conservative  Clubs  ; 
Bradford  (Yorks)  (five) ;  Coxlodge  ; 
Edmonton  (four) ;  Horeb  ;  Horsmonden  ; 
Newton  Burgoland  ;  and  Pentrefelm  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL 
Petitions  in  favour  :    From  Aberavon 
(two) ;      Aberdeen   (two) ;      Abergwili ; 
Abernethy  ;      Aberporth  ;       Abingdon  ; 
Addingham  ;  Airdrie  ;  Altar  nun  ;  Ashby- 
de-la-Zouche  ;     Ashford  (Kent)  (four)  ; 
Ashwater  ;    AtterclifEe  ;    Audlem  ;    Aws- 
worth  ;      Bacup   (two) ;      Barry  (four)  ; 
Barton  on  Humber  ;     Bedwas  ;     Belper 
(four) ;     Bere  Ferrers  ;     Bcthnal  Green  ; 
Beulah  ;   Birkenhead  (six) ;   Birmingham 
(two) ;       Birstall ;        Black    Torrington 
(two) ;      Blairgowiie   (two) ;      Bodmin  ; 
Bovey   Tracey  ;      Boyne  ;      Brabourne  ; 
Bradford  (three)  ;     Brechin  ;     Bromley  ; 
Broom  Park  ;     Buckhaven  ;      Burnhiim 
on  Crouch ;     Bury  ;     Cairueyhill ;     Car- 
brook    (two)  ;       Cardenden  ;       Cardif!  ; 
Carinich  ;    Carlisle  (fifteen)  ;    Carntyne  ; 
Castellan  ;    Castleton  ;    Chadwell  Heath  ; 
Chatham  (two)  ;    Chepstow  ;    Chernside  ; 
Chinley  ;  Chiswick  ;  Clapham  ;  Coalville 
(two) ;  Coatbridge  ;  Coleford  ;  Col  wick  ; 
Corfe  Castle  ;  Coundon  (two) ;  Crosby  ; 
Oossgates  ;  Cullercoats  ;  Cwm.avon  (two) ; 
Cwmtran  ;    Darlington  ;    Darnall  (two)  ; 
Derby   (two) ;      Devonport ;      Dolphin- 
holme  ;     Dronfield ;      Dulwich ;      Dun- 
barney  ;    Dunfermline  (two) ;    Dunning- 
ton  ;  East  Wemyss  ;   Eastwood  ;   Eccle- 
fechan ;       Eccles    (five) ;       Edinburgh 
(twelve) ;      Edmonton  (six) ;      Egham  ; 
Edmonton  ;  Enderby  ;  Etterby  ;  Exeter 


(two) ;  Fenny  Stratford  ;  Flint ;  Flore; 
Fulham  (two) ;  Gilfach-Goen  ;  Gilling- 
ham  (three)  ;  Glasgow  (five)  ;  Gomersal; 
Goodmayes  ;  Goole  (two) ;  Gourock ; 
Grampound  Boad  ;  Halifax  (four) ; 
Haltwhistle ;  Hartlepool       (seven) ; 

Hastings  (twelve) ;    Hatherleigh  ;    Hay- 
don  Bridge  ;   Heckmondwike  ;   Henllys; 
Hillsbro' ;  Hinckley  (two) ;  Hokwortiv; 
Honicknowle  (two) ;  Horn  church  ;  Hors- 
monden ;     Hulme ;     Ibstock ;     Ilfori ; 
Hsington  ;   Intake  ;   Eelty  ;   Kefmingtou 
(two) ;  Kibworth  Harroiirt ;  -Kilbarcbati ; 
Kilmarnock       (two);       Kingateignton ; 
Kirkpatrick ;        Kirkurd ;        LaleAton; 
Lambeth  (three) ;      Laugley ;      Langky 
Moor  ;   Larne  ;   I^eeds  ;    Lee  Moor^  etc. ; 
Leicester  ;     Leith  (six)  ;     Leslie  (iMO\ ; 
Letchworth  ;  Leyland  ;  l^eyuki ;  lAvn* 
pool ;     Llanelly  ;      Llanfait-Tathai&rn ; 
Llanon  ;        LlanwamJed  i        LoehgsUj ; 
Looe ;      Lothersdale ;      Louth ;     Lomli 
Valley    (two) ;       Lustleigh ;        Lutoa ; 
Lydbrook  ;     Macclesfield  (two) ;     Man- 
chester (two) ;     Manor  Park  ;     Uorket 
Harborough ;       Mawdeeley ;       Hertoo; 
MElnsbridge ;    Mitchell  ;     Mold  ;    Moor- 
side  ;  Moretonhampstead  ;  Mussel  bufgh ; 
Nantwich  ;     Nelson  (two) ;     Newbrii%c 
(two) ;      New   Burgoland ;      NewcMtie 
Emlyn  (two) ;     Newhaven  ;     Newiand; 
Newport    (Mon.) ;       Newport    Pagndl; 
New  Sheldon  ;      Newton   Abbot  (twa) ; 
Newton  Mearns  ;   Neston  ;   Normantoi ; 
Northampton  (three) ;  Nottingham  (fiti); 
Oakengates  ;  Okehampton  (two) ;  Ovki- 
ton  ;     Padstow  ;     Paisley  (ten) ;    Ptfk- 
head ;     Partick ;     Patricroft ;     F^naitk 
(two) ;       Pencader  ;       Pencoed   (two) ; 
Pendlebury ;     Pensnett ;     Peatned^ytli; 
Pilsley ;       Polmadic ;       FoUockahan; 
Ponders  End;  Port  Talbot ;  Porthcftwl; 
Preston  (Lanes.) ;     Primitive  Metliwfiit 
Church  in  England  i^nd  Wales  ;   Qui!«t«: 
Ramsbottom  ;     Raw  dun  ;     Rawnuinl; 
Redwick  ;      Roche  ;      Rochest^^r  (iw*); 
Rothbury ;       Rotherham  j       Ruabden; 
Ruthrieston  ;  St.  Austell ;  8t,  h^Guaid.^: 
Sandbach  ;  Scone  ;  Beveiioaks ;  t:Jh<?ffirtA 
i  Street ;  Somerton  (two)  ;  South  KlAhr ; 
South  Queensferry;  Stanningley  •  St«f»^* 
ford ;     Staveley ;     Stcppa  }     Stockport 
Stratford ;      Street   (four) ;      ButcomW. 
(two) ;    Swallow  ;    Sv  itiAcomlie  ; 
sea  ;      Tamerton  Fo   jtt 
Teignmouth  (two) ;  'j  lOrnhiUt 
Tooting  ,     Totnes  ^      CotteEf 
Wadebridge ,  Wftlk 


^Vttp* 
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Walkley;  Walton;  Warleggan ;  Wel- 
lington (Salop) ;  Willington  (thcee)  ; 
Wimborne  ;  Wincanton  ;  Winton  ; 
Wolsingham  ;  Woodbridge  ;  Woodseats  ; 
Workington  ;  Worksop  ;  Worplesdon  ; 
Yannouth;  and  Yelverton  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

UCENSING  BILL  AND  LIQUOR  TRAFFIC 
(LOCAL  OPTION)  (SCOTlJVND)  BILL, 

Petition  from  Stranraer,  in  £avour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR   TRAFFIC   (LOCAL   OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  against :  From  Coatbridge  ; 
Moiav  and  Nairn  ;  Pollokshaws ;  and 
Yale  of  Leven  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR   TRAFFIC   (LOCAL   OPTION) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Alyth  ; 
Arbroath  ;  Bathgate  ;  Brechin  ;  Eccle- 
fechan  ;  Edinburgh  (four) ;  Glasgow  ; 
Kilbarchan  ;  Newton  Mearns  ;  Paisley 
(five) ;  and  West  Calder ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  BILL. 
Petition  from  Glasgow,  for  alteration, 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBUCHOUSES  (EXCLUSION  OF   CHIL- 
DREN)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour :  From  Border 
District ;  Dairy  ;  and  Edinburgh  ;  to 
lie  upoTi  the  Table.  ' 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY   BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  :  From  Beverley ; 
Croydon  (four)  ;  Hounslow  ;  London 
(four)  ;  Market  Drayton  ,  Norbury 
Nottingham  ;  Selby  ;  South  Norwood 
Thornton  Heath  (two)  ;  Tongham 
Tooting  (two)  ;  and  Upper  Norwood 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  Proceed- 
inga  during  the  month  of  January,  1908 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 


DEATHS  FROM  ALCOHOL  (IRELAND.) 
Return     presented,     relative     thereto 
[ordered   3rd   February  ;      Mr.   Sloan]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBUC  RECORDS. 
Copy  presented,  of  Sixty-ninth  Annual 
Ke^rt  of  the  Deputy  Keeper  of  the 
Public  Records  [by  Command] ;    to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Greneral  Report  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  Southern 
Divisbn  of  Scotland  for  the  year  1907 
[by  (]Jommand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE  AND 
FISHERIES. 

Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Report  of 
Proceedings  under  the  Acts  relating  to 
Sea  Fisheries  for  the  year  1906  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RAILWAY    SERVANTS    (HOURS    OF 

LABOUR).  : 

Copy  presented,  of  Return,  in  pursu- 
ance of  Section  4  of  The  Regulation  of 
Railways  Act,  1889,  of  Railway  Servants 
of  certain  classes  who  were  on  one  or 
more  occasions  during  the  month  of 
January,  1908,  on  duty  on  the  Railways 
of  the  United  Kingdom  for  more  than 
twelve  hours  at  a  time  ;  or  who,  after 
being  on  duty  more  than  twelve  hours, 
were  allowed  to  resume  work  with  less 
than  nine  hours  rest  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

UGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  189C. 
Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Board  of  Trade  up  to 
31st  December,  1907,  and  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Light  Railway  Com- 
missioners up  to  the  same  date  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  133.] 

EAST  INDIA  (ARMY  AND  POPULATION). 
Address  for  "  Return  showing  the 
strength  of  the  Army  in  India,  European 
and  Native,  and  the  extent  of  the  popu- 
lation and  area  under  British  rule  in 
India  at  the  following  periods,  namely 
1866,  1860,  after  the  reductions  efiected 
by  Lord  Lawrence,  1886,  at  the  present 
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time,  and  also  showing  the  recommenda- 
tions as  to  numbers  made  by  different 
Army  Commissions,  and  the  increase  in 
the  garrison  of  Burma  after  the  annexa- 
tion of  Upper  Burma." — {Mr,  Rees.) 
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were  the  terms  of  superannuation  granted 
to  professors  and  officers  of  Marischal 
College,  Aberdeen,  whose  services  were 
not  retained  upon  the  amalgamation  of 
the  college  with  the  University  of  Aber- 
deen. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES 

The  Paciflc  Cable. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis):  To 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  estimated  loss  to 
the  British  taxpayer  of  £62,590  on  the 
Pacific  cable  for  1908-9  is  mainly  due 
to  the  faulty  route  selected  to  the  barren 
rock  called  Fanning  Island  ;  and  whether 
it  is  practicable,  and,  if  so,  will  the 
question  be  considered  in  conjunction 
with  the  Colonial  Governments,  to  under- 
run  and  relay  the  cables  to  the  shipping 
port  of  Honolulu,  where  the  American 
cables  land,  so  as  to  benefit  British 
shipping,  afford  alternative  routes  by 
the  American  cables,  and  gain  a  fresh 
route  to  the  Far  East. 

{Answered  by  Colonel  Seely.)  The  esti- 
mated loss  on  the  Pacific  cable  for  the 
year  1908-9  is  £69,000,  of  which  only 
five-eighteenths,  or  under  £14,000,  will 
fall  on  the  British  taxpayer.  The  rOute 
via*^  Fanning  Island  was  adopted  in 
accordance  with  the  desire  of  the'  Colonial 
Governments  concerned  that  the  route 
should  touch  only  British  territory.  In 
the  absence  of  any  suggestion  from  those 
Governments,  His  Majesty's  Government 
do  not  propose  to  consider  the  question 
of  relaying  the  line  so  as  to  touch  at 
Honolulu. 

Terms  of  Superannuation  to  Professors  of 
Irish  UnlTersities. 
Mr.  RAWLINSON  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  what  are  the  maximum  terms 
of  superannuation  which  can  be  given 
to  professors  of  Queen's  College,  Cork, 
and  Queen's  College,  Galway,  tmder  the 
Irish''  University  Bill ;  what  were  the 
terms  of  superannuation  granted  to  the 
professors  and  officers  of  the  Queen's 
University  in  Ireland  who  were  not 
transferred  to  equivalent  posts  in  the 
Boval  University  of  Ireland  ;    and  what 


(Ansu>ered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse.)  The  maxi- 
mum terms  of  superannuation,  that  is  to 
say,  pension  granted  on  retirement 
through  age  or  infirmity,  which  can  be 
given  to  the  professors  imder  the  Irish 
University  Bill  are  the  same  as  can  be 
given  to  them  now,  viz.,  two-thirds  of 
salary  and  emoluments,  according  to  the 
scale  laid  down  by  Section  2  of  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1859.  The  maxi- 
mum terms  of  compensation,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  superannuation,  are  to 
be  determined  in  each  case  by  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  under  the  BiD, 
subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant? in  Council.  Professors  and 
officers  of  the  Queen's  University  in 
Ireland,  who  were  not  transferred  to 
equivalent  posts  in  the  Royal  University 
of  Ireland,  were  declared  entitled  to 
receive  by  way  of  retiring  pension  the 
full  amount  of  their  salaries  as  officers 
of  the  Queen's  University,  imder  Section 
14  of  The  University  (Ireland)  Education 
Act,  1879.  The  Universities  (Scotland) 
Act,  1858,  under  which  Marischal  College, 
Aberdeen,  was  amalgamated  with  the 
University  of  Aberdeen,  does  not  pre- 
scribe the  amount  of  compensation  t6  be 
granted  to  professors  and  officers  whose 
services  were  not  retained ;  and  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  amount  of  compen* 
sation  awarded. 


BelflEkst  and  Dublin  UniversJties— Senates. 
Mr.  MASSIE  (Wiltshire,  Cricklade): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  inasmuch 
as  a  detailed  classification,  with  creden- 
tials, of  the  persons  proposed  as  the  first 
Senate  of  the  University  to  have  its  seat 
in  Belfast  has  been  published  in  Cd.  4042, 
the  omission  of  a  similar  classification  m 
Cd.  4041  in  respect  of  the  University  to 
have  its  seat  in  Dublin  has  occurred  by 
inadvertence ;  and  whether  he  will  remedy 
this  omission. 

{Answeredby  Mr.  Birrdl)  The  Senate 
of  the  new  University  to  have  its  seat  in 
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Belfast  will  be  constituted  on  a  perman- 
ent basis,  out  of  elements  abeady  in 
existence,  after  the  period  of  five  years 
referred  to  in  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill. 
Though  all  the  members  of  the  first 
Senate  are  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  it  has  been  possible  in  selecting 
the  members  to  keep  in  view  the  exact 
proportion  of  the  classes  into  which 
members  of  the  permanent  governing 
body  will  fall.  Though  the  assignment 
of  some  members  of  the  first  Senate  to 
one  category  xather  than  to  another  is  a 
somewhat  arbitrary  matter,  the  names 
are  shown  in  relation  to  the  permanent 
constitution ;  and  this  will  facilitate  the 
filling  of  casual  vacancies  during  the 
initial  period  in  such  manner  that  the 
Senate  will  work  from  the  beginning  as  if 
it  were  a  representative  body.  But  the 
other  University  is  to  be  of  a  federal 
type,  having  three  constituent  colleges, 
each  of  which  will  in  time  have  its  own 
governing  body  constituted  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  representation.  These  govern- 
ing bodies,  each  containing  representatives 
of  the  Crown,  the  University  Senate, 
the  professors,  the  graduates,  and  the 
local  governing  bodies,  will  send  re- 
presentatives to  the  Senate  when  that 
body  is  constituted  on  its  permanent 
basis.  But  of  the  three  colleges,  one 
does  not  yet  exist  and  the  other  two  will 
not  have  governing  bodies  constituted 
on  a  permanent  basis  until  some  three 
years  after  the  inauguration  of  the  new 
University.  I  did  not  consider  it  practic- 
able to  observe  an  exact  correspondence 
with  the  permanent  constitution  of  the 
Senate  in  choosing  the  members  of  the 
first  nominated  Senate.  For  this  reason 
the  names  are  arranged  in  alphabetical 
order  and  not  in  classes.  As  regards 
the  credentials  of  the  members,  I  know 
that  every  one  is  qualified  to  be  a  member 
of  a  University  Senate,  and  the  great 
majority  have  had  ample  e3q)erience  of 
education  as  teachers  or  administrators. 

Increase  of  Pay  for  Adult  Night 
Messengers. 
Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-Gkneral  whether,  in  view  of 
his  statement  that  all  questions  relating 
to  increase  of  pay  to  adult  night  messen- 
gers had  been  settled,  he  can  e2q)lain 
why  it  has  not  yet  been  put  into  opera- 
tion. 


'^(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton.) 
As  I  stated  on  Uth  March,  the  revision 
is  being  carried  out,  and,  as  regards 
Ireland,  it  is  practically  completed.  It 
has  necessarily  taken  some  time  to  carry 
through. 

PnblicHonse  Valuation. 
Mr.  hicks  beach  (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  December,  1902,  under  reference  H.  J. 
1901,  Fo.  2997-5397,  a  public-house  was 
valued  at  Somerset  House  on  the  follow- 
ing basis,  fourteen  years  at  present  net 
rent  of  £148  per  annum  £1,580,  estimated 
value  of  house  at  end  of  fourteen  years 
£300  per  annum,  twenty-five  years 
purchase  on  £300  £7,500,  value  at  end  of 
fourteen  years  '578  of  such  sum  £4,335, 
making  a  total  of  £5,915,  less  ec  gfcUia 
allowance  of  £215,  value  on  which  duty 
paid  £5,700 ;  whether  the  above  case 
was  in  accordance  with  the  usual  practice 
of  assessment  of  values  of  licences  at 
Somerset  House ;  and  whether,  if  the 
Licensing  Bill  passes  in  its  present  form, 
any  allowance  will  be  made  in  cases 
where  death  duties  have  been  assessed 
on  the  above  lines. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George,)  The 
facts  of  the  cAse  referred  to  are  approxi- 
mately as  stated.  The  value  for  Estate 
Duty  of  licensed  property,  as  of  all  other 
property,  is  the  market  value  at  the 
date  of  death,  and  the  calculations 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
regarded  as  suitable  in  the  particular 
case  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  that 
value.  Valuations  so  arrived  at  in  the 
past  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
The  Finance  Act,  1894,  are  not  subject 
to  subsequent  adjustment  in  the  event 
either  of  a  rise  or  of  a  fall  in  market  value 
occurring  at  a  later  date,  whether  iuch  rise 
or  fall  may  be  due  to  legislation  or  to  other 
cjiuse^,  and  there  is  consequently  no 
ground  for  making  any  such  allowance 
as  is  suggested  in  the  Question  in  respect 
of  transactions  which  are  now  closed. 
As  regards  the  future,  licensed  properties 
passing  at  death  will  continue  to  be 
valued  for  Estate  Duty  on  the  basis 
of  current  market  prices,  and  any  de- 
preciation which  has  taken  or  may  take 
place  in  those  prices  will  be  fully  reflected 
in^the  Estate  Duty  valuations. 
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Coal  Exports. 

Mr.  hicks  BEACH:  To  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  was 
the  total  quantity  of  coal  exported  from 
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the  United  Kingdom  in  1907,includmg  the 
estimated  coal  equivalent  of  coke  and 
patent  fuel. 

{Answered  by  Mr^  Lloyd-George.) 


A  Statement  of  the  Total  Quantity  of  Coal  exported  from  the  United  Kingdom 
in  the  year  1907,  including  the  estimated  Coal  equivalent  of  Coke  and  Patent  Fuel. 


(1.) 


Coal  ex- 
ported. 


Tons. 
63,600,947 


(2) 

Coke 
exported. 


Tons. 
981,418 


(3.) 

Coal  equiva- 
lent of  Coke 
exported.* 


Tons. 
1,635,697 


(4.) 

Patent  fuel 
exported. 


Tons. 
1,480,893 


(6.) 

Coal  con- 

tai&eil  in 

patent  fuel 

exported,  t 


Ton». 
1,332,804 


(6.) 

Coal  shipped 

for  thebunkera 

of  Bteamers 

engaged  in 

Foreign 

trade.  ^ 


Tons. 
18,618,828 


(7.) 

Total  ooal 

shipped. 

Columns  1, 

3,  5  ana, «. 


Toas. 
85,188,276 


*  The  figures  imder  Cohinui  3  have  been   computed  on  the  assumption  that  for  every  60 
tons  of  coke  exported  100  tons  of  coal  were  consumed  in  it^  manufacture. 

t  The  patent  fuel  exported  has  been  assumed  to  contain  90  per  cent,  of  coal,  the  remaining 
10  per  cent,  consisting  mainly  of  pit'Ch. 

t  The  figures  given  under  this  heading  relate  to  the  coal  shipped  on  lioard  British  and  foreign 
passenger  and  cargo  steamers  boiuid  for  foreign  ports. 


The  estimates  as  to  the  coal  equivalent 
of  the  coke  exported  and  as  to  the  coal 
contained  in  patent  fuel  have  been  made 
on  the  basis  adopted  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Coal  Supplies  in  their  Final 
Report  {see  Command  Paper  2353,  page 
27). 

Subsidy  for  Cultivation  of  Beet  Sugar. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  To  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he 
can  now  assist  the  proposals  to  attempt 
the  growth  of  sugar  beet  and  the  manu- 
facture of  sugar  in  this  country  by 
promising  not  to  impose  any  excise 
duty  upon  sugar  which  may  be  prodnced 
here. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  No, 
Sir. 

Convictions  for  Drunkenness  in  England 
and  Wales. 
Sir  henry  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  statements  in  the  Blue-Book 
issued  by  the  Home  Office,  Licensing 
Statistics,  1907  [Cd.  .3951],  that  while  the 
convictions  for  drunkenness  in  England 
and  Wales  for  the  years  1905,  1906,  and 


1907  show  a  steady  decline  in  proportion 
t^  population,  the  convictions  in  the  year 
1907  being  56*  40  per  10,000  persons, 
yet  when  England  is  taken  separated 
from  Wales  the  proportion  is  44*21  per 
10,000  persons  in  English  divisions  « 
against  119*48  vft-^Hj^^^^-county 
boroughs  ;  and  whetherli?Slij*^^ 
reasons  for  this  disproportion,  s^Nl 
Sunday  closing  is  adopted  in  W* 
not  in  England. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  GladstoL 
I  beg  to  answer  this  Question  on  bell 
of  my  right  hon.  friend.  I  am  afra\ 
the  hon.  Member  has  confused  two  sel 
of  calculations  given  in  the  Blue-booJ 
namely,  figures  based  on  the  estimatelL 
population  of  1907  and  those  based  onl 
the  Census  of  1901,  and  he  has  also  placed] 
side  by  side  for  comparison  two  different 
kinds  of  areas,  namely,  English  petty 
sessional  divisions,  which  are  lartrolv 
rural,  and  Welsh  non-county  borough.s, 
which  are  urban  in  character.  It^  \^[ 
however,  true  that  convictions  lor 
drunkenness  in  Wales  are,  oeno^.^Hv 
speaking,  at  a  higher  rate  thsin  those  in 
England.  Thus,  according  to  the  popu- 
lation at  the  last  census,  the  English  con- 
victions  were   60*33   per    10,000,   while 
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the  Welsh  were  65*  15.  Too  much  stress 
must  not  be  laid  upon  the  figures  of 
convictions,  and  there  may  be  many 
explanations  of  any  differences  that  are 
shown  to  exist  between  one  place  and 
another.  But  it  may  be  observed  that 
the  proportion  of  on-licences  to  popu- 
lation is  higher  in  Wales  than  it  is  in  I 
England.  In  Wales  it  is  35*43  per 
10,000,  and  in  England  29-69. 

Pay  of  Indian  Medical  Officers. 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs)  : 
To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  if  he  is  aware  that  since  the 
introduction  of  the  new  scale  of  pay  for 
Indian  medical  service  officers  in  charge 
of  gaols  there  are,  at  any  rate  in  the 
Madras  Presidency,  uncovenanted  offi- 
cers of  long  service  in  charge  of  central 
gaols  who  do  the  same  administrative 
work  as  medical  officers  in  charge  of 
central  gaols,  but  who  have  not  been 
placed  on  the  s^me  scale  of  pay  for  their 
administrative  work ;  and  will  he  con* 
aider  whether  this  difference  should  be 
removed  and  these  officers  be  put  on  the 
same  scale  of  pay  as  medical  officers  in 
administrative  charge  of  gaols,  in  so 
far  as  administrative  and. not  medical 
duties  are  concerned. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Buchanan,)  The* 
recent  improvement  of  the  pay  of 
members  of  the  Indian  medical  service^ 
L[itt  charge  of  gaols  was  part  of  a  general 
r^Hltoprovement  of  the  pay  of  that  service^ 
Produced  with  a  view  to  making  the 
wfvice  more  attractive  and  securing  more' 
ad^i^^i  better  qualified  recuits.  The  same 
n  beirfaaiderations  do  not  apply  in  the  case 
1  «fra*the  officers  referred  to  in  the  Question 
wo  seio  are  not  members  of  the  Indiait 
e-bootfdical  service  and  whoso  rates  of 
iinat«y  are  determined  by  the  conditions  cl 
ised  oAr  own  service.  The  Secretary  ol 
placed(te  does  not,  as  at  present  advised, 
ifferent  Sufficient  reason  to  take  any  actio!* 
petty  ttie  matter,  which  is  primarily  on*- 
lar^lr  khe  consideration  of  the  Government 
roughs,  ndia. 
It    is, 

'^     (f  "■  Date  of  Indian  Budget. 

'^^      .-  Cr.     REES:     To    ask     the     Under 

*^^^  ^"  retary  of  St.atc  for  India  whether  hi 

jhc^^  now  say  on  what  date  the  India i 
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[Answered  by  Mr,  Buchanan.)  It  is 
impossible  at  present  to  fix  a  date  at 
V.  hich  the  Indian  Budget  will  be  taken. 

Evicted  Tenants— Case  of  Mr.  Patrick 
Kidney. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABEAHAM  (Cork 
County,  N.E.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners  have 
considered  the  application  of  Mr.  Patrick 
Kidney,  an  evicted  tenant,  for  reinstate- 
ment  in  his  former  holding  at  Britway, 
( lastlelyons,  on  the  Sherlock  Estate, 
(lounty  Cork;  and  if  the  Commissioners, 
liaving  regard  to  all  the  circumstances  of 
I  the  case,  intend  to  apply  the  compulsory 
powers  they  possess,  or  take  such  other 
action  as  may  be  found  most  expedient 
TO  effect  the  reinstatement  of  the  evicted 
tenant. 

i  {Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The 
Instates  Commissioners  consider  the  ap- 
plicant to  be  a  suitable  person  to  be 
j  provided  with  a  holding  if  one  can  be 
'  found  for  him.,  and  they  have  referred 
the  case  to  their  inspector  with  the  object 
of  prooiiring  a  holding  for  the  purpose,  if 
possible.  The  evicted  farm  is  in  the 
occupation  of  a  yearly  tenant. 

I      Committal  of  Alexander  Jemungs  to 
'  Meath  Industrial  School. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :     To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
boy  named  Alexander  Jennings  was  com- 
mitted to  the  Meath  Industrial  School  at 
Blackrock,  County  Dublin,  on  29th  June, 
1907,  for  the  first  offence,  without  the 
knowledge  of  his  father,  James  A.  Jen- 
nings, of  85,  Island  Street,  Newtownards 
Road,  Belfast ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  has 
'  been  memorialised  by  the  father  for  the 
'  release  of  his  son,  who  is  willing  to  give 
I  ample  security  for  his   future   good  be- 
haviour, he  will  order  his  discharge.      ^^ 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)    The  case 

has  come  before  me  on  several  occasions 

upon  the  petition  of  the  father  for  the 

boy's  release.     The  father  is  stated  to  be 

a  respectable  hard-working  man,  but  he 

!  appears  to  have  been  unable  to  exercise 

I  due  control  over  his  son  who,  according 

\  to  the  evidence,  was  drifting  into  crime. 
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In  the  circumstances  I  am  satisfied  th.it  j  do  the  representations  which  h  ivo  reached 
it  woukl  not  be  in  the  boy's  own  interest    me  indicate  how  the  changes  which  are 

proposed  will  specially  affect  the  members 


to  discharge  him.     He  is  in  a  fair  way  to 
do  well  in  the  industrial  school. 

Proposed  Irish  Universities— Representa- 
tion of  the  Methodist  Church. 

Sir  JOHN  HANDLES  (Cumbeiland, 
Cockermouth)  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
how  many  representatives  of  the  Metho- 
dist Church  will  be  members  of  the 
Senates  of  the  proposed  Universities ; 
and  will  he  secure  that  the  Methodist 
Church  shall  be  adequately  represented 
thereon. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell)  Though  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  fact,  I  am 
informed  that  two  of  the  persons  whom 
it  is  contemplated  to  nominate  to  the 
first  Senate  of  the  University  to  have  its 
seat  in  Belfast  are  members  of  the 
Methodist  Church.  None  of  the  persons 
suggested  for  membership  of  the  first 
Senate  of  the  University  to  have  its  seat 
in  Dublin  are  members  of  that  Church. 
I  think  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will 
secure  that  students  who  belong  to  the 
Methodist  Church  or  to  any  other  Church 
are  eligible  for  all  the  advantages  of  the 
proposed  Universities  and  Colleges,  and 
I  see  no  reason  for  adding  to  the  Senate 
in  the  manner  suggested. 

Sir  JOHN  HANDLES :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Methodist  Church  in 
Ireland  are  of  opinion  that  the  privileges 
which  the  Methodist  Church  has  enjoyed 
in  connection  with  the  Royal  University 
uppear  to  be  curtailed  by  his  Bill ;  and 
will  he  give  consideration  to  their  repre- 
sentations with  a  view  to  removing  what 
they  regard  as  hardship  and  injustice. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  I  have 
received  from  the  Committee  on  public 
questions,  rights,  and  privileges,  of  the 
Methodist  Church  in  Ireland  a  series  of 
resolutions,  one  of  which  represents  that 
the  privileges  which  the  Methodist  Church 
has  enjoyed  in  connection  with  the  Royal 
University  appear  to  be  curtailed  by  the 
Irish  Universities  Bill.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  privileges  enjoyed  by  the  Metho- 
dist Church  in  the^Royal  Unive     )y,  nor 


of  the  Methodist  Church. 

Retirement  of  Sir  Antony  Macdonnell. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Sir  Antony 
Macdonnell  has  resigned  the  office  of 
Under-Secretary ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
is  in  a  position  to  name  his  successor. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU,)  Sir  Antony 
Macdonnell  has  not  resigned  his  office, 
but  some  time  ago  he  communicated  to 
the  Irish  Grovemment  his  desire  to  retire 
after  the  presentation  of  the  Report  of 
Lord  Dudley's  Commission.  The  Report 
has,  I  believe,  been  signed,  and  will  be 
presented  in  a  few  days.  I  have,  how- 
ever, requested  Sir  Aiatony  Macdonnell 
to  defer  his  retirement  for  such  a  time  as 
will  enable  me  to  have  the  great  benefit 
of  his  advice  in  the  consideration  of  this 
Report,  and  he  has  therefore  been  good 
enough  to  agree  to  remain  in  office  until 
the  end  of  July.  It  is  proposed  when  the 
office  becomes  vacant  to  fill  it  by  the 
appointipent  of  Sir  James  Dougherty,  the 
Assistant-Under-Secretary. 

Irish  University  Bill. 
Captain  CRAIG:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  resolution  passed  at  a 
special  meeting  of  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland  at 
Belfast  on  Wednesday,  29th  April,  con- 
demning the  University  Bill ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  that  and  other  in- 
fluential expressions  of  opinion  against 
the  endowment  by  the  State  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  University  in  Dublin  and  a 
Presbyterian  University  in  Belfast,  he 
intends  to  drop  the  measure. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU. )  The  Answer 
to  the  flrst  part  of  the  Question  is  that 
I  have  seen  the  resolution  referred 
to ;  to  the  second  part,  that  I  do  not 
admit  that  the  proposals  before  the 
House  are  accurately  described  in  the 
language  used  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  and  that  I  intend  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill 
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Sligo  Board  of  Guardians— Speech  of  Mr. 
John  Gilmartin. 

Captain  CRAIG:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  speech  delivered  on  Saturday, 
25th  April  last,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Sligo 
Board  of  Guardians,  by  a  Mr.  John 
Gilmartin,  chairman,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  stated  that,  as  long  as  he  lived 
he  would  keep  that  old  shot  until  they 
shot  Captain  Bryan  Cooper,  High  Sheriff 
of  County  Sligo ;  and  what  steps,  if  any, 
he  intends  to  take  to  put  a  stop  to  such 
speeches  at  meetings  of  Nationalist 
county  councils. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  The  words 
set  out  in  the  Question  are  quoted  from 
a  newspaper  report  of  a  speech  stated  to 
have  been  delivered  by  Mr.  Gilmartin, 
but  I  have  no  information  as  to  whether 
the  report  is  correct  or  not.  However 
foolish  and  objectionable  the  language 
quoted  may  be,  it  is  obvious  from  the 
context  that,  if  used,  it  was  not  used  in  a 
literal  sense,  and  that  fact  must,  I  think, 
be  clear  to  anyone  who  reads  the  report. 
The  matter  is  not  worthy  of  notice. 

Attack  on  Mr.  C  G.  Mahon  at  Dysart. 

Captain  CRAIG:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of ! 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Charles  Gabbett  Mahon  was  recently 
shot  at  and  wounded  when  visiting  one 
of  his  farms  at  Dysart,  a  few  miles  from 
Ennis ;  can  he  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation regarding  the  outrage ;  have 
any  arrests  been  made ;  and  is  adequate 
protection  being  afforded  against  future 
attempts  on  his  life. 

{Ansipered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  On  the 
evening  of  26th  April  Mr.  Mahon  was 
fired  at  when  driving  home  from  one 
of  his  farms,  and  was  slightly  injured 
in  the  head  by  two  grains  of  shot.  He 
drove  rapidly  on  and  did  not  see  his 
assailants,  and  ho  is  consequently  unable 
to  assist  the  police  in  their  efforts  to 
discover  them.  No  arrests  have  been 
made.  The  police  will  afford  all  neces- 
sary protection  to  Mr.  Mahon. 

Reinstatement  of  Templemore  Evicted 
Tenants. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  To  ask 
the   Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Templemore  evicted  tenants 
were  led  to  believe  that  they  would  be 
restored  to  their  homes  last  autumn ; 
whether  any  progress  has  since  been  made ; 
and  if  the  Estates  Commissioners  can 
give  any  definite  statement  as  regards 
the  time  of  their  restoration. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  applica- 
tions from  five  evicted  tenants  on  the 
Templemore  estate.  In  two  of  the  cases 
the  Commissioners  are  negotiating  for 
the  purchase  of  the  holdings  with  the 
object  of  reinstating  the  evicted  tenants ; 
in  one  case  the  Commissioners  will 
provide  the  evicted  tenant  with  a  new 
holding  if  one  can  be  found  for  him  ; 
and  in  the  two  remain  trig  cases  the 
Commissioners  have  decided  to  take  no 
action.  The  Commissioners  cannot  name 
a  definite  date  when  the  outstanding 
cases  will  be  disposed  of. 

Irish  Evicted  Tenants— Oase  of  John 
Keating  on  the  Ely  Estate. 

Mr.  FFRENCH:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  John 
Keating  was  evicted  by  a  middleman 
named  Gahan,  who  is  a  purchasing 
tenant  on  the  Ely  estate ;  whether 
Gahan  bought  his  own  holding  at  twenty- 
seven  years  purchase  and  would  not 
sell  to  Keating  at  the  same  price ;  and 
if  the  Estates  Commissioners  will  see 
that  this  man's  little  holding  is  restored 
to  him. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  ap- 
plicant held  as  a  sub-tenant,  and  his  case 
therefore  does  not  come  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Acts  relating  to  the  re- 
instatement of  evicted  tenants.  The 
Estates  Commissioners  have  no  power 
to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

Cattle-driving— Speech  by  Mr.  J. 
Keaveney  at  Tulsk. 

Captain  CRAIG:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  speech  delivered  on  Sunday, 
19th  April  last,  at  a  public  meeting  in 
Tulsk,  County  Roscommon,  by  a  Mr. 
J.  Keaveney,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
recommended  the  people  to  keep  up  the 
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fight  wherever  there  was  a  grazier  or  [ 
rancher,  let  them  make  the  place  a  small ' 
little  hell  for  him,  let  the  young  men  i 
show  fight  and  they  would  make  it  hot  i 
fpr  England ;  whether  Keaveney  is  a  , 
Justice  of  the  Peace  ;  and,  if  so,  has 
the  attention  of  the  TiOrd  Chancellor  of  , 
Ireland  been  -called  to  this  incitement  i 
to  cattle-driving ;  and  what  action,  if ' 
any,  the  Law  Officers  have  taken. 

{^Answered  hy  Mr,  BirrelL)  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  newspaper 
report  of  a  speech  said  to  have  been 
delivered  by  Mr.  Keaveney  to  the  effect 
stated  in  the  Question.  Mr.  Keaveney 
is  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  ex  officio.  The 
matter  has  been  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  is  under  his 
consideration.  No  other  action  has  been 
taken  in  the  ca«»e. 

Intimidation  of  Mr.  Robert  Boyle. 
Mr.  LONSDALE  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-LIeutenanfc  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Robert 
Boyle  to  an  inspector  of  the  Local  Gov- 
ernment Board,  at  an  inquiry  under  the 
Labourers  Art,  at  Cashol,  on  l8th  April, 
that  he  had  been  boycotted  for  the  last 
fourteen  years,  that  his  cattle  had  been 
maimed  and  poisoned,  a  house  on  his 
farm  was  burned,  and  he  was  refused 
supplies  by  the  local  shop-keepers,  while 
he  had  received  a  letter  telling  him  that 
he  would  be  shot ;  and  whether  this  man 
is  under  police  protection. 

(Answered  h>i  Mr.  BirrelL)  I  am  in-  1 
formed  that,  at  the  inquiry  referred  to, 
Mr.  Boyle  made  a  statement  to  the  effect 
mentioned  in  the  Question.  It  is  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Boyle  was  boycotted  and 
in  receipt  of  police  protection  for  a 
number  of  years,  but  he  is  not  now  under 
protection,  and  the  police  have  no  know- 
ledge of  any  recent  act  of  boycotting 
or  intimidation  against  him. 

Recommendations  of  Belfast  Health 
Commission. 

Mr.  J.  DEVIJN  (Belfast,  W.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Tiord-Iicutenant 
of  Ireland  what  steps,  if  any,  arc  being 
taken  to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Belfast  Health  r"— «        yu. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  Re- 
port of  the  Commission,  which  reached 
the  Local  Grovernment  Board  on  lOtli 
April,  is  receiving  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  the  Board,  who  have  forwarded 
copies  to  the  Belfast  Corporation  with  a 
request  that  a  special  meeting  of  the 
Corporation  should  be  summoned  to 
consider  it. 

Erection  of  Labonrers  Oottages. 
Mr.  J.  DEVLIN :  To  ask  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
labourers  cottages  applied  for  and  erected 
under  the  Labourers  Acts  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Divisions  of  North  Antrim, 
Mid  Antrim,  East  Antrim,  North  Armagh, 
Mid  Armagh,  North  Down,  West  Down, 
East  Down,  North  Fermanagh,  North 
Derry,  and  South  Derry. 

(Avswered  hy  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  par- 
ticulrrs  asked  for  in  the  Question  are  not 
available  by  parliamentary  divisions,  but 
th(?  Returns  which  district  councils  are 
now  furnishing  in  pursuance  of  Sec.  30 
of  The  Labourers  Act,  1906,  will  show 
the  required  information  up  to  3l8t 
March  last  by  rural  districts,  and  as  soon 
as  these  Returns  are  completed  the  in- 
formation relating  to  any  particular 
rural  districts  can  be  supplied  to  tiie 
hon.  Member,  if  that  will  meet  his 
wishes. 

Funeral  of  Second  Oorporal  0-  H* 
Dillon,  Boyal  Engineers. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham)  :   To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War    whether    Second-Corporal    C.    H. 
Dillon,   Royal   Engineers,  who  was  en- 
gaged   on    the    Government    Ordnance 
Survey,   and   who   died,   whilst   so  em- 
ployed, on  23rd  February,  of  malarial 
,  fever    previously    contracted    on    active 
;  service,  was  buried  at  Botley,  Hants,  on 
i  2r)th  February  without  military  honours ; 
,  and  whether  application  was  made  by 
the  friends  of  the  deceased  to  the  military 
authorities,     who    refused    to     provide 
military  honours  on  the  score  of  expense, 
and  who  declined  even  to  send  a  gun- 
carriage   from .  Netley,   only   four   miles 
away,  on  the  ground  that  the  distance 
was  too  great. 

(Anstvered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
The    General    Officer    C-ommanding    in 
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Chief,  Southern  Command,  has  been  re- 
quested to  forward  a  Report  on  this 
matter. 

Archbishopric  of  OyproB  —  Delay  in 
making  Appointment. 

Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  able  to  give  any 
information  as  to  the  causes  of  the  delay 
in  electing  a  prelate  to  fill  the  vacant 
Archbishopric  of  Cyprus ;  and  whether 
His  Majesty's  Government  are  able  to 
report  the  results  of  the  friendly  inter- 
vention of  the  High  C/ommissioner  of 
Cyprus,  with  a  view  of  terminating  the 
interregnum  which  has  already  existed 
for  eight  years  in  connection  with  the 
vacant  see. 

(A nswered  hy  Colonel  Seely .)  The  delay 
in  electing  an  Archbishop  of  Cyprus  has 
been  caused  by  the  inability  of  the  Holy 
Synod,  with  which  the  arrangements  for 
the  election  have  usually  rested,  to  agree 
upon  the  method  of  procedure.  It  has 
been  the  object  of  the  High  Commissioner, 
under  the  instructions  of  His  Majesty's 
Government,  to  abstain  as  far  as  possible 
from  intervention  in  this  ecclesiastical 
dispute ;  but,  in  order  to  bring  to  an 
end  a  condition  of  things  which  is  fraught 
with  danger  to  the  good  order  and  pros- 
perity of  the  island,  it  has  been  decided 
that  the  Government  of  Cyprus  should 
give  its  support  to  a  Bill  which  is  being 
prepared  by  the  Greek  elected  members 
of  the  legislative  council  providing  for  the 
election  of  an  archbishop  in  accordance 
with  the  ancient  customs  of  the  Church 
of  Cjrprus. 

Compulsory  Acgnisition  of  Grown  Lands 
f6r  ftnall  Holdin^^ 

Lord  WILLOUGHBY  DE  ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) :  To  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  if 
Crown  Lands,  or  lands  belonging  to  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  can  be  acquired 
compulsorily  by  county  councils  for 
small  holdings. 

{Answered  hy  Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 
The  compulsory  provisions  of  the  Small 
Holdings  and  Allotments  Act  are  not 
applicable  to  lands  belonging  to  the 
Crown  and  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 


Duty  on  Lumber  shipped  from  United 
States  to  Prance. 

Mr.  holt  (Northumberland,  Hex- 
ham) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  lumber  shipped  from 
the  Unit-ed  States  to  France  is  liable  to 
an  extra  duty  in  France  if  trans-shipped 
in  Hong  Kong  or  any  other  British 
Colony ;  and  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  present  friendly  relations  between  this 
country  and  France,  the  Government 
will  make  representations  to  the  French 
Government,  with  a  view  to  procuring  the 
removal  of  a  tax  which  is  injurious  to  the 
transit  trade  of  our  Colonies. 

(Ansivered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edtoard 
Grey,)  Lumber  shipped  from  the  United 
States  to  France  is  dutiable  at  the  rates 
provided  in  the  French  minimum  tariff 
if  imported  either  directly  or  via  r. 
country  which  itself  enjoys  the  minimum 
tariff.  In  other  cases  it  is  subject  to  the 
full  general  tariff  rates.  Neither  Hong 
Kong  nor  any  other  British  Colony  is 
entitled  to  the  application  of  the  French 
minimum  tariff  as  a  w^hole.  His 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  properly 
suggest  to  the  French  Government  that 
they  should  accord  to  United  States  pro- 
ducts privileges  in  excess  of  those  actually 
accorded  in  virtue  of  existing  conventions 
between  the  United  States  and  France. 

Imports  of  Acetone. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  can 
state,  for  the  last  two  years  for  which 
the  statistic!^  are  available,  the  number  oi 
tons  of  acetone  imported  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  together  with  the  chief  coun- 
tries of  origin% 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Kearley.)  No  separ- 
ate record  is  kept  of  the  imports  of 
acetone  into  this  country,  and  no  statis- 
tics are  therefore  available. 

Postal  Deliveries  at  Limavady. 
Mr.  BARRIE  (Londonderry,  N.)  : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  is  only  one  daily 
delivery  of  mails  to  houses  situate 
within  Ij  mile  from  the  Post  Office  at 
Limavady,  a  town  of  some  2,800  in- 
habitants ;  whether  there  are  several 
houses  and  premises,  each  of  over  £100 
annual  valuation,  on  the  road  leading 
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U*/in  l.iiijavaiiv  to  I>ijiij?iv«fii  within  ]\  -  was  th**  ariiouiit  uf  relief  per  week  given 
miU'  in/iu  il<<'  I'iffi  (PiVin*.  and  ^^h^^:^*  for  t^m-h  r-hild :  whether  the  ground  of 
</<<  Mf/aiitti  |i;iv«M'ofi'^id<'ral/)<f  l/ti'^ifKf^H  and  th'f  auditor's  decision  was  that  there 
lfi*itiiHii%\  i'i,rn'ttitifUt\*'U'4* ;  wh^h^T  h'?  i-*  witp  three  sons  of  the  widow  living  in 
avkriiK'  lh;tt  lUi*  Kti^lihli  and  .S'otfiKliniailK  thff  house  who,  in  the  auditor^s  opinion, 
un^  nol.  tMlwinui  at  HU^h  nfKid<?fK'<*H  until  i  could  afford  to  keep  the  children  ;  what 
twi'nly  two  lufUTH  aftirr  ihivr  n'ri-ipt  in  were  the  earnings  of  the  80n«,  and  were 
Liniavady;    and    wli<ft.hi?r  Kti-jm  will   b*? ,  they  alwa^-s  in  work  ;    whether  the  sons 


t.ali^n  to  providie  a  w*cond  daily  d^^livery 
within  hiii'h  a  radiuM,  tnu'iuii,  thut  in  the 
<'oHnly  Kildant  tlu?n?  is  a  Hf^coud  daily 
d^^li vitry  to  Iiouh<?h  two  inil^s  beyond  the 
uimn*Hi  village  of  only  HiH)  inhabitautH. 

(AiiHivvml  hfi  Ml.  Sifdni'ii  liuxUm.)  1 
will  kavii  in(|iiiry  made  on  the  Hubjoct, 
and  will  Hond  the  Imn.  Member  a  reply. 

Local  Stamping  Office  for  Norwich. 

Mi(.  TILLKTT(N<»rwirli):  To  ank  the 
SiMTrtury  to  tin*  TrruKury  whether  lie  is 
iiwiin^  tliut  lui  H|»|>li('ati(>n  from  the 
Nnilnjk  und  Norvsirli  Law  Snt-ioty  for 
the  ohtubliHhntent  of  a  local  stumping 
olllce  liuH  been  refused  ;  and  will  he  ex- 
plain why  tin*  fjieilities  already  jirauted 
to  towns  of  the  size  of  Perby  and  York 
eannot  be  extendeil  to  the  eity  of  Nor- 
wieli,  whose  pop\ilation  exeeeds  rJO,(HH). 


were  liable  by  statute  to  maintain  their 
brothers,  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  made  any  order 
altering  or  extending  43  Eliz.  so  as  to 
make  persons  of  sufficient  ability  liable 
to  keep  their  brothers  and  sisteis; 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
considered  that  the  three  elder  brothers 
had  a  living  wage  left  after  keeping 
their  younger  brothers  as  well  as  their 
mother ;  and  what  sum  did  the  auditor 
reckon  as  sufficient  for  food  and  clothing 
of  each  child. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums.)  I  am 
aware  of  the  case  referred  to.  The 
woman  is  stated  to  have  been  house- 
keeper for  her  sons,  five  of  whom  Uved 
at  home.  They  earned  £2  10s.  a  week 
and  contributed  26s.  a  week  towards 
the  household  expenses,  besides  paying 
Three  of  tiem 


the  rent  of  the  house. 
(.Iiwwvin/    ^//    Mr.    IiMoUitt\)    The  j  also   assisted  in  providing  clothing  for 


}i,Vi^\X  b\ilk  id  the  iloiumeuts  tieut  up  from 
Norwieh  for  stamping  consists  of  large 


the  mother  and  two  of  the  yomiger  sons. 
The  amount  of  the  relief  given  was  Ss. 


batches  of  forn\s  to  bo  inipn^sstnl  with  the  a  week.  The  auditor  stated  as  his 
d\ily  of  Id.  Staiupiug  of  this  kind  re-  i  reasons  for  his  decision :  (1)  That  there 
^^\u^t^s  the  installation  of  innver  machinery  ;  ^vas  no  evidence  of  destitution  laid  before 
on  a  laiije  scaK\  ami  the  prvnision  of  the  the  guaniians  at  the  time  the  said  lelici 
\M\linary  stamping  nuuhimvi  in  use  at  was  ordered  to  be  given,  and,  as  a  fact, 
pi\»\i»uiiJ  otVuov^  wvmld  not  enable  it  to  the  said  pauper  was  not  in  a  drntitnte 
bo  vloiio  looally.  The  onlinary  stAmping  condition  at  that  time  or  during  the 
woik  iU  Nv»n\uh  IS  m»t  jiutHoieut  to  currency  of  the  order  and  was  not  there- 
fore a  proper  subject  for  the  receipt  of 
outdK>r  relief;  (^)  tbit  tbexe  is  no 
authority  in  law  for  admimstering  the 
^^id  relief  or  charging  the  amoont  of 
the  sime  iu  the  accounts  of  the  relieving 
ot&i.-er.  The  eaniings  of  the  three  elder 
of  the  soa2»  livinj;  at  home  aoMmnted  to 


jUNtitx  the  o\tou>iou  to  that  city  of  the 
UiviiUiOvN  ^i.miovl  lo  I  ho  v>tKor  plaooi>  ro- 
Ivuvd  to  l\N  I  ho  Uoiu  Momlvr. 

9tow  Uuioa   Sarv^Mi^  for  Outdoor 

stvK'k) :       IV  *sk   the    IVtudenc   of  the  4 1 5k  a  week  when  they  were  in  foil  em- 

l.i.K-al    k«o\oi*iituM>t     BoiiLtrd    whether    he  ploy,   but  it   ij»  stated  th^t  their  work 

i>  ;iN^ur\'  that  a  l.vval  i.<o\ornmetic  Boiird  i;^  not  constant:     they  lose  on  wet  and 

auvliivu"   i\voiitl>    siuv(iar5;^^.l  a   reiieving  ^hort   day^     The   wd*  were   not   fiabfe 

oihvot  \>l  I  ho  L^uaivl  a:!>  v.»i  >row    l"uiou  to  maintain  their  brother*,  and  n*>  order 

in  iv<>tKvt  ol  ivlioi  :ii\on  b\  v.>nU.»r  ot  the  of    the    Local    Lfovemmenc    Bmud    has 

Sto^^  Boiiivl  lo  a  \^iao\%  ^^'-cli  two  childreu.  been  made  of  the  kind  referred  tw  in  the 

a^i^l  ion   xmvI  oijihi,  dofvnilrnr   on  her:  ^^le^iou.     The  auditor  'iid  aofe  exppsos 

uill  ho  :>a>   \khat  h(u^  ilio  to  Lai  .iicouie  any  opinion  ad^  to  what  :Hini  wa»  mfi* 

\^L  chc  ^tdow   aud  «.  ;  whAfi  cient  &ir  the  fiimd  and  clu€hiii{(  o£  «Hck 
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child.  He  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  case  was  not  one  of  destitution 
requiring  relief  out  of  the  poor  rate,  and 
the  Board  concurred  in  this  view. 

Unfonded  Debt. 
Mr.  ASHTON  (Bedfordshire,  Luton) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  is  the  present  amount  of  ^the  Un- 
funded Debt ;  of  what  issues  does  it 
consist  and  what  Exchequer  bonds  are 
now  current  issued  for  capital  expendi- 
ture and  classed  among  other  capital 
liabilities;  and  what  was  the  amount 
of  the  like  issues  at  the  same  time  last 
year. 

{Ansipered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  I 
must  ask  my  hon.  friend  to  postpone  his 
Question  until  after  the  introduction  of 
the  Budget. 

Case  of  Mr.  C  W.  Allan,  Indian  Forest 
Service. 
Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central)  : 
To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of  State's 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  Me- 
morial addressed  to  him  of  Mr.  C.  W. 
Allan,  an  extra  Deputy  Conservator  of 
Forests  in  the  Burma  provincial  service ; 
whether  Mr.  Allan,  after  passing  through 
the  college  at  Dehra  Dun  joined  the 
Indian  forest  service  on  1st  February, 
1887,  at  a  time  when  it  was  provided 
by  Section  21  of  the  then  Forest  De- 
partment Code  that  after  five  years 
approved  service  as  Sub-assistant  Con- 
servator of  Forests  he  would  be  drafted 
into  the  upper  controlling  staff  ;  whether, 
in  18dl,  the  Government  issued  a  new 
Forest  Department  Reorganisation 
Scheme  debarring  all  officers  thence- 
forward appointed  in  India  from  pro- 
motion to  the  upper  controlling  staff, 
and  whether,  having  done  four  years 
of  admitt/edly  approved  service,  the  new 
scheme  was  l)y  ex  post  facto  ruling  arbi- 
trarily applied  to  Mr.  Allan's  case ; 
whether  recently  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  has  sanctioned  the  transfer 
of  Mr.  Shrish  Chandra  Chakrabatti  from 
the  provincial  to  the  Imperial  engineer- 
*ing  service  on  the  ground  that,  as  he  had 
actually  entered  the  Sibpur  Engineering 
College  before  the  issue  of  the  order? 
closing  the  Imperial  service  to  students 
of  Indian  Engineering  Colleges,  he  had 


an  equitable  right  to  an  appointment  in 
the  Imperial  service';  on  what  ground, 
in  an  analogous  case,  Mr.  Allan  has  been 
refused  similarly  equitable  treatment ; 
and  whether  the  Grovemment  of  India 
will  be  directed  to  remedy  the  injustice 
from  which]Mr.  Allan  is  suffering. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Btuihanan,)  The 
memorial  in  question  has  not  yet  reached 
me  from  the  Grovernment  of  India, 
through  whom  under  rule  it  has  to  be 
submitted,  and  consequently,  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  express  any  opinion  on 
the  merits  of  the  question.  I  assume 
that  the  memorial  will  shortly  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE, 

Naval  Accidents. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  (Hampshire,  Fare- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  is  anticipated 
that  any  of  the  three  war  vessels 
recently  lost,  viz.,  H.M.S.  "Gladiator,'* 
H.M.S.  "Tiger,"  and  H.M.S.  "Gala,"  can 
be  salved  and  restored  to  a  condition  of 
fighting  efficiency ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps 
will  be  taken  by  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  replace  these  vessels  and  to 
maintain  unimpaired  the  fighting  strength 
j  of  the  Navy. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the 
ADMIRALTY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire,  N.)  :  Salvage  operations  on 
H.M.S.  "Gladiator"  are  being  carried 
out;  but  no  opinion  can  yet  be  formed 
as  to  her  ultimate  condition.  It  is  not 
proposed  to  attempt  to  salve  either  H.M. 
ships  "Tiger"  or  "  Gala."  While  our 
ship  construction  is  not  on  so  narrow  a 
margin  as  to  render  any  immediate  action 
imperative,  yet  in  view  of  an  exceptional 
opportunity  for  replacement  on  most 
advantageous  terms  having  presented 
itself,  the  Board  are  now  considering  the 
question. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE:  Mav  I  ask 
whether,  in  view  of  the  officially  recog- 
nised deficiency  in  modern  torpedo 
destroyers,  the  Government  will  increase 
the  present  year's  programme  of  those 
vessels  from  sixteen  to  eighteen,  in  order 
that  the  minimum  provision  considered 
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necessary    before    these    disasters    took 
place  may  not  be  reduced  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  question  is 
obviously  one  for  discussion  in  debate  on 
the  Estimates. 

Submarine  Boats- -Safety  Arrangements. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  Admiralty  has  recently  adopted  the 
Siebe-Gorman  apparatus  for  enabling  the 
crews  of  foundered  submarine  boats  to 
escape  to  the  surface ;  if  so,  whether  steps 
are  being  taken  to  supply  this  device  as 
rapidly  as  possible  to  the  crews  of  all 
submarine  boats  now  in  the  service ;  and 
how  many  sets  of  this  apparatus  have 
already  been  issued  and  how  many  are 
to  be  supplied  during  the  current  financial 
year. 

Mr.  MgKENNA:  Various  safety 
arrangements  are  being  tested  and  the 
most  suitable  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE :  May  I  ask  if 
it  is  the  case  that  in  the  original  contracts 
for  Class  C  submarines  now  being  built 
this  provision  has  been  ordered  as  part 
of  the  contract  1  Is  any  provision  being 
made  for  the  forty-five  boats  with  crews  | 
of  500  men  already  in  the  service  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  asked  for  notice  of 
the  Question. 

The  Navy. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER  -  GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  steps 
are  being  taken  to  replace  the  ships 
recently  lost  iii  His  Majesty's  Navy. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  must  refer  the 
hoii.  Member  to  the  reply  I  have  just 
given  to  the  hoii.  Member  for  Fareham. 

Transport  for  War  Times.  * 
Mr.  holt  (Nor.humberl md,  Hex- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether,  in  order  to  protect 
the  national  exchequer  against  having  to 
pay  extortionate  sums  for  transports,  as 
was  the  case  during  the  late  war  in  South 
Africa,  he  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
acquiring  powers  for  the  compulsory 
hiring  of  merchant  ships  during  war  time 
at  a  price  to  be  fixed  subsequently  by 
arbitration. 


Mr.  McKENNA :  The  present  system 
of  competition  and  negotiation  is  prefer- 
able from  an  executive  point  of  view,  and 
it  is  doubtful  whether  any  economy  would 
result  from  such  a  change  as  that  sug- 
gested. In  view  of  the  large  amount  of 
tonnage  required  about  the  same  time, 
and  1^6  urgency  of  the  servioe,  the 
Admiralty  cannot  agree  that  the  sums 
paid  were  extortionate* 

Torpedo  Dostroyem. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (aapham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
when  the  sixteen  new  torpedo  desteoyers 
promised  in  this  year's  Naval  ProgramBOfi 
will  be  completed  ;  and  how  many 
destroyers  of  eleven  years  of  age  will  be 
possessed  by  Germany  and  Great  Britain, 
respectively,  at  the  date  of  these  British 
vessels  being  commissioned. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Under  normal  con- 
ditions the  sixteen  new  destroyers  will  be 
completed  about  July,  1910.  I  am  un- 
aware what  importance  the  hon.  Member 
attaches  to  the  period  of  eleven  years, 
but  the  Board  of  Admiralty  know  of  no 
circumstances  which  would  make  this  ao 
appropriate  period  for  purposes  of  com' 
parison,  and  we  consider  it  inexpedient 
to  submit  any  figures  which  would  imply 
an  official  endorsement  of  such  an  age 
period. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  Is  not  the 
depreciation  put  in  the  official  Estimates 
at  five  per  cent,  for  eleven  years  1 

Mr.  McKENNA :  No,  Sir.  The  figures 
he  refers  to  are  in  reference  to  torpedo 
boats.  The  destroyers  are  not  included 
under  that  head.  They  come  under  the 
gunboats  heading. 

Protection  of  Scottish  Fisheries. 
Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland) :  On  behalf 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ross  and  Cro- 
marty, I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  tie 
Admiralty,  in  view  of  the  inability  of  the 
cruisers  at  the  command  of  the  Fishery 
Board  fur  Scotland  efficiently  to  protect 
the  interests  of  line  fishermen  around  the 
coast  of  Scotland  against  the  depredations 
of  illegal  trawling,  will  ho  consider  the 
expediency  of  detailing  one  or  more 
additional  Admiralty  cruisers  for  sea- 
police  duties  in  the  Moray  Firth  and  off 
the  North'West  Coast  of  Scotland. 
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Mr.  McKENNA  :  My  hon.  friend  must 
not  of  course  expect  me  to  admit  the  pre- 
amble to  his  Question.  It  is  not  in  con- 
templation to  detail  additional  cruisers 
of  His  Majesty's  Navy  for  the  duties 
referred  to. 

Navigation  of  the  Solent. 
Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if,  having  regard  to  the  fact  of  the 
numerous  collisions  that  have  taken 
place  in  the  Solent,  and  to  the  losses  that 
have  taken  place  there  of  His  Majesty's 
ships  of  war,  and  to  the  fact  that  no 
authority  has  any  jurisdiction  there,  he 
will  consider  the  question  of  the  advis- 
ability of  extending  the  western  limits  of 
the  dockyards  at  Portsmouth  to  the 
Needles. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  question  has 
already  been  considered,  and  it  is  not 
at  present  deemed  desirable  to  extend 
the  limits  of  the  dockyard  port. 

Mr.  fell  :  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the 
Admiralty  that  this  portion  of  inland 
waters  is  a  kind  of  "  no  man's  land,"  no 
authority  having  any  jurisdiction  or 
control  over  it  1  Will  the  Admiralty 
under  the:io  circums trances  reconsider  the 
question  ] 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  have  already 
replied  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question. 

Cordite  for  the  Navy. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lonl  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  intended  to  issue  cordite 
containing  mercuric  chloride  to  His 
Majesty's  ships  in  the  event  of  war. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Should  any  such 
cordite  which  had  passed  the  prescribed 
tests  be  available  and  be  required  during 
war  time  it  would  most  certainly  be 
issued. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  us  how  much  of  this 
cordite  there  is  in  stock  and  in  reserve  ] 

Mr.  McKENNA  asked  that  the 
Question  should  be  put  on  the  Paper. 

Cordite  Tests. 
Mr.   BELLAIRS:   I  beg   to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 


new  silvered  vessel  test  for  cordite  is  of 
a  very  confidential  character ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  see  his  way  to 
circulate    a  description  of  it   with   the 

Votes. 

• 

Mr.  McKENNA:  There  is  nothing 
confidential  in  this  test.  A  description 
is  already  published  in  the  Corrections  to 
the  Army  Ordnance  Regulations,  which 
is  on  sale  to  the  public. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Mirylebone,  E.) :  Is 
this  the  test  that  was  approved  by  Lord 
Rayleigh's  Committee  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  am  not  sure;  I 
should  like  notice  of  that  Question. 

The  Attestation  Oath. 
♦Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  if  he  will  state  why,  in  the  oath 
which  the  Territorial  soldier  has  to  take 
on  joining,  the  words  defining  the  limits 
within  which  he  has  undertaken  to  serve 
have  not  been  inserted,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  such  words  were  inserted  in  the 
old  Volunteer  oath. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 

WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  A 

member  of  the  Volunteer  Force  enrolled 

under  the  old  oath,  if  volunteering  for 

!  service  abroad,  was  obliged  to  be  regularly 

enlisted  for  such  service.     This  gave  rise 

to  considerable    difficulties    during    the 

I  South  African  War.     The  new   form  of 

'  oath  has  been  drawn  up  to  avoid  the 

necessity  for  such  re-attestation.     It  has 

been  made  quite   clear   in  the  form  of 

attestiition  that  the  liability  undertaken 

extends  to  the   United  i  Kingdom  only, 

and  not  to  any  place  outside  it  except  by 

voluntary  undertaking. 

'  *Mr.  ASHLEY  pointed  out  the  danger 
of  misapprehension  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  liability  appears  only  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  oath  and  not  in  the  oath 

I  itself. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  man  is  fully 
informed  when  he  takes  the  oath. 

Militia  and  Volunteer  OflLcers. 
Mr.   ASHLEY:    I  beg    to    ask    the 
I  Secretary  of  State  for  War  how  many 
I  officers  have  left  the  Militia  and  Volun- 
teers,   respectively,    during   the  twelve 
month?   ending  31  at   March ;   and  hoW 
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forces  !  ferred  to  the  number  of  all  ranks  cm  the 
Ist  January,  1908. 


Mr.  HALDANE:  282  officers  left  the 
Militia,  and  260  joined  that  force  during 
the  period  specified.  619  combatant 
officers  left  the  Volunteers,  and  546 
joined  the  force  during  the  same  period. 

Ranges  for  the  Territorial  Artillery. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  under  what 
Parliamentary  authority  it  is  contem- 
plated to  use  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Fund  for  the  provision  of  ranges  for  the 
Territorial  Artillery;  when  issues  for 
this  purpose  will  be  made  by  the  Public 
Worts  Loans  Commissioners ;  and  upon 
what  property  they  will  be  secured. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  It  is  proposed  to 
include  in  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Bill  this  year  a  clause  enabling  the  Public 
Works  ijoana  Commissioners  to  lend 
money  to  County  Associations  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Territorial  and  Reserve 
Forces  Act.  Issues  can  be  made,  if 
occasion  arises,  by  the  Commissioners 
when  they  have  been  empowered  to  lend 
money  to  County  Associations.  Such 
issues  will  be  secured  upon  the  land  and 
the  general  revenue  of  a  County  Associa- 
tion with  the  consent  of  the  Army 
Council. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  Are  we  to  understand 
there  is  no  personal  liability  on  the 
members  of  the  Association  1 

Mr.  HALDANE:   That  is  so. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :    It  is  corporate  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE:   Yes. 

Army  Establishment. 
Mr.  ASIILKY:  I  I  eg  to  ask  Ihc 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  why  the 
establishment  and  strength  of  the  Army 
on  the  British  establishment,  stated  by 
him  on  the  Gth  April  to  be  157,958  and 
153,755,  respectively,  are  shown  in  the 
Army  Estimates  (page  11)  as  169,114 
and  161,302  respectively. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  figures  given 
on  the  6th  April  referred  to  the  number 
of  non-commissioned  officers  and  men  on 
the  Ist  March,  1908.  The  figures  shown 
on  page  11  of  the  Army  Estimates  re- 


♦Mr.  ASHLEY :  Is  the  Army  there- 
fore now  short  by  3,600  officers  t 

Mr.  HALDANE:  No;  there  is  no 
material  change.  There  has  always  been 
a  shortage. 

Home  In£antry  EstaJiliahment. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  Keturn  showing  the  actual  strength 
of  the  Infantry  battalions  and  depots  (m 
the  home  establishment  on  the  1st  March 
last,  issued  on  the  Motion  of  Yisoonnt 
Midleton,  a  deficit  of  7,520  men  is  shown; 
whether  this  deficit  has  now  been  made 
good  in  whole  or  in  part ;  and,  if  in  part 
only,  to  what  extent  and  by  what  meaDS. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  Apparently  the  hwi. 
Member  is  alluding  to  Cd.  3802  which 
gave  figures  for  the  1st  February  and 
not  for  the  1st  March.  His  figures  are 
not  understood — but  probably  he  has  not 
noticed  that  the  Return  is  for  rank  and 
file  only  and  does  not  include  old 
soldiers  at  the  depots.  The  actual  deficit 
of  non-commissioned  officers  and  men 
in  line  battalions  and  depots  at  home  on 
the  1st  March  was  3,716,  and  this  deficit 
had^  on  the  1st  April,  been  reduced  by 
1,259,  this  reduction  being  irrespective  ol 
alterations  in  establishment. 

Field  Artillery  Brigadea. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY:  (St 
Andrews  Burghs):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  mir  whether  he 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  stifiening 
the  field  artillery  brigades  of  the  Terri- 
torial Army  with  a  proportion  of  fiegularB 
in  addition  to  the  permanent  stafiT,  say 
eight  drivers  and  eight  horses  per 
battery. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Permission  has 
recently  been  granted  to  County  Associa- 
tions to  enlist  ex-soldiers  of  horse  and 
field  artillery  up  to  the  age  of  thirty-six. 
It  is  hoped  that  the  ranks  of  the  field 
batteries  will  thereby  be  stiffened  with 
expert  drivers  and  gunners,  who  would 
also  assist  in  the  instruction  of  the  ordin- 
ary Territorial    soldier.      The  numbers 
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already  granted  for  the  permanent  staff  i 
to  be  found  from  the  Regular  horse  and  I 
field  artillery  amounts  to  378.     We  do  ] 
not  propose  to  make  any  alteration  in 
this,  and  it  will  be  time  enough  to  discuss 
it  when  the  scheme  has  received  a  fair 
trial. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  the  last  part 
of  the  Question  referring  to  the  horses 
for  these  batteries. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said  it  was  intended 
to  supply  the  trained  horses  that  were 
necessary.  If  there  was  any  shortage 
the  matter  would  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE :  Are  the  horses 
to  go  round  the  different  batteries,  or 
will  individual  batteries  have  their  own 
horses? 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Individual  batteries 
will  have  their  own  horses.  It  is  a  very 
bad  plan  for  different  batteries  to  use  the 
same  set  of  horses. 

Artillery  Brigade  Training. 
Major  ANSTRUTHER-GR AY:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  training  brigades  on  a  four-gun  basis 
with  the  same  establishment  of  men  and 
horses  that  are  allotted  to  batteries  of 
the  expeditionary  force. 

Mr.   HALDANE  :    I  think  that  the  | 
scheme  of  having  brigades  on  a  two  -  gun 
basis  should  first  be  given  a  fair  trial.     If  I 
the  present  provisional  establishment  of 
the  training  brigades  proves  not  to  be  ! 
large  enough  to  carry  out  the  instruc-  ] 
tional  duties  allotted  to  them,  it  will  then  | 
be  time  to  consider  increasing  it.     I  may  I 
add  that  at  present  there  has  been  no  | 
reduction     of   personnel    in    the    Field 
Artillery  in  consequence  of  the  formation 
of  the  training  brigades.  j 

Military  Gamps.  I 

Mr.  hicks  beach  (Gloucestershire,  [ 
Tewkesbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  \ 
of  State  for  War  how  many  troops  have  | 
been  under  canvas  in  Great  Britain  during  | 
the  month  of  April ;  and  whether  there  is 
a  King's  regulation  to  the  efiect  that  no 
troops  shall  go  under  canvas  before  1st 
May. 

VOL.  CLXXXVII.  [Fourth  Series.] 


Mr.  HALDANE :  Under  paragraph 
1,362  King's  regulations  General  Officers 
Commanding-in-Chief  are  permitted  to 
approve  the  placing  of  troops  under 
canvas  before  the  1st  May.  As  these 
matters  rest  within  their  discretion  no 
statistics  of  the  character  required  by  the 
Question  are  forwarded  to  the  War  Office. 

Territorial  Artillery  Qnns. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Rye  Division  of  Sussex, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  Territorial  Artillery 
are  expected  to  be  able  to  lay  out  lines 
of  fire  with  the  converted  15-pounder 
gun;  and,  if  so,  when  the  necessary 
directors,  field  plotters,  dial  sights,  etc., 
will  be  provided. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. As  regards  the  rest  of  the  Question 
it  is  not  practicable  at  present  to  give  any 
definite  date  when  it  will  be  possible  to 
issue  the  equipment  mentioned. 

Mr.  CARLILE  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans)  asked  if  it  were  not  the  fact  that 
the  15-pounder8  were  found  to  be  out  of 
range 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  Notice  should  have 
been  given  of  that  Question. 

Garrison  Artillery  Volunteers. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  B.yQ  Division  of  Sussex, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  when  the  old  40-pounder  rifled 
breech-loading  guns  issued  to  garrison 
artillery  Volunteers  will  be  called  in. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Instructions  for  the 
return  of  these  guns  to  store  were  issued 
on  the  15th  ultimo. 

Breech-loaders  for  the  Territorial 

Artillery. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Rye  Division  of  Sussex, 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  how  many  converted  15-pounder 
breech-loading  guns  have  yet  been  issued 
to  the  Territorial  Artillery  for  drill  and 
instructional  purposes :  and  when  the 
necessary  limbers,  drill  ammunition,  and 
handbooks  for  use  with  these  guns  will 
be  provided. 
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Mr.  HALDANE:  Fody-seven  guns 
have  been  issued.  The  limbers  are  about 
to  be  issued.  Drill  ammunition  can  be 
obtained  on  demand  from  the  local 
Ordnance  Officer.  The  handbook  is  in 
proof  stage,  and  issue  will  be  made  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  lee  :  Can  Members  of  the  House 
be  supplied  with  copies  of  the  handbook  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  No  doubt  that  can 
be  done. 

Territorial  Field  Artillery  Adjutants. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Rye  Division  of  Sussex, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  work  and  the  pay  of 
the  adjutants  of  the  Territorial  field 
artillery  will  be  greater  or  less  than  that 
of  adjutants  of  the  late  Volunteer  artillery. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  work  of  the 
adjutants  will  not  be  less  than  before. 
The  pay  will  be  less  for  new  appoint- 
ments, as  being  Field  and  not  Garrison 
Artillery  they  will  not  receive  the  arma- 
ment pay  which  was  granted  for  the 
latter  appointments.  The  rights  of  ex- 
isting adjutants  of  Volunteer  Royal 
Garrison  Artillery  will  be  preserved  for 
the  period  of  their  original  appointment. 

Territorial  Battalion  Colours. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Rye  Division  of  Sussex, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  battalions  of  the  Territorial 
Force  will  carry  colours. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  hope  this  question 
will  shortly  be  decided. 

Territorial  Battalion  Bands. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
bands  for  the  Territorial  battalions  will 
be  part  of  their  establishment  as  in  the 
case  of  the  late  Volunteer  force. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  An  Infantry  bat- 
talion of  the  Territorial  Force  includes 
sixteen  bandsmen,  who  act  as  stretcher 
bearers  in  the  field,  and  also  sixteen 
drummers  and  buglers. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  Territorial  Infantry  battalions 
will  have  their  own  bands  1 


Mr.  HALDANE:  Yes,  provision  has 
been  made  for  that. 

Volunteer  Establishment. 
Mr.  H.  H.  marks  (Kent,  Thanet):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  can  state  how  many 
members  of  the  Volunteer  Force  were 
serving  on  the  31st  March  last,  and  how 
many  of  them  have  since  enlisted  in  the 
Territorial  Army. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  strength  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  exclusive  of  permanent 
staff  and  Honourable  Artillery  Company, 
on  the  1st  April  was  as  follows  : — 

Officers     -        -        -         8,645 
Volunteers         -         -     215,572 


Total 


224,217 


The  Returns  of  the  figures  of  those 
who  have  since  enlisted  in  the  Territorial 
Army  are  not  yet  sufficiently  complete 
to  enable  me  to  publish  them,  but  I  hope 
they  will  be  available  very  shortly. 

Separation  Allowances  for  Territorial 
Camps. 
Mr.  GRETTON  (Rutland) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  if, 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  recruiting 
for  the  Territorial  Forces,  he  will  re- 
consider the  advantages  of  paying  a 
separation  allowance  to  marriea  privates 
in  these  forces  during  the  annual  encamp- 
ment or  in  case  of  embodiment,  as  is 
already  done  in  the  case  of  non-commis- 
sioned officers. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  On  embodiment  all 
married  privates  will  receive  separation 
allowance.  As  regards  camp,  the  grant 
to  non-commissioned  officers  was  made 
specially  in  order  to  give  them  special 
encouragement,  and  it  is  not  proposed 
to  extend  this  concession  to  the  privates 
— a  concession  which  would  involve  the 
State  in  an  expenditure  of  £50,000  a 
year  at  the  very  least. 

Mr.  GRETTON :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  difficulties  in  re- 
cruiting have  arisen  owing  to  the  small 
pay  for  the  married  men  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  arrange 
ments  are  the  same  as  for  the  Regular 
Army,  and  with  the  assistance  provided  by 
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public  bodies  the  difficulty  can  be  over- 
come. 

Law  of  Imprisonment  in  Natal. 
Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  law  and  practice 
of  Natal  permit  imprisonment  upon  a 
general  warrant  containing  no  specific 
<iharge  ;  and,  if  so,  what  other  Colonies, 
if  any,  have  effected  this  fundamental  ' 
change  in  English  law. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARYof  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Seely, 
Liverpool,  Abercromby)  :  The  law  and 
practice  of  Natal  does  not,  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  permit  of  imprisonment  on  general 
warrants. 

Mr.  BELLOC  was  understood  to  ask 
if  Dinizulu  was  not  imprisoned  on  a 
general  warrant. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  It  depends  on 
what  the  hon.  Member  means  by  a 
general  warrant.  If  he  means  a 
warrant  on  which  the  crime  is  not 
specified  that  mav  be  so,  but  in 
Dinizulu's  case  he  is  charged  under  an 
Ordinance  which  enables  the  arrest  on  a 
warrant  in  which  the  crime  is  not  stated. 

Indian  Immigration  in  Natal. 
♦Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  Natal  proposes  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  control  Indian  immigration  during 
the  coming  session ;  and  whether  or  not 
in  such  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  cancel  the 
licences  of  Arab  traders  ten  years  hence, 
the  State  compensating  the  losers  of  such 
licences. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  A  statement  to  this 
effect  has  been  made  in  the  Press,  but  no 
official  information  has  at  present  been 
received. 

Canadian  Immigration  Regulations. 

Mr.  REES:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  has  information 
to  the  effect  that  the  Government  of 
Canada  proposes  to  provide  for  the  control 
of  immigration  under  an  amended  regula- 
tion by  reciprocal  action  between  the 
country  of  citizenship  and  the  country  of 
•destination. 


Colonel  SEELY :  No  definite  pro- 
posal of  the  kind  indicated  by  my  hon. 
Friend  has  at  present  come  before  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

National  Sleeping  Sickness  Bureau. 

*Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  has  decided  to 
establish  a  national  sleeping  sickness 
bureau,  with  headquarters  in  London  ; 
whether  a  Convention  between  Great 
Britain  and  Germany  for  the  prevention 
of  the  spread  of  this  malady  is  contem- 
plated; and  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  on  this  subject. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  The  Answer  to  the 
first  two  portions  of  my  hon.  friend'** 
Question  is  in  the  affirmative.  The 
Secretary  of  State  hopes  to  be  in  a 
position  to  publish  detailed  information 
regarding  the  bureau  shortly. 

Expropriation  of  Lagos  Natives. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  compulsory  expropria- 
tion of  natives  at  Lagos  is  viewed  by  the 
native  population  with  alarm ;  and  if,  in 
order  to  allay  any  feeling  of  injustice 
that  may  exist,  instructions  will  be  given 
that  land  elsewhere  will  be  granted  to 
the  expropriated  natives. 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  am  in  a  position 
to  inform  my  hon.  friend  that  the  feelings 
of  the  natives  on  this  question  have  been 
exaggerated.  The  number  affected  ih 
about  350,  and  liberal  compensation  for 
expropriation  is  being  awarded  to  them. 
It  is  undoubtedly  the  policy  of  the 
Grovernor  to  meet  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member.  There  are  large  unoccu- 
pied areas  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
town.  Part  of  the  land  is  already 
marked  out  into  building  sites  and  roads, 
and  further  land  will  be  similarly  marked 
out  as  soon  as  there  is  evidence  of  pres- 
sure of  population. 

Abeokuta  Treaty. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  treaty  of  friendship  and  commerce 
made  at  Abeokuta  between  His  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Alake  on  the  18th 
January,  1893,  and  also  to  the  letters  of 
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the  29th  June  and  29th  July,  1903,  be- 
tween the  Alake  and  Sir  W.  McGregor  on 
the  question  of  tolls;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Alake  and  his 
people  consider  the  maintenance  of  the 
saia  tolls  as  essential  to  their  indepen- 
dence, the  Government  will  view  with 
displeasure  any  attempts  to  abolish  them. 

Colonel  SEELY:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  treaty  and  letters 
referred  to.  His  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  glad,  in  the  interests  of  trade, 
to  see  the  tolls  abolished,  but  they  could 
not  be  abolished  except  by  the  substitu- 
tion of  some  other  arrangement  which 
would  provide  the  funds  required  for  the 
government  of  the  town  and  district,  and 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  native  chiefs. 

White  Labour  in  the  Transvaal  Mines. 
Mr.  FELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colon- 
ies if  he  can  give  any  particulars 
of  the  recent  experiment  to  introduce 
white  labour  into  the  Transvaal  mines ; 
and  if  he  has  any  official  information 
showing  that  of  forty-five  men  engaged 
not  one  would  continue  work  on  the 
second  day. 

Colonel  SEELY:  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  learnt  from  Lord  Selborne, 
writing  under  date  the  13th  of  April, 
that  the  result  of  the  experiment  has  not 
been  altogether  satisfactory.  A  very 
large  proportion  of  the  men  refused  to 
undertake  the  work  offered  to  them  on 
the  mines,  and  made  it  a  grievance  that 
they  should  be  called  upon  to  do  work  of 
the  kind  ordinarily  done  by  Kaffirs,  at 
the  rate  of  pay  ordinarily  given  to 
Kaffirs.  The  statement  issued  on  6th 
April  by  the  Rmd  Unemployment  Com- 
mittee, who  made  the  arrangements, 
shows  that  of  the  395  men  whom  seven- 
teen mines  had  agreed  to  take  on  1st 
April,  only  121  were  still  at  work  at  the 
date  of  the  last  returns  from  the  mines. 
The  committee  are  not  entirely  dis- 
couraged by  the  first  results  of  the  em- 
ployment of  unskilled  labour  on  the 
mines,  yet  they  are  disappointed  that  so 
large  a  proportion  of  the  men  sent  to  the 
mines  should  have  either  failed  to  appear 
or  left  the  properties  without  giving  the 
work  a  trial. 

Mr.  fell  :  Will  Papers  be  laid,  and 
will  they  show  the  rate  of  pay  to  the 
white  labourers  1 


Colonel  SEELY :  I  could  not  with- 
out further  inquiry  say  whether  Papers 
relating  to  this  matter  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  but  I  shall  be  glad  to 
give  any  information  1  can.  The  experi- 
ment now  under  discussion  is  meiely  an 
experiment  with  unemployed.  It  has  no 
reference  to  the  general  question,  about 
which  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
give  further  information  later. 

Sir  gilbert  PAEKER  (Graves- 
end)  :  Is  it  the  case  that  white  men  were 
employed  for  exactly  the  same  wages  as 
Kaffirs? 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  could  not  say  off- 
hand. I  must,  however,  again  point  out 
that  this  experiment  has  taken  place  in 
connection  with  the  question  of  unemploy- 
ment. 

Mr.  fell  :  Were  not  the  unemployed 
who  were  engaged  in  this  attempt 
miners  1 

Colonel  SEELY :  Not  necessarily ;  a 
great  many  were  not,  for  complaint  was 
made  that  they  could  not  earn  as  much 
by  piece-work  because  they  had  no  ex- 
perience in  the  work. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER :  WiU  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ^ive  to  the  House  the 
exact  figures  relating  to  the  wages  of  the 
miners  1 

Colonel  SEELY  said  that,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  put  down  a  Question, 
he  would  see  whether  he  could  do  so. 

>Gakijana. 
Mr.  G.  GREENWOOD  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  an  application 
was  made  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Natal 
on  behalf  of  the  Zulu  chief,  Cakijana,  for 
a  habeas  corpus  to  remove  him  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  martial  law  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Courts  of  Natal,  where  he 
surrendered  ;  and  what  was  the  result  of 
the  application. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  aware  that  such  an  application 
was  made,  and  it  would  appear  from 
Press  telegrams  to  have  been  successful. 
The  Governor  has  been  requested  to 
telegraph  a  summary  of  the  decision  ol 
the  Court. 
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Lord  Bayleiirh's  Committee  on  Explosives. 
xMr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether,  in  the  interests  of  science 
and  public  safety,  he  will  cause  to  be 
published  the  investigations  and  Report 
of  Lord  Rayleigh*s  Committee,  which 
unanimously  recommended  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  seized  blasting  explosives 
containing  mercuric  chloride  ;  or  whether 
he  can  publish  such  parts  as  can  be  made 
public  without  detriment  to  the  national 
interests. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.)  :  I  should  have  no 
objection  to  publishing  the  terms  of  the 
resolution  with  regard  to  the  seized 
blasting  explosives,  which  the  conference 
passed  unanimously.  With  this  exception 
there  is  nothing  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
conference  which  could  usefully  be  made 
public.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  put  down 
an  unstarred  Question  the  terms  of  the 
Resolution  shall  be  given  in  reply  to  it. 

Select  Committee  on  Police  Day's  Best. 

Mr.  remnant  (Finsbury,  Holbom)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  he  can  now 
give  the  terms  of  the  reference  to,  and 
the  names  of  the  meipbers  of,  the  Select 
Committee  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
one  day's  rest  in  seven  for  the  members 
of  the  police  force. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :   I  am  afraid  not, 
Sir ;  but  I  will  do  my  best  to  get  this 
settled  within  the  week.     Recent  events 
have  necessarily  caused  delay  in  this  and  | 
other  matters. 

Carmarthen  Prison.  I 

Mr.    LLOYD     iMORGAN    (Carmar- ! 
thenshire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre-  ^ 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  | 
whether  he  has  received  any  communica- 1 
tions  from   justices    at   quarter  sessions  j 
with    regard    to    a    proposed   order  to  i 
dispense   with   female   quarters    at    His  | 
Majesty's  prison,  Carmarthen ;  whether  j 
it  is  proposed  to  send  in  future  all  female  | 
prisoners  from  the  three  western  counties 
of  South   Wales  to  Swansea  instead  of 
keeping  them    at    Carmarthen    prison; 
and  whether,  before  making  the  order,  he 
will   consider    the    hardship   which    the 
proposed  change  would  entail  of  sending 


prisoners  to  Swansea  who  are  committed 
for  trial  from  parts  of  Cardiganshire  and 
Carmarthenshire,  and  also  the  additional 
cost  to  the  ratepayers. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  received 
two  communications  to  the  effect  indi- 
cated. The  use  of  Carmarthen  prison 
for  the  det'Ontion  of  female  prisoners  is 
found  to  be  inconvenient  and  costly,  and 
these  objections  will  be  obviated  by  the 
new  arrangement  which  will  save  money 
to  the  taxpayers  and  throw  no  burden 
upon  local  rates,  all  expenses  of  the 
conveyance  of  prisoners  being  charged  to 
Imperial  funds.  If  the  new  arrangement 
is  found  to  cause  any  substantial  hard- 
ship to  prisoners  it  can  be  reconsidered, 
but  in  view  of  the  very  small  number  of 
female  prisoners  received  at  Carmarthen 
from  Cardiganshire  and  Carmarthen,  I  do 
not  think  this  will  be  the  case. 


New  Factory  Inspectors. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Leices- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  state  the  number  of  assist- 
ants to  whom  he  has  given  nominations  to 
enable  them  to  sit  for  the  examination 
about  to  be  held  for  the  appointment  of 
new  factory  inspectors  ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  make  any  modifications  in 
the  syllabus  of  subjects  set  for  this 
examination. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  nominated 
two  assistants  to  inspectorships  in  con- 
nection with  the  scheme  for  the  augmenta- 
tion of  the  staff.  They  have  been 
appointed  under  the  special  powers  in 
Clause  7  of  the  Order  in  Council  of  4th 
June,  1870,  after  having  passed  a  qualify- 
ing examination  in  the  subjects  of  factory 
law  and  sanitary  science ;  and  will  not 
be  required  to  sit  for  the  ordinary 
examination. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD :  Were 
these  two  assistants  men  who  passed 
the  examination  some  time  ago?  Is 
it  the  fact  that  for  the  purpose  of  the 
increase  of  the  staff  no  further  nominations 
are  to  be  given  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  They  are  the 
two  who  competed  some  time  ago,  and 
there  are  no  further  nominations. 
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Factory  Inspectors'  Qualifications. 
Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  will  inform  the 
House  how  many  men  are  now  performing 
the  duties  of  factory  inspectors  without 
having  passed  examinations  in  factory 
law  and  sanitation,  and  how  many 
assistant  factory  inspectors  have  not 
qualified  in  these  subjects. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Eleven  junior 
inspectors,  appointed  under  the  new 
scheme  of  examination,  have  not  yet 
passed  the  deferred  examination  in 
factory  law  and  sanitary  science.  As  I 
have  explained  on  previous  occasions, 
inspectors  are  required  to  pass  this 
examination  at  or  before  the  end  of 
their  period  of  two  years  probation. 
Inspectors'  assistants  are  not  required  to 
qualify  in  these  subjects,  but  in  their 
entrance  examination  they  are  required 
to  show  an  elementary  knowledge  of  the 
principal  provisions  of  the  law  relating 
to  workshops. 

Fatal  Accidents  in  Factories  and 
Workshops. 
Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  number  of  fatal 
accidents  in  factories  and  workshops 
reported  during  March  last,  which  show 
an  increase  of  20  per  cent,  on  the  number 
reported  in  March  1907;  whether  this 
increase  has  been  going  on  steadily  for 
some  years  ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to 
take  any  steps  to  find  the  causes  of  the 
increase  with  a  view  to  diminishing  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  aware  of 
the  figures  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
which  are  prepared  in  my  Department, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  too  much 
importance  should  be  attached  to  monthly 
fluctuations.  I  may  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  dock  accidents  for  the 
same  months  show  a  very  much  larger 
percentage  of  decrease.  So  far  as  regards 
fatal  accidents  in  factories  and  workshops 
the  hon.  Member  is,  I  think,  under  some 
misapprehension.  The  number  of  these 
accidents  has  not,  as  he  suggests,  been 
steadily  increasing  for  some  years  :  on  the 
contrary  from  1900  to  1904  there  was, 
with  the  exception  of  one  year,  a  steady 
decline,  and  it  was  only  the  figures  of  last 
year  that  have  gone  back  to  the  level  of 


1900.  I  am  carefully  investigating  the 
whole  question  of  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  reported  accidents  under  the 
Factory  Act,  and  it  will  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  in  the  forthcoming 
annual  Report. 

Imprisonment  of  Manchester  Unemployed 
Leaders. 

Mr.  CLYNES  (Manchester,  N.E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  called 
for  and  received  a  Report  concerning  the 

j  imprisonment,  on  a  charge  of  conspiracy, 
of  a  numbei  of  leaders  of  the  xmemployed 

;  in  Manchester  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  ne  can 
now  state  if  he  is  able  to  take  steps  to 
release  the  men  or  reduce  the  sentences. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  carefully 
considered  these  cases.  I  must  point 
out  that  deliberate  conspiracy  to  do 
damage,  such  as  this  was,  differs  widely 
from  the  ordinany  case  of  window  break- 
ing by  a  tramp  in  order  to  secure  a  few 
nights  lodging  in  prison.  The  case  of 
Thompson  is  different  from  the  others, 
but  he  was  not  convicted  of  conspiracy, 
and  was  sentenced  to  twelve  months  only 
in  order  that  he  might  have  the  benefits 
of  the  special  Borstal  treatment.  I  regret 
that  I  see  no  reason  for  interference  in 
any  of  the  cases. 

Mr.  CLYNES:  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  considering  these  cases 
take  into  account  the  fact  that  the 
witness  on  whose  evidence  the  accused 
were  mainly  convicted,  had  himself  been 
in  prison  twenty-four  times  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  I  took  that 
into  careful  consideration,  and  I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  Judge  and  jury  also  took  it 
into  consideration. 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincohishire,Sleaford): 
Is  it  the  fact  that  these  men  were  sen- 
tenced to  twelve  months  imprisonment 
for  breaking  one  window  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  They  were  sen- 
tenced  for  conspiracy. 

Mr.  LUPTON :  Did  they  conspire  to 
break  one  window  ? 

Mr.,  GLADSTONE:  They  broke  a 
window  of  the  value  of  £100. 
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Goal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill. 
Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intends  to  drop  the  Coal  Mines 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
issue  a  Memorandum  explaining  that  it 
will  not  raise  the  price  of  coal,  in  view  of 
the  difficulties  experienced  by  traders  in 
contracting  for  future  delivery. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  Government 
has  no  intention  of  dropping  the  Bill. 
As  regards  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my 
printed  Answer  given  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydfil  on  the  Hth  April. 

•  Mr.  W.  E.  HARVEY  (Derbyshire, 
N.K) :  When  will  the  Second  Reading  be 
taken  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) :  Is  it 
the  fact  that  only  25  per  cent,  of  the 
miners  will  be  affected  by  this  Bill,  the 
remaining  75  per  cent,  having  already 
got  eight  hours  1 

Me,  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  proportions  stated  by  my  hon. 
friend. 

Hamstead  Colliery  Disaster. 
Mr.  MEYSEYTHOMPSON  (Stafford- 
shire, Handsworth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  any  steps  are  being  taken 
by  the  Government  to  recognise  the 
efforts  made  by  the  miners  in  the 
Hamstead  Colliery  and  their  Yorkshire 
colleagues  to  rescue  those  who  were  en- 
tombed, and  lost  their  lives  in  the  recent 
terrible  disaster  in  that  mine. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir,  the 
question  is  at  the  present  moment  under 
consideration,  but  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  make  any  statement. 

Aliens  Act— Mr.  Churchill's  Pledge. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (8horeditch,  Hox- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  what  admini 
strative  measures  he  proposes  to  take  to 
carry  out  the  undertaking  in  reference  to 
the  Aliens  Act,  given  on  behalf  of  His 
Majesty's  Government  at  Manchester  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 


improve  and  alter  tho  composition  of 
immigration  boards,  the  abolition  of  fees, 
as  to  interpretation  and  presentation  of 
evidence  ;  whether  he  proposes  to  pro- 
vide'at  the  public  expense  legal  assistance 
to  would-be  immigrants,  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  increase  the  number  of 
interpreters ;  and,  if  so,  how  many  inter- 
preters will  be  appointed,  and  if  he  will 
state  the  salary  to  be  given  to  each 
interpreter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  As  to  the  com- 
position of  the  immigration  boards,  I  am 
awaiting  suggestions  from  those  who  are 
dissatisfied  with  the  present  membership, 
and  I  am  also  awaiting  information  as  to 
the  reasons  for  the  suggestion  that  the 
attendance  fee  payable  to  members  of  the 
boards  should  be  abolished.  I  have  no 
reason  to  think  that  the  number  of 
interpreters  requires  increasing,  but  so 
far  as  officers  under  my  control  are  con- 
cerned I  am  ready  to  take  all  possible 
steps  to  remedy  any  defect  in  the  present 
arrangements  for  interpretation  and 
presentation  of  evidence  which  may  be 
proved  to  exist.  The  Aliens  Act  makes 
no  provision  for  legal  assistance  to  would- 
be  immigrants  at  the  public  expense. 

Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
sham) :  May  I  take  it  that  the  Answer  to 
the  Question  whether  the  Home  Secre- 
tary proposes  to  carry  out  the  undertaking 
given  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  in  the  negative  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  answered 
the  Question,  and  the  noble  Lord  must 
draw  his  own  conclusions  from  my 
Answer. 

Mr.  FELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
proposes  to  issue  any  new  regulations  or 
instructions  under  The  Aliens  Act,  1905 ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  an  opportunity  will 
be  given  for  the  discussion  of  their 
provisions  before  they  come  into  force. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  Answer  given  on  my  behalf 
on  the  30th  April. 

Mr.  FELL:  Th^  right  hon. Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  last  part  of  the 
Question. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Any  question 
relating    to   the  administration    of    the 
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Aliens  Act  can  be  raised  on  the  Home 
Office  Vote. 

Midwifery. 

Mr.  EUGENE  WASON  (Clackmannan 
and  Kinross) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  valuable  lives  of  poor 
women  are  sometimes  sacrificed  in  their 
confinement  through  the  absence  of  a 
doctor,  owing  to  their  inability  to  pay 
the  fee  for  his  attendance  ;  and  whetner 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  so 
far  vary  their  Circular  of  the  29th  July 
last  to  the  boards  of  guardians  on  the 
Midwives  Act  of  1902  as  to  make  the 
payment  of  the  doctor's  fee  compulsory 
by  the  guardians  instead  of  permissive, 
as  at  present. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  The  guardians  are 
authorised  by  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act,  1848,  to  pay  for  any  medical 
assistance  rendered  to  a  poor  person  on 
the  happening  of  any  sudden  illness, 
although  no  order  has  been  given  for  the 
same  by  the  guardians  or  any  of  their 
officers,  or  by  the  overseers.  Under  this 
provision  the  guardians  may  pay  the  fee 
of  any  medical  man  called  in  on  the 
advice  of  a  midwife  to  attend  a  woman 
in  childbirth  in  any  case  of  difficulty. 
The  Board  are  not  empowered  to  alter 
this  provision  so  as  to  make  it  compulsory. 
Under  the  regulations  which  are  in  force 
in  most  unions,  however,  it  is  compulsory 
upon  the  guardians  to  pay  a  fee  to  a 
Poor  Law  medical  officer  who  is  called 
on  to  attend  a  woman  in  childbirth  by 
order  of  a  person  legally  qualified  to 
make  the  order.  They  must  also  pay 
the  fee  if  under  circumstances  of  difficulty 
or  danger  he  visits  without  any  order 
any  such  woman  who  is  actually  receiving 
relief  or  whom  the  guardians  may 
subsequently  decide  to  have  been  in  a 
destitute  condition. 


Bateable  Value  of  Licensed  Premises. 

Mr.  LEVERTON  HARRIS  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
if  he  can  state  what  is  the  present  rate- 
able value  of  licensed  premises  in  England 
and  Wales,  and  what  is  their  present  con- 
tribution towards  local  taxation. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  The  Returns 
made  to  the  Local  Government  Board  do 
not  show  the  particulars  referred  loin 
the  Question,  and  hence  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  give  the  information  desired 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Canadian  Mail  Contracts. 
Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether,  before 
entering  into  any  contract  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  for 
the  carriage  of  mails  to  Canada,  he  will 
give  an  opportunity  to  Irish  Members  to 
discuss  it ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  runs  for  a  con- 
siderable distance  through  American 
territory  and  cannot  therefore  be  described 
as  all-British  ;  is  he  aware  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  which  runs  wholly  through 
British  territory,  will  in  less  than  two 
years  have  a  port  at  Prince  Rupert,  on 
the  Pacific  Coast,  and  that  this  port  will 
be  500  miles  nearer  to  Hong  Kong  than 
the  present  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway;  and  will  he  postpone 
entering  into  any  arrangement  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  until 
such  time  as  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific, 
which  will  be  a  faster  and  cheaper  route, 
are  in  a  position  to  tender  for  the 
contract. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.): 
May  I  also  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether,  in  view  of  the  importance  of 
the  matter  to  Ireland,  he  will  ensure  that 
that  this  House  shall  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  any  new  proposals  as  to  the 
carriage  of  mails  to  Canada,  or  to  other 
countries  via  Canada,  or  any  proposals  of 
the  Government  of  this  country  with 
reference  to  what  is  known  as  the  all-red 
route. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  N.)  :  I  wish 
also  to  ask  the  Postmaster  -  General 
whether,  before  entering  into  any  contract 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany for  the  carriage  of  mails,  he  will 
give  an  opportunity  to  representatives 
from  Ireland  to  discuss  the  terms  of  it. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,Poplar): 
A  mail  contract  of  this  description  has 
to  be  ratified  by  the  House.  As  regards 
the  particular  contract  in  question  it  is  a 
continuation  for  three  years  of  an  exist- 
ing contract  at  a  greatly  reduced  payment. 
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If  a  route  more  advantageous  than  that 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
should  hereafter  become  available,  its 
adoption  will  not  be  precluded  by  the 
proposed  contract  with  that  company. 

Sales  of  Weed  Killers. 
♦Mr.  REES:  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  the  Board  has 
made  an  order  to  the  effect  that  dis- 
infectants, weed  killers,  and  the  like 
preparations,  are  drugs  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Act ;  and  whether  it  is  proposed  that 
such  disinfectants,  weed  Killers,  etc.,  if 
sold  by  others  than  registered  pharma- 
cists^ shall  have  a  label  attached  declaring 
their  efficiency  in  terms  of  certain 
recognised  standard  tests. 

The  TREASURER  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
setshire, S.) :  The  reply  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question  is  in  the  negative.  The 
conditions  under  which  the  articles  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  refers  should  be 
sold  are  under  consideration  by  the 
Joint  Committee  appointed  in  connection 
with  the  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill. 

♦Mr.  REES:  Are  there  not  certain 
tests  recognised  by  the  certain  Govern- 
ment Departments  ) 

Sir  EDWARD  STR\CHEY:  The 
matter  is  under  consideration. 

Bosral  Commission  on  Horse  Breeding. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh.  Mid.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  when  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Horse-Breeding  will  be  published. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Charles  Hob- 
house,  Bristol,  E.) :  I  hope  early  this 
week. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Surrey,  Winbleclo  i) : 
What  is  the  cause  of  this  great  delay  1 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Report  was  presented  to  the  Treasury  at 
least  three  weeks  ago?  Will  he  do 
everything  he  can  to  expedite  its 
production  ? 


♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  Question  has 
been  fully  answered. 

Criminal  Appeal  Act— Shorthand  Writers 
X  ees. 

Mr.  J.M.  ROBERTSON  (Northumbe- 
land,  Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  the  Treasury  propose 
to  increase  the  fees  for  shorthand  writing 
under  the  Criminal  Appeal  Act,  owing 
to  the  dissatisfaction  occasioned  by  the 
present  fees. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  this  Question. 
I  see  no  sufficient  reason  for  increasing 
the  fees  payable  for  shorthand  writing 
under  the  Criminal  Appeal  Act ;  but  in 
addition  to  the  fees  prescribed  in  the 
scale,  an  allowance  will  be  made  for 
travelling  and  subsistence  expenses  when 
a  shorthand  Mrriter  has  to  be  brought 
from  a  distance. 

New  Forest  Fires. 
Sir  ROBERT  HOBART  (Hampshire, 
New  Forest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  His  Majesty's 
Commissioner  of  Woods  and  Forests  has 
receii^  a  memorial  from  the  commoners 
and  other  inhabitants  of  Burley,  in  the 
New  Forest,  protesting  against  the  burn- 
ings of  gorse  and  heather  recently  carried 
out  by  the  Crown  authorities  in  that 
neighbourhood  ;  whether  application  had 
been  made  to  the  Crown  authorities,  and 
refused  by  them,  for  permission  to  cut 
such  gorse  and  heather ;  whether  further 
application,  similarly  made,  expressly  to 
spare  from  burning  certain  spots  of  the 
forest  on  account  of  their  natural  beauty, 
has  been  entirely  disregarded  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  dissatisfaction  has 
aiisen  in  this  neighbourhood  and  the 
New  Forest  generally  on  the  subject; 
whether  any,  and  what,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  control  in  the  future  similar 
action  giving  rise  to  so  much  local 
annoyance  ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  a 
special  and  independent  local  inquiry  to 
be  held  respecting  the  matter  now 
complained  of. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  I  am 
informed  that  the  memorial  referred  to 
(from  the  commoners  and  other  inhabit- 
ants of  Burlev,  in  the  New  Forest)  has 
been  received  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Woods  »n   charge  of  the  New  Forest. 
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The  burning  complained  of  is  of  strips  of 
waste  by  the  roadside,  and  was  carried 
out  by  the  Commissioner's  instructions  as 
a  precautionary  measure  with  a  view  to 
reducing  the  risk  of  conflagrations  over 
large  areas  started  by  persons  passing 
along  the  roads.  I  understand  that  such 
fires  occur  frequently  every  year  during 
the  dry  season  of  the  early  spring  and, 
through  not  being  under  control,  are 
often  the  cause  of  great  damage  and 
disfigurement  to  the  forest.  No  applica- 
tion had  been  received  by  the  Crown 
authorities  for  permission  to  cut  the 
gorse  and  heather  on  the  strips  in 
question.  One  person  asked  that  certain 
gorse  might  not  be  burned,  and  his 
request  tvas  met  as  far  as  possible. 
Several  applications  have  been  received, 
including  some  from  residents  of  Burley, 
asking  that  further  areas  might  be  burned. 
A  certain  amount  of  dissatisfaction  with 
what  has  been  done  appears  to  have 
arisen  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Burley, 
and  some  temporary  disfigurement  of  the 
forest,  as  seen  from  the  high  roads,  was 
unavoidable,  but  it  is  believed  that  in  a 
few  weeks  little  trace  of  the  burning  will 
be  visible,  as  the  ground  that  was 
blackened  is  already  becoming  ereen. 
The  Commissioner  will  personally  ifaspect 
the  areas  in  question,  and  the  matter 
will  continue  to  have  his  careful  considera- 
tion. 

Public  Expenditure. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston):  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
expenditure  upon  public  works  and 
buildings  has  increased  from  .£1,889,000 
in  1898-9  to  £3,029,000  in  1908-9  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  this  growth  in  so 
short  a  period,  he  will  follow  the  prece- 
dent set  in  the  appointment  of  the 
Pul)lications  Committee,  which  has 
already  efl*ected  large  savings  in  the 
Stationery  Vote,  and  ask  the  House  to 
api)oint  a  Select  Committee  to  examine 
the  expenditure  upon  public  works  and 
to  report  from  time  to  time  whether  any 
economies  can  judiciously  be  effected. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  My 
right  hon.  friend  is  fully  aware  of  the 
usefulnesss  of  the  work  done  by  the 
Select  Committee  on  Ofiicial  Publica- 
tions; but  the  services  provided  for  in 
the  Vote  for  Stationery  and  Printing  and 
in  the  Vote  for  Public  Works  and  Build- 


ings are  very  dissimilar,  and  he  is 
inclined  to  doubt  whether  the  advantage 
to  be  obtained  would  justify  the  labour 
involved  by  adopting  the  suggestion  of 
his  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX:  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  National  Expenditure  that 
the  Treasury  should  at  fixed  intervals, 
perhaps  once  in  five  years,  exercise 
the  right  which  they  already  possess  to 
overhaul  and  systematically  revise  the 
staff  of  the  various  departments,  and  that 
an  Estimates  Committee  should  be 
appointed  continuously  in  the  same  way 
and  possess  the  same  powers  as  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee ;  and  what 
steps  have  been  taken,  or  wUl  be  taken, 
to  give  effect  to  these  recommendations. 

Mr.    CHARLES    HOBHOUSE:    My 

right  hon.  friend  will  give  further  con- 
sideration to  the  suggestion  made  in 
the  first  part  of  the  Question ;  but, 
as  at  present  advised,  he  feels  great 
doubt  whether  the  inquiries  reoom- 
mended  would  produce  any  result 
commensurate  with  the  time  and  labour 
which  would  be  involved.  As  regards 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  he  cannot 
at  present  add  anything  to  the  refdy 
given  by  the  late  Prime  Minister  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Keighley  Division 
on  the  18th  June  last. 

South  African  War  Debt. 
Mr.  HAROLD  COX:  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  is 
the  amount  of  the  debt  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  the  South  African  war  stfll 
remaining  unpaid ;  what  annuity  would 
be  required  to  pay  off  that  remaining 
debt,  with  interest,  in  fifteen  years; 
what  is  the  sum  now  annually  devoted  to 
the  interest  and  reduction  of  debt, 
excluding  annuities  charged  upon  the 
estimates  for  works  loans,  over  and  above 
the  sum  so  devoted  before  the  war ;  and 
what  is  the  annual  yield  of  the  war  taxes 
still  in  existence. 

Mr,  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  The 
Prime  Minister  will  deal  with  the  subjects 
to  which  my  hon.  friend  alludes  in  his 
Budget  statement,  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  anticipate  anything  which  he  may  have 
to  say. 
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Canadian  Mail  Contract. 
Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether,  before  entering  into 
any  new  contract  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  for  the  conveyance  of 
mails,  he  will  take  care  to  ascertain  the 
views  of  the  Irish  representatives  as  to 
the  feasibility  of  the  proposed  alternative 
route. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  The 
new  contract  cannot  be  concluded  until 
it  has  been  confirmed  by  a  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Morrich  More  Lands. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  a  public  notice  has 
recently  been  issued  by  the  royal  burgh 
of  Tain  to  the  effect  that  the  lands  of 
Morrich  More  are  to  be  let  for  grazing 
purposes  and  for  the  shootings,  or  to  be 
used  as  a  rabbit  warren,  will  he  ascertain 
by  what  authority  it  is  proposed  to 
enclose  Morrich  More  with  a  fence,  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  depriving  fhe 
neighbouring  crofters  and  others  of 
grazing  rights  which  they  have  enjoyed 
from  time  immemorial. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  SiNX'LAiR,  Forfarshire)  :  The  facts 
appear  to  be  generally  as  stated  in  my 
hon.  friend's  Question,  but  the  matter  is 
not  one  in  which  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  has  any  jurisdiction.  If  the 
actions  of  the  burgh  of  Tain  are  an 
invasion  of  the  legal  rights  of  any  other 
parties  claiming  interests  in  the  lands 
involved,  these  rights  can  only  be  estab-  ] 
lished  in  the  ordinary  civil  Courts.  I 


Squatters  in  the  Island  of  Lewis. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
at  the  recent  quarterly  meeting  of  the 
Lewis  district  committee,  the  chairman 
stated  that  there  were  at  present  cottars 
and  squatters  in  the  Island  of  Lewis, 
representing  with  their  families  a  popula- 
tion of  7,200,  who  held  no  house  or  land, 
and  paid  no  local  or  other  rates,  this 
number  being  nearly  one-third  of  the 
whole  population  in  the  landward  part  of 
Lewis  ;  and  will  he  state  what  action  he 
proposes  to  take  to  improve  the  condition 
of  these  landless  people,  the  majority  of 


whom   are    the    sons    or    grandsons   of 
evicted  crofters. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  accept  the  state- 
ment of  facts  from  my  hon.  friend,  and 
the  subject  is  under  consideration,  though 
I  am  not  able  to  make  any  further 
statement  at  present. 
• 
Smoking  Chimneys  in  the  Island  of  Lewis. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
owing  to  the  chimneys  of  the  houses  built 
by  the  Congested  Districts  Board  at 
Aiguish,  Island  of  Lewis,  being  defective, 
the  tenants  sufter  greatly  from  smoke  ; 
and  will  steps  be  taken  to  put  the 
chimneys  in  satisfactory  order. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  Steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
to  cope  with  this  evil  and  if  the  result 
has  not  been  satisfactory  the  matter  shall 
be  further  investigated. 

Kingstown  Pier  Dispute. 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
when  the  correspondence  between  the 
Post  Office  and  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam 
Packet  Company  and  the  London  and 
North  Western  Railway  Company^ 
referring  to  the  permission  given  to 
the  latter  company  to  sail  from  the 
Carlisle  Pier  at  Kingstown,  will  be 
printed. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  Early 
this  week. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  these  papers  were 
promised  a  month  since  1  Will  he  see 
that  we  get  them  without  further  delay  1 


Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE:  There 
will  be  no  further  delay,  as  my  Answer 
says. 

National  Expenditure. 

Mr.     HAROLD  COX :     I  beg  to  ask 

the     Prime     Minister     whether     he     ia 

aware  that  the  estimated  expenditure  on 

I  the  Ci\il  Service  and  Revenue  Depart- 

■  ments  is  nearly  £5,000,000  in  excess  of  the 

actual  expenditure  in  the  year  1905-6 ; 

and  whether  he  can  afford  the  House  any 

opportunity  of  a  general  discussion  of  the 

causes  of  this  increase  and  of  its  effect 

upon  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
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Z^  rhEVTE  ^nXI-TER  axi.  FIRST 
l.hl  :j  t^e  TRE.\SURY  3t. 
,Ls;v:?i  F.:^  r.  .  Ar.  rporMEi:;.f:r 
•  :'.i  L  i:A:*-wV-^  »e  tLa:  v-  which  my 
zjx^  irjtzti  ill::- its  irlsK  even*  year  on 
-.i*  y -.Cl-:--  v.  zo  ir.so  Coniniittee  on  the 

V:.  EAR  LD  OX:  I^  :h- p  .lioy  .  f 
»»i-rv.i*ii  txpriiiii^iT*  ^J  whk-h  the  Lir»eral 
?k.-.v  ilttii'tc  ::5elf  ar  :he  last  general 
*.*•  T.vz.   ••:-!  pin  of  :he  programme  of 

V>-  A-0-;iTH:   C-r.ii:lv. 


Ministerial  Salaries- 

.'■:?,  HAROLIJ  COX  :  I  beg  to  ask 
*  ■-*  ?.r;r;.ft  yi::iv<*.*:T  whether  it  is  proposed 
V,  ;.v'rr*ai^  -.h*:  baiaries  of  the  President 
'.:  •.i*;  lioari  of  Tra^ie  and  of  the 
i':«j-v:*r.t  of  the  Ixical  Government 
fVArr: ;  iri'i  if  so,  whether  this  increase 
T«.i.  '^  prov'de^l  V.'  a  re^iuction  of  other 
yi.:i.^^Arji\  -claries  or  by  increasing  the 
■.r'UsTA  lyjTiXtit  taxjAyer ;  and,  in  the 
-A'.vr:  aJt^mative,  when  he  proposes  to 
*<*:if    ihf:   if 0-1.%   to   make  the  necessar\' 

Mi;.  A-S<:^r;jTiJ :  The  whole  question 
'/i  *.?**;  ifjfj'.tjo/ji.  a/»d  fahi'^  of  these  two 
'/*? .  '.-:*.  i  >  T.  h «:  1-,  I J  f  7  j  e':  t  of  j  n '  j  u  i  ry  by  a  Com  • 
Ui.VA:^',  of  th<i  Cabjjiet :  and  I  am  not  at 
f*?*'.>M:ii\  h.ifU:  f/j  jjay  what  projKisals  we  shall 
'/*:  .r,  a  j//>.itjo7i  to  make  t/i  Parliament. 

Mr  CLurcfaiirs  Home  Bnle  Declarations. 

M;-  JAMKS  r.AMI'BKLL  (Dublin 
i  ?j.  .«:j>:jtyy  J  U:;/  t/i  a-.k  the  Prime 
M;f:.j-.t^:j  w|j«:tli»;r  h'*  h;jH  made  any 
'U'  .'.iinUuu,  'ti  aiithon>.ed  th<;  President 
'A  »*j':  \'/t.ii'\  ol  'lr;i/J':  t/>  make  any 
*:< '  .;jfa*.j'/;i.  I'l  i.h*;  SUri'lin;.'  f>>niriiittee 
'/i  Mi*;  Lfjii*-'!  In>li  \A-/.\.\iM*i  of  ^JrKit 
Jji  »;ijfj,  I'i  i.lii:  «'ll':'t  that  iloifio  KuUt,  in 
Uj'-  .mj>.<:  'J  liji'  nreni  lJ<'>.oiiJtiofi  niovod 
fiv  'li<:  li«>fi.  aij'l  JijiinjcH  M«;mU;r  for  th*; 
i-\\y  ol  W.if.if f'»nj,  woul'l  lie  jjut  by  the 
^io'.ernrn'iht,   Ixfop:   the    I'lectors  at   the 

Mk.  ASyi  rril  :  'rh-onlyd^'clarationK 
i)\  the  Pr«'Ki<J<'iit  of  the  Board  of  Trarl*: 
on  this  Kubject  of  whicrli  I  havw  any 
^•o^riiiwujce  an;  his  public  utteninf^^H. 
Wfiat  my  right  hon.  fri^'iid  HtaUrd  in 
MnUtance,  and  with  my  approval,  was 
ihJH,   tlrnt   ih  '"  was  imixissilile  for 


h:=-  :r  Jkay-iae  else,  to  determine  now 
w-ia:  iss -*  or  i**uc3  would  be  before  the 
e:e«r:ors  ^z  whe  next  general  election,  the 
dijAoJing  pledge  which  he  and  others 
gdTc  ftppCievi  o!iIy  to  the  action  of  the 
exisiia^  Pariiamenr  and  that  at  ita  ex- 
piraiion  the  Liberal  Party  would  claim  and 
i-iiS&ess  a  |:*r:ec:Iy  free  hand  to  deal  with 
the  wiole  prjoleai  of  Irish  Government. 

Mr.  JAMES  CAMPBELL :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  during  the 
recent  election  in  Xorth-West  Manchester 
a  statement  under  the  signatures  of  two 
h'>n.  Members  of  this  house  (the  Members 
for  Watenoxd  and  for  the  .Scotland 
IH\isi«jn  of  Liverpool)  was  published  in 
the  Press  to  the  specific  effect  of  the 
statement  contained  in  my  Question  1 

Mr.  ASQOTH  :  I  have  seen  a  state- 
ment to  that  effect.  I  am  not  respon- 
sible in  any  way  for  any  cooscmcdon  put 
upon  my  right  hon.  friend's  words  by 
others.  My  right  hon.  friend  assures  me 
that  after  the"  statement  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  vu 
published  he  repeated  these  words :  and 
they  are  the  only  statement  for  which 
either  he  or  the  Government  is  lespon- 
siVile ;  and  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  have 
already  said,  that  the  statement  I  antbor- 
ised,  and  which  my  right  boo.  friend 
made,  was  in  the  terms  and  sense  whieh 
I  have  described  in  the  Hoose. 

Mr.  LEVERTOX    HARRIS    slower 

Hamlets,  Stepney) :  Was  it  a  cooditiGB 
of  the  pledges  given  at  Xorth-West  Man- 
chester by  the  President  of  the  Board  at 
Trade  that  he  should  have  ihe  offidil 
support  of  the  Irish  Pany  in  iVa;  ^it! 


♦Mr.  speaker  : 
Minister  know  that  1 


How  can  iheF^ioe 


Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  X.i:  I*  ih«K 
any  manner  of  doubt  that  Home  Eujeicc 
Ireland  is  still  a  cardinal  poini  iz  tk 
jiro^ramme  of  the  Liberal  Parxy  '. 

Mk.  ASQUITH:  The  opinka  oc  Ae 
FJlieral  Party  and  of  the  GoverxiiDaB:  ^ 
this  subject  was,  I  think,  sn&aeDLiT  isi 
plainly  expressed  in  the  axnenoei'Sesc- 
liition  to  which  we  agreed. 

.Mk.  pike  pease  (DarKnpai:  us 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  sar  anrdnDC 
in  regard  to  Scotland  ? 

[No  AuHwer  was  returned]. 
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on    this    subject 
necessary. 


Irish  Universities  Bill.  I      Mr.  ASQUITH  said  that  subsection  2 

Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork):  I  '  of  Clause  3  would,  in  the  absence  of  fresh 
beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  seeing  the  j  legislation,  apply  to  all  licences  existing 
general  favour  with  which  the  Irish  TJni-  *  at  the  end  of  the  rcjduction  period ;  but 
versities  Bill  has  been  received,  whether  it  was  quite  clear  from  the  wording-  of 
an  early  day  will  be  named  for  the  \  the  subsection  that  further  legislation 
Second  Reading ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  o"  this  subject  was  contemplated  as 
can  now  fix  the  date. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  The  Second  Reading 
will  be  taken  as  soon  as  the  state  of 
business  allows,  and  I  hope  before  long  ; 
but  I  cannot  at  present  fix  the  date. 

Licensing  BilL 
Sir  henry  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  what  is 
intended  by  the  Gk)vemment  to  happen 
under  the  Licensing  Bill,  either  during  the 
fourteen  years  time-limit  or  at  the  end 
of  that  period,  as  regards  hotels  of  which 
the  following  are  examples,  namely,  a 
hotel  built  on  ground  held  on  lease  at  a 
ground  rent  of  £1,600  a  year  and  on 
which  £150,000  has  been  spent  in  building 
and  equipment,  such  hotel  having  or  not 
having  a  tap,  and  a  hotel  built  on  a  free- 
hold site,  acquired  and  built  expressly  as 
a  hotel,  at  a  cost  of,  say,  including  equip- 
ment, £50,000,  and  which  only  supplies 
liquors  to  its  internal  guests,  and  having 
no  tap. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  It  is  quite  impossible 
to  answer  an  abstract  question  such  as 
this,  or  even  to  say  what  will  happen  in  a 
concrete  case  during  or  after  the  next 
fourteen  years.  But  it  may  be  pointed 
out  that  hotels,  to  which  the  holding  of  a 
licence  is  merely  auxiliary,  such  as, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  Member  has  in  mind, 
are  to  be  given  special  consideration  both 
in  regard  to  the  reduction  scheme  {see 
First  Schedule,  Modification  No.  2)  and 
in  regard  to  prohibition  (see  Clause  2  (6)). 

Mr.   AKERS-DOUGLAS    (Kent,    St.  | 
Augustine's) :  Does  the  Prime  Minister 
intend  at  the  close  of  the  Second  Reading  i 
debate  to  move  to  refer  the  Licensing  i 
Bill  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  Yes,  Sir.  | 

Lord  R.CECIL  (Marylebone,  E):  Is 
it  intended  that  the  pro\'isions  of  sub- 
section 2  of  Clause  3  shall  apply  to  all 
licences  existing  at  the  end  of  the  reduc- 
tion period  1 


PERSONAL  EXPLANATIONS. 
♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  (York) :  By  the 
kind  permission  and  generous  indulgence 
of  the  House  it  has  become  my  unpleasant 
duty  to  have  to  make  a  personal  explana- 
tion. In  the  course  of  last  Thursday  after- 
noon I  made  a  speech  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Licensing  Bill.  In  a  part  of  that 
speech  I  made  some  remarks  upon  Dutton's 
Blackburn  Brewery,  and  in  pursuing  its 
unfortunately  somewhat  decadent  for- 
tunes I  had  occasion  to  refer  at  the 
conclusion  of  ray  remarks  in  these  terms 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Patronage 
Secretary.  I  asked — and  The  Times: 
reports  me  correctly — 

"Who    was    the    fortunate    vendor?     His 
name  was  Mr.. George  Whiteley,  M.P." 

I  went  on  to  say  that  I  did  not  blame  the 
Patronage  Secretary,  but  that,  considering 
the  high  canons  of  morality  which  had  been 
set  up  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  by  other 
prominent  speakers  on  the  Radical  side 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  brewery 
companies,  the  right  hon.  Member  might 
find  it  a  somewhat  difficult  task  when 
Monday  evening  came  to  dnve  the  im- 
maculate Radical  sheep  into  the  Radical 
fold.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was- 
not  present  when  I  made  these  observa- 
tions. I  regret  that  I  did  not  give  him 
notice.  If  he  had  been  present  I  believe 
that  neither  in  manner  nor  in  matter 
would  he  have  taken  umbrage  at  anything 
I  said.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  saw 
me  personally,  later,  and  wrote  to  me — 
I  need  not  disclose  the  details  either  of 
the  conversation  or  of  the  letters  which 
passed  between  us;  but  in  effect  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemnn  asked  me  to 
withdraw,  and  in  effect  I  replied  that 
I  should  wait  to  hear  his  statement,  and 
then,  if  that  statement  convinced  me  that 
I  had  been  wrong,  of  course  I  should  at 
once  get  up  in  my  place  and  express  my 
regret.  I  understand,  however,  that 
according  to  the  practise  of  the  House  that 
course  is  not  open  to  me.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  make  his  statement, 
it  would  not  be  open  to  me  to  make  a. 
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reply;  and,  therefore,  this  alternative 
presents  itself  to  me,  that  either  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  make  his 
speech,  and  I  should  be  forced  to  remain 
silent,  or  that  I  should  make  the  first 
statement.  I  say  now  deliberately  in 
the  face  of  the  House  that  what  I  said  in 
the  House  is  in  fact  substantially  the 
case,  and  that  I  cannot  in  any  way  with- 
draw from  the  position  I  took  up,  and 
if  the  House  will  grant  me  its  kind 
indulgence  I  will  explain  why. 

*Mr.  speaker  :    I  understood   the  | 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  rising  to  make  i 
an  explanation.     It  appears  that  he  has  | 
only  risen  to  repeat  what  he  said.     If  he  I 
is  prepared  to  withdraw  anything  from  ! 
the   statement   which   he  made   on   the 
previous  occasion,  I  am  sure  the  House 
would  listen  ;  but  if  he  is  not  prepared  to 
do  80,  he  has  no  status  whatever. 

*Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  :  The  moment 
you  rise  and  tell  me  that.  Sir,  I 
have  done.  [An  Hox.  Member  :  What 
did  you  begin  for  *?]  I  showed  no  ill- 
feeling  towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  say  again  in  face  of  the  House  that  I 
adhere  to  what  I  said. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  really  taken  a  course  he  had  no 
business  to  have  taken.  I  may  say  he 
entirely  misled  me.  I  understood 
that  he  was  prepared  to  make  some 
explanation  as  to  how  he  fell  into  error, 
if  there  was  an  error.  If  he  is  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  there  was  any 
error,  I  am  afraid  the  House  will  not 
give  him  any  further  opportunity. 

The  PATRONAGE  SEC  RETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  George  White- 
ley,  Yorkshire,  W.R.,Pudsey) :  With  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  desire  to  make 
a  personal  explanation  ;  and  I  regret  that 
my  hon.  friend  has  not  seen  fit  to  with- 
draw from  the  position  he  took  up, 
because  I  have  given  to  him  as  fully  as 
I  possibly  could  all  the  details  of  the 
matter;  and  the  hon.  Member  knows 
exactly  what  I  am  going  to  tell  the 
House.  He  came  down  here  on  Thursday 
in  my  absence,  and  without  the  courtesy 
of  giving  me  notice  that  he  was  going 
to  attack  me  he  made  a  distinct  and 
categorical  statement  to  the  House.  He 
described  the  position  of  a  brewery  in 
Blackburn  that  had  been  floated  first  for 
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£500,000  and  re-floated  for  £750,000,  and 
said  that  the  profits  of  the  re-flotation 
went  into  the  pockets  of  the  vendor.  He 
said  — 

"No  doubt  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
burning  to  know  who  was  the  fortunate  vendor. 
His  name  was  Mr.  George  Whiteley,  M.P. 
He  did  not  blame  the  Patronage  Secretary; 
but  how  was  he  going  to  answer  to  the  hi£h 
canon  of  morality  that  had  been  set  up  on  tne 
other  side  of  the  House  ?  What  answer  could 
he  make  to  the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  so 
strong  a^inst  inflated  breweries  ?  " 

And  then  he  continued  with  a  rhe- 
torical display  which  had  nothing  about 
it  to  commend  it  except  the  fact  that  it 
was  destitute  of  one  element  of  truth. 
I  was  not  the  vendor  of  that  brewer}^; 
I  never  owned  or  possessed  that  brewery ; 
and  I  had  no  hand  whatever  in  the  re- 
flotation  of  that  brewery  to  the  public. 
And,  singular  to  say,  the  hon.  Member 
had  in  his  hand  when  he  made  that 
statement —because  he  showed  it  to  me 
within  an  hour  and  a  half  afterwards — a 
prospectus  in  which  it  is  distinctly  said 
that  another  gentleman  of  the  name  of 
Mr.  John  Fraser,  acting  on  behalf  of  a 
London  syndicate,  was  the  vendor  of  that 
brewery.  The  hon.  Member  shakes  his 
head.  I  have  not  seen  that  prospectus 
for  eleven  years,  except  in  the  hands  of 
the  hon.  Member.  I  am  prepared  to  pay 
£1,000  to  any  charity  the  hon.  Memoer 
is  willing  to  name  provided  I  am  wrong. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  he  is  wrong,  I  ask 
him  to  do  the  same.  I  leave  the  whole 
question  in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  University,  who  has 
got  the  prospectus  in  his  hand. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) : 
When  can  I  have  the  stakes  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY  :  A  lead- 
ing Tory  paper  in  Yorkshire  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  was  indirectly 
connected  made  a  similar  statement  a  few 
years  ago,  and  was  communicated  with 
by  my  solicitors,  and  withdrew  and 
apologised.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
House  will  bear  with  me  for  two  minutes 
while  I  give  the  history  of  the  re-flotation 
of  the  brewery,  which  will  be  found  to  be 
absolutely  justifiable.  The  brewery  was 
part  of  the  estate  of  a  gentleman  who 
died  in  Blackburn  towards  the  end  of 
1896.  Four  trustees  were  appointed,  of 
whom  I  was  one.  For  convenience  sake 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate  the 
trustees      immediately     converted    that 
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brewery  into  a  sort  of  private  limited 
liability  company  and  issued  debentures 
to  the  public,  keeping  the  whole  of  the 
share  capital  in  their  hands.  And 
because  they  kept  the  whole  of  the  shares, 
they  issued  only  a  very  small  nominal 
amount  of  share  capital.  Just  at  that 
time — the  beginning  of  1897 — there  was 
a  boom  in  breweries.  Breweries  were 
being  bought  up  and  floated  by  syndi- 
cates all  over  the  country;  and  the 
trustees,  who  were  perfectly  contented 
with  the  position  of  the  brewery  as  a 
privately  managed  concern,  were  pestered 
and  worried  to  such  a  degree  by  over  a 
hundred  applications  coming  day  by  day 
that  in  the  end  they  were  obliged,  in  the 
interests  of  the  trust,  to  consider  an  offer 
made  to  them  by  a  London  syndicate 
to  purchase  the  brewery.  The  trustees 
were  pressed  time  after  time  to  permit 
them  to  float  the  brewery  on  their  behalf. 
I  waa  then  a  Member  of  the  House.  I 
knew  the  difficulties  and  dangers  of 
flotation  and  re-flotation  ;  and  I  said  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  I  have  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  flotation  of  a 
public  company.  The  trustees,  in  the 
interests  of  the  estate,  met  the  syndicate. 
They  were  persuaded  to  put  a  price  on 
the  brewery.  The  whole  transaction  was 
completed  in  five  minutes,  and  the 
brewery  was  bought  and  sold  to  the 
syndicate  ;  and,  as  evidence  of  the  good 
faith  and  substantial  position  of  the 
purchasing  syndicate,  they  were  required 
to  pay  over  X 2 5, 000  to  the  trustees 
before  the  trustees  put  their  hands  to 
paper  in  the  matter.  The  syndicate  then 
rioated  the  brewery  at  a  considerably 
♦enhanced  price  ;  and  naturally  the  profits 
went  into  their  pockets  minus  the  cost  of 
flotation.  In  justice  to  them  I  must  say 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  brewing 
trade  then  were  of  such  a  character,  and 
the  position  of  the  brewery  was  such— 
the  increasing  profits  shown  year  by  year 
were  so  substantial — that  the  issue  to  the 
public  was  made  at  nothing  but  a  reason- 
able figure  by  the  capitalists  I  have 
mentioned  ;  and  at  the  present  moment, 
even  after  the  great  "  slump  "  in  brewing 
profits — after  that  great  reduction — that 
concern  in  Blackburn  is  now  making  a 
profit  which  would  pay  a  full  rate  of 
interest  on  the  sum  of  money  the  trustees 
received  from  the  purchasing  syndicate. 

♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER  :  What  is  it 
paying  on  the  ordinary  shares  ? 


Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY :  There, 
again,  the  hon.  Member  is  discovering  a 
new  mare's  nest,  which  he  is  wonderfully 
clever  in  unearthing.  The  ordinary 
shares  have  been  obliterated.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  tell  the  House  the  cir- 
cumstances of  that  wiping  out  of  the 
ordinary  shares.  He  did  not  tell  the 
House  that  two  people  who  were  inter- 
ested in  that  brewery  and  had  preference 
shares  voluntarily  surrendered  a  certain 
number  of  preference  shares,  which  were 
given  in  exchange  for  the  ordinary 
shares,  and  so  the  preference  shareholders 
wiped  them  out. 

♦Mr.  GEORGE  FABER :  For  how 
much? 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY  :  It  does 
not  matter  how  much.  It  was  sufficient, 
in  the  minds  of  the  ordinary  shareholders 
to  make  them  accept  the  exchange.  The 
trustees  did  their  duty  to  the  state  ;  and 
if  the  whole  transaction  were  to  be  done 
over  again  they  would  act  in  exactly  the 
same  way. 


COSTS  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES  BILL. 
Reported,    with    Amendments,    from 
Standing  Committee  0, 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  134.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed.  [No. 
134.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (by  the  Standing 
Committee),  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion upon  Thursday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  208.] 


xMUNICIPAL    REPRESENTATION    BILL 
[Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  209.] 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES) 
(CHAIRMEN'S  PANEL). 

Mr.  Stuart- WoRTLEY  reported  from 
the  Chairmen's  Panel ;  That  they  had 
discharged  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley  from 
being  Chairman  of  Standing  Committee 
A,    and     had    appointed     Sir     Francis 
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Channing  to  act  as  Chairman  of  Standing 
Committee  A  in  his  place. 

Mr.  Stuart -WoRTLEY  further  re- 
ported ;  That  they  had  discharged  Mr. 
Eugene .  Wason  from  being  Chairman  of 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Scottish  Bills, 
and  had  appointed  Sir  William  Holland 
to  act  as  Chairman  of  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Scottish  Bills  in  his  place. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


NEfV  BILL, 


WORKMEN'S  EVICTION  (TRADE 
DISPUTES)  BILL. 

"  To  prevent  the  Eviction  of  Workmen 
in  certain  cases  of  trade  disputes,"  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Walsh ;  supported  by  Mr. 
Enoch  Edwards,  Mr.  Glover,  Mr.  Wads- 
worth,  Dr.  Pollard,  Mr.  John  Ward,  Mr. 
Thome,  Mr.  Arthur  Henderson,  Mr. 
James  Haslam,  Mr.  Clynes,  Mr.  William 
Abraham  (Rhondda),  and  Mr.  Albert 
Stanley  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Wednesday,  20th  May,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  210.] 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  "That  Mr.  Runciman  be  dis- 
charged from  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee." 

Ordered, "  That  Mr.  Hobhouse  be  added 
to  the  Committee." — {Mr.  Whiteley.) 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE 
(LICENSING  BILL). 

Ordered,  **  That  the  Proceedings  on  the 
Licensing  Bill,  if  under  discussion  at 
Eleven  o'clock  this  night,  be  not  inter- 
rupted under  the  Standing  Order  (Sittings 
of  the  House)." — {Mr,  Asquith,) 


LICENSING  BILL. 
Order   read,    for   resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [28th 
April],    "That    the   Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Which  Amendment  was — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'  This  House  declines  to  proceed  further  >nth 
a  measure  which,  while  failing  to  promote  the 
cause  of  temperance,  violates  the  principles  of 
equity.  *^ Jf r.  Cavt) — instead  thereof." 


Question  again  proposed,  ^  That  the 
words  propos^  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Surrey,  Wimble- 
don),  resuming  his  speech,  said: 
There  are  three  points  with  regard 
to  the  general  complexion  of  the  Bill 
to  which  I  still  desiie  to  devote  some 
observations.  The  first  of  them  is  this : 
According  to  my  mind  it  is  really  a 
misnomer  to  call  this  a  temperance  Bill 
at  all.  It  is  in  reality  a  Finance  Bill. 
Personally  I  feel  obliged  to  describe  it,  as 
regards  some  of  its  clauses  at  all  events— 
which  I  hope,  however,  will  be  largely 
modified  in  the  future — ^as  a  great  measure 
of  what  seems  to  me  a  financial  blunder, 
which  should  never  be  introduced  in  our 
time  or  by  any  Grovernment.  I  believe 
the  Bill  is  fraught  with  injury  and 
wrong  to  the  great  interest  with  which 
it  proposes  to  deal,  and  in  my  judg- 
ment the  injury  inflicted  is  by  no 
means  limited  to  that.  I  do  not  wish 
to  exaggerate,  and  I  do  not  think  I 
shall  do  so  if  I  say  that  one,  and  by  no 
means  the  least,  of  the  injuries  inflicted 
by  this  Bill  is  that  it  has  given  something 
in  the  nature  of  a  shock  to  public  con- 
fidence. You  have  frightened  and 
alarmed  every  other  interest  in  the 
country,  and,  in  my  opinion,  that  is 
perhaps  one  of  the  most  mischievous  and 
most  dangerous  contingencies  that  apper- 
tain to  the  Government  of  this  country. 
Nobody  now,  no  matter  who  or  whit 
he  is,  whatever  his  work,  calling,  busi- 
ness, profession,  or  property,  knows 
whether  he  may  not  be  disturbed  to- 
morrow. It  is  now  the  turn  of  the 
brewers ;  to  -  morrow  it  may  be  that 
of  the  bankers  or  anybody  else,  and 
it  is  because  that  is  the  situation 
to-day  that  I  have  described  this 
Bill  as  having  given  a  shock  to  public 
confidence.  The  worst  of  it  is  this,  that 
although  the  Bill  may  be  destroyed,  and 
I  trust  most  earnestly  will  be,  yet  un- 
happily the  shock  to  public  confidence 
wiU  remain.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Government  are  inconsistent  in  their 
policy.  It  is  said  that  this 
is  a  great  measure  to  diminish 
drunkenness  and  promote  the  cause 
of  temperance  amongst  our  people. 
There  cannot  be  a  more  admirable  ob- 
ject.    But   are   not   the   inhabitants  oi 
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Ireland  and  Scotland  part  of  our  people  ? 
Surely  they  are,  and  if  this  is  the  object 
of  this  Bill  and  it  is  good    for  England, 
can     it    be    less    good   for    the   people 
of     the     other     two    countries     also  ? 
If  that  be  so,  why  is  it  not  extended  to 
Ireland    and    Scotland,    where    at    the 
present   time    it   is   notorious   that   the 
consumption      of     alcoholic     liquor     is 
greater  than  it  is  in  England?     If  the 
Government    did    extend    it    it    might 
bring    them    into    sharp    collision    with 
their  greatest   allies  and  principal  sup- 
porters in  those  countries.     But  if  that 
is  what  accounts  for  their  exclusion  from 
this   Bill,   I   must   remark  that  it  says 
very    little    for    the    genuine    character 
and    the   reality    of    the    Grovemment's 
reforming    zeal    in    the    campaign    into 
which      they     have      entered      against 
the     evil     of      drunkenness.      At     this 
period    of    the    debate    it    u    needless 
for    me    to    dwell    at     any    length    on 
the  measure  of  the  loss  they  are  going 
to    inflict    upon    large    numbers   of   the 
people  of  this  country.     That  has  been 
done,  I  think,  pretty  thoroughly  already. 
But  what  is  the  use  of  doing  so  in  the 
face    of   the    callous    indifEerence,    as    it 
appears   to   me,  of  the   Front   Treasury 
Bench  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  on  large  numbers  of  people  in  this 
country  ?     That  weighs    with    me    more 
than  anything  else  in  my  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  an  opposition  I  am  determined 
to   continue    to    offer   to    it.     One   hon. 
Member  of  the   Front   Bench   spoke   in 
terms  of  the  greatest  pity  of  the  poor 
and    widow    investors,    who,    he    said, 
would     suffer    greatly.     I     would     fain 
believe  the  pity  he  expressed  was  genuine, 
but  if  it  was,  what  pity  do  the  Grovem- 
ment  show  them   in   this   Bill  ?     Where 
i*  it  to  be  found  in  any  single  one  of  the 
forty-seven    clauses  ?     Why,  that   docu- 
ment as  it  stands  at  present  is  not  one 
but  a  whole  series  of  clauses  designed, 
and  very  cleverly  designed,  to  complete 
the  ruin  of  these  people.     I  say  that  it  is 
the    Grovemment    and    the    Party    wh) 
support  them  who    have   made  already 
and  are  continuing  to  make  the  position, 
which  they  declare    to  be  bad  enough, 
infinitely  worse.     [Cries  of  "  No."]     Yes, 
a  thousand  times  or  more,  as  is  shown 
by  the  opposition  to  their  measure  even 
at   the    present    moment   and   before   it 
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is  carried — and  I  hope  it  never  may  be — 
into  law.     Let  me  ask  another  question. 
What  is  this  going  to  justify  ?     What  are 
the  Grovemment  going  to  gain  by  these 
harsh  and  cruel  methods  that  they  are 
adopting  ?     Surely  they  must  know  by 
this  time  ;  they  surely  must  have  realised 
by  now  that  there  are  hundreds  of  hiunble 
investors  in  this  country  whom  this  Bill  in 
its  present  shape  will  bring  to  poverty, 
and  I  am  afraid  in  many  cases  to  absolute 
ruin.     What  are  the  Gcvernment  going 
to    do  ?     What    is    their   great  object  ? 
They   have    shown   us   nothing    at   the 
present    time   to   give   warrant   to   the 
Bill,  or  to  show  that  the  reduction  of 
the    licences    and    the    diminution    of 
drunkenness    will    proceed    pari    passu 
together  ;    that  the  substitution  of  clubs 
which  they  cannot  control  for  the  public- 
houses  which  they  can,  and  do,  is  likely 
to  lead  in  the  smallest  degree  to  the  spread 
of    temperance    among    our    people    so 
simplv,  widely,  and  happily  as  everyone 
on  all  sides  of  the  House  desires.     All 
the  facts  and  figures  so    freely  quoted 
in  this  debate  appear  to  me,  and  I  have 
done  my  best  to  master  them,  to  lead 
to  absolutely    opposite    conclusions.     I 
believe  myself,  with  the  most  absolute 
sincerity,    that    this  measure,  whatever 
the    expectations    and    anticipations   of 
the  Government  may  be  with  regard  to 
it,  is  more  likely  to  lead  to  increased  con- 
sumption of  alcoholic   liquors  private]}* 
or  otherwise.     It  will  be  enough  to  quote 
the   statement   of   Mr.    Gladstone,    that 
there  are  three  great   principles   which 
ought  to  guide  us  in  the  consideration 
of  this  question,  and  one  of  them  is  that 
changes  should  be  made  with  due  and 
careful   regard   to   the   state   of   public 
opinion  in  the  country.     That  reminds 
me  of  something  I  was  told  a  great  many 
years  ago — I  do  not  like  to   think  how 
many — by     Mr.     Delane,     the     famous 
editor  of  The  Times,  to  whom,  in  those 
days,   I   was    often  indebted  for   much 
kindness  and  encouragement.     What  he 
said  to  me  was  this — 

"  Now,  remember  that  on  any  question  of 
unusual  interest  and  public  excitement  the  letter- 
bag  of  The  Times  is  almost  always  an  unfaiUng 
indication  of  public  opinion.** 

I  do  not  know  how  far  the  private  post 
may  convey  the  same  kind  of  information, 
but  this  I  do  know,  that  never  in  the  whole 
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in  regard  to  the  taxation  of  ground 
values  ;  they  seem  to  have  ijivested  in 
those.  In  respect  of  bad  housing  accom- 
modation, widows  and  orphans  have 
invested  largely  i.i  that  class  of  property. 
Then  as  to  Chiiese  labour.  The  widows 
and  orphans  seem  to  have  picked  out  all 
the  worst  miaes  ixi  South  Africa,  all  the 
mines  that  could  not  pay  without  coolie 
labour,  and  invested  heavily  in  them. 
I  thought  they  had  lost  all  their  money 
there,  but  it  seems  that  the  money  they 
have  lost  they  have  re-invested  inMeux's 
brewery.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man trotted  out  "The  Coach  and 
Horses."  That  is  a  most  useful  elec- 
tioneering wheeze,  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
investigate  the  circumstances  he  would 
have  found  that  there  is  really  nothing 
ID  it. 


Mr.  CHAPLIN  ; 
the  case,  and  asked 


the  facts  of 
/ou  to  answer  them. 

ri  ^t\i^^^y^^^ORGE  :  I  think  the 
t^ke  ^♦Ktf^^^^®'^*^  might  have  at  least 
The  Hri*^  House  into  his  confidence, 
th  faJr^^®  would  then  have  known  that 
at  ftjf^^^  stated  have  nothing  in  common 
with  the  facts  as  they  really  are.  I 
deal  with  that  later.  I  want  to  come 
Tthe  question  of  expectation.  The  right 
3n.  Gentleman  finally  has  come  to  the 
Conclusion  that  this  is  a  Bill  which  will 
lead  to  an  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
[drink,  and  yet  it  will  ruin  the  brewers. 
All  those  who  are  engaged  in  making  beer 
and  selling  beer  are  to  be  reduced  to 
beggary,  and  yet  this  Bill  is  somehow  or 
other  going  to  increase  the  consumption 
of  drink  throughout  the  country.  It  is 
a  very  remarkable  Bill  if  that  is  the  case. 
But,  having  listened  to  this  debate  for 
three  or  four  days,  there  is  one  thing  that 
has  struck  me  very  forcibly,  more  especi- 
ally in  listening  to  the  speeches  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  No  man 
listening  to  those  speeches  could  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  we  were  debating  a 
proposal  made  by  a  Government  which 
is  supported  by  all  the  organisations  that 
have  made  a  special  study  of  this  problem 
— debating  a  Government  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  greatest  social  evil  of  the 
moment,  an  acknowledged  evil,  not  dis- 
puted by  any  section,  and  acknowledged 
by  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  in  those 


eloquent  words  which  he  used  towards 
the  close  of  his  speech. 

Sir  FRANCIS  LOWE  (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) :   It  is  a  decreasing  evil. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  believe  that  that  is  the  case, 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say,  looking 
at  the  statistics,  it  is  not  decreas- 
ing;  on  the  contrary,  in  some  respects 
it  is  increas'mg,  and  far  and  away  the 
most  serious  increase  is  that  of 
female  drinking.  From  the  point  of  view 
of  the  future  of  the  race,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive of  any  graver  symptom  than  that. 
At  any  rate  T  do  not  know  that  it  is 
denied  by  ^^ybody  that  it  is  a  very  grave 
social  e^^^^-'and  the  gravest  of  the  moment. 
Yejirliobody  listening  to  the  speeches  on 

e  other  side  of  the  House  could  con- 
ceive that  we  are  really  discussing  the 
method    of    curing    that    evil.     On    the 
contrary,  it  is  all  about  debentures,  and 
preference  sha  '-js,  and  investments,  and 
Stock  Exchange  transactions,  while  at  the 
bottom   of    the    whole  thing   you  have 
this    very    grave    social  symptom.      If 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  come  to  the  House  and  said  :    "  We 
are     dissatisfied     with     your    proposals 
dealing  with  the  property  invested  in  the 
liquor  traflGlc,"   and  if  they  had   said : 
"  Provided  there  is  some  equitable  pro- 
vision made,   we  will  help  you  to  the 
utmost  of  our  power  to  solve  the  problem, 
to  do  something  to  decrease  the  evil  of 
intemperance,  by  equipping  magistrates 
and  local  authorities  with  full  powers  to 
cope  with  the  evil,"   then,  speaking  for 
myself,   I   say   I   should  not   scrutinise 
so  closely    the    title    of    the  publicans 
and    the    licencees    to    even    generous 
treatment.     But  they  have  not  done  so. 
They  have  treated  it  purely  as  if  it  were 
a    property    question.     And,    therefore, 
we  are  bound,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
examine  the  claim  which  is  put  forward 
by  them  to  the  treatment  of  this  as  pro- 
perty and  to  examine  closely  the  char- 
acter which  they  claim  the  property  has 
and  the  treatment  which  ought  to  be 
meted  out  to  it  as  a  property  when  the 
State  takes  measures  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
possessing, for  public  reasons,  those  who 
are  in  the  enjo)anent  of  that  property. 
Well  now,  what  is  that  proi^e^t^  \    "^^ 
have  heard  a   ^oo^  ^^eX  ^QVi5i,   n<«^^^. 
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course  of  my  political  career  have  I  had 
such  an  enormous  number  of  communi- 
cations on  any  subject  as  I  have  had  on 
this,  except  one  other,  but  that  was  a 
very  different  kind  of  matter  altogether. 
But  if  these  private  letters  convey  any- 
thing, all  I  can  say  is  this,  that  the  tide 
of  public  opinion  must  be  running  at  a 
most  alarming  rate  against  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
unless  they  take  great  care,  it  seems  to 
me,  if  I  may  judge  by  my  experience, 
that  it  will  end  very  quickly  indeed  in  an 
irresistible  and  overwhelming  flood, 
which  in  all  probability  will  sweep  them 
and  their  Bills  away  together.  That  in 
all  probability  is  the  fate  which,  sooner 
or  later,  awaits  them.  I  would  venture 
to  appeal  to  His  Majesty's  Government, 
on  behalf  of  these  unhappy  and  un- 
fortunate investors  of  whom  I  have 
spoken,  who  are  in  no  way  whatever  to 
blame  for  the  position  of  the  licensing 
question  as  a  whole,  to  reconsider,  if  they 
will,  the  position  of  these  persons,  these 
thousands,  these  millions  of  investors,  to 
one  and  all  of  whom  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  in  its  present  form  will  be  a  most 
injurious,  unjust,  and  to  many,  I  fear, 
a  crushing  and  fatal  blow.  Most 
earnestly  do  I  hope  that  my  appeal  will 
meet  with  some  consideration  at  all 
events,  for  this  I  do  feel,  that  if  you 
adhere  to  what  you  call  the  fundamental 
provisions  of  your  Bill,  if  you  persist 
in  forcing  them  through  Parliament  in 
their  present  form,  not  only  will  you 
find  the  verdict  of  public  opinion 
entirely  against  you,  but  you  will  go 
down  to  posterity  with  the  execration 
of  your  victims  as  men  who  were  respon- 
sible, for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
English  Government,  for  the  most  un- 
called for,  for  the  most  heartless  and 
cruel  piece  of  public  confiscation  that 
was  ever  attempted  by  any  English 
Ministry  against  thousands,  nay,  against 
millions,  of  perfectly  innocent,  perfectly 
blameless,  and  perfectly  unoffending 
people  of  this  kingdom. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Car- 
narvon Boroughs)  :  Li  the  last  solemn 
words  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
addressed  to  this  House,  he  threatened 
us  with  a  flood  which  was  to  sweep  us 
away.     I  do  not  know  when  we  are  to 

Mr.  Chaplin. 


be  submerged  in  this  alcoholic  deluge, 
but  in  the  meantime  we  must  do  our 
best  to  avert  the  evils  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  prepared  to 
acknowledge  that  this  traffic  is  causing 
to  the  country.  I  have  listened  with  a 
good  deal  of  attention  to  the  bifurcated 
speech  which  he  has  delivered  partly  on 
Friday  and  partly  this  morning,  but  in 
the  course  of  that  speech  he  has  given 
the  House  pretty  well  all  the  stock 
arguments  ever  advanced  against  any 
measure  of  reform  in  this  House  of 
Commons.  We  have  had  "the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge";  it  is  simply  the 
beginning  ;  it  is  to  lead  to  Socialism. 
It  is  rather  remarkable,  if  this  is  a 
Socialistic  measure — and  I  would  like 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  to  explain  the 
phenomenon — if  it  is  a  Socialistic  measure, 
based  on  Socialistic  principles,  how  he 
accounts  for  the  fact  that  the  Socialistic 
Party  is  engaged  at  the  present  moment 
in  fighting  all  the  candidates  who  are 
supporting  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Well,  I  informed 
the  House  that  the  Socialists  were  sup- 
porting it  with  enthusiasm  in  the  Homte 
of   Commons. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  know,  but 
not  because  it  is  based  on  Socialistic 
principles.  They  are  supporting  it  on 
its  merits,  exactly  as  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  is  supporting  it.  He 
surely  does  not  belong  to  the  Independwit 
Labour  Party.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  the  argument  of  am- 
fiscation — this  argument  which  has  been 
advanced  against  every  Liberal  measure 
from  the  days  of  the  Reform  Bill.  The 
owners  of  rotten  boroughs  used  the 
same  argument.  There  were  men  in 
those  boroughs  who  made  a  trade  out 
of  the  franchise  which  they  had  there. 
They  had  a  reasonable  expectation  from 
their  past  experience  that  they  would 
still  go  on  making  the  same  business. 
They  were  swept  away  without  rem- 
pensation  ;  so  they  said  it  was  robbery. 
We  have  also  had  the  widows  and 
orphans  dressed  up  for  the  occasion. 
Ever  since  I  have  been  in  this  .ouse 
whenever  there  has  been  a^.y  Bill  or  any  act 
of  admi  dstration  of  a  Liberal  character, 
we  have  always  had  the  widows  and 
orphans   introduced.     It    was    the   case 
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in  regard  to  the  taxation  of  ground 
values  ;  they  seem  to  have  invested  in 
those.  In  respect  of  bad  housing  accom- 
modation, widows  and  orphans  have 
invested  largelv  i  i  that  class  of  property. 
Then  as  to  Chi  lese  labour.  The  widows 
and  orphans  seem  to  have  picked  out  all 
the  worst  miaes  ia  South  Africa,  all  the 
mines  that  could  not  pay  without  coolie 
labour,  and  invested  heavily  in  them. 
I  thought  they  had  lost  all  their  money 
there,  but  it  seems  that  the  money  they 
have  lost  they  have  re -in  vested  inMeux's 
brewery.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man trotted  out  "  The  Coach  and 
Horses."  That  is  a  most  useful  elec- 
tioneeri.ig  wheeze,  but  if  the  right  hon. 
(jentleman  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
investigate  the  circumstances  he  would 
have  found  that  there  is  really  nothing 
ill  it. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :    I  gave  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  asked  you  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  at  least 
taken  the  House  into  his  confidence. 
The  House  would  then  have  known  that 
the  facts  stated  have  nothing  in  common 
at  all  with  the  facts  as  they  really  are.  I 
will  deal  with  that  later.  I  want  to  come 
to  the  question  of  expectation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  finally  has  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  is  a  Bill  which  will 
lead  to  an  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
drink,  and  yet  it  will  ruin  the  brewers. 
All  those  who  are  engaged  in  making  beer 
and  selling  beer  are  to  be  reduced  to 
beggary,  and  yet  this  Bill  is  somehow  or 
other  going  to  increase  the  consumption 
of  drink  throughout  the  country.  It  is 
a  very  remarkable  Bill  if  that  is  the  case. 
But,  having  listened  to  this  debate  for 
three  or  four  days,  there  is  one  thing  that 
has  struck  me  very  forcibly,  more  especi- 
ally in  listening  to  the  speeches  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  No  man 
listening  to  those  speeches  could  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  we  were  debating  a 
proposal  made  by  a  Government  which 
is  supported  by  all  the  organisations  that 
have  made  a  special  study  of  this  problem 
— debating  a  Government  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  greatest  social  evil  of  the 
moment,  an  acknowledged  evil,  not  dis- 
puted by  any  section,  and  acknowledged 
by  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  in   those 


eloquent  words  which  he  used  towards 
the  close  of  his  speech. 

Sir  FRANCIS  LOWE   (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) :   It  is  a  decreasing  evil. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :    I  should  be 
very  glad  to  believe  that  that  is  the  case, 
but    I     am      sorry     to     say,     looking 
at    the    statistics,   it  is    not     decreas- 
ing;     on  the  contrary,  in  some  respects 
it  is  increasing,  and  far  and  away  the 
most     serious     increase     is      that      of 
female  drinking.     From  the  point  of  view 
of  the  future  of  the  race,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive of  any  graver  symptom  than  that. 
At  any  rate  I  do  not  know  that  it  is 
denied  by  anybody  that  it  is  a  very  grave 
social  evil,  and  the  gravest  of  the  moment. 
Yet  nobody  listening  to  the  speeches  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  could  con- 
ceive that  we  are  really  discussing  the 
method   of    curing    that    evil.     On   the 
contrary,  it  is  all  about  debentures,  and 
preference  sha'-is,  and  investments,  and 
Stock  Exchange  transactions,  while  at  the 
bottom   of    the    whole  thing   you  have 
this    very    grave    social  symptom.      If 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  come  to  the  House  and  said  :    "  We 
are     dissatisfied    with    your     proposals 
dealing  with  the  property  invested  in  the 
liquor  traflGlc,"   and  if  they   had   said : 
"  Provided  there  is  some  equitable  pro- 
vision made,   we   will  help  you  to  the 
utmost  of  our  power  to  solve  the  problem, 
to  do  something  to  decrease  the  evil  of 
intemperance,  by  equipping  magistrates 
and  local  authorities  with  full  powers  to 
cope  with  the  evil,"   then,  speaking  for 
myself,    I   say   I   should   not   scrutinise 
so  closely    the    title    of    the  publicans 
and    the    licencees    to    even    generous 
treatment.     But  they  have  not  done  so. 
They  have  treated  it  purely  as  if  it  were 
a    property    question.     And,    therefore, 
we  are  bound,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
examine  the  claim  which  is  put  forward 
by  them  to  the  treatment  of  this  as  pro- 
perty and  to  examine  closely  the  char- 
acter which  they  claim  the  property  has 
and  the  treatment  which  ought  to  be 
meted  out  to  it  as  a  property  when  the 
State  takes  measures  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
possessing, for  public  reasons,  those  who 
are  in  the  enjoyment  of  that  property. 
Well  now,  what  is  that  property  ?     We 
have  heard  a  good   deal  about    vested 
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licences  had  been  crranted  probably  for  the 
last  200  or  300  years  for  the  same  house  ; 
but  the  magistrates,  under  the  influence 
of  public  opinion,  came  to  the  conclusion 
that    there    were     too    many    licensed 
houses  in  the  country.     What  did  they 
do  ?     They    had    no    power    to    grant 
compensation.      They    never    went    to 
Parliament  to  ask  for  powers  to  grant 
compensation ;    on    the    contrary,   they 
sat     down     and     they     examined    the 
problem ;       they    sent    to    the    church- 
wardens   and    the    clergy     and    got    a 
report    from    them    of    the    number    of 
public -houses  in  each  parish,  and  on  the 
basis  of  those  reports  they  swept  away 
without    any    compensation    under    the 
powers  which  were  in  existence  up  to 
1904     thousands     of     public-houses     in 
England     and     Wales.     Then    came    a 
reaction.     But  is  not  that  the  history 
of   all   human   progress  ?     Still   we   are 
getting    on.     But    the    good    was    done 
in   the   meantime,   and  they  rushed   to 
the   other   extreme    as   you   are   doing, 
and  they  said  :     "  Now  let  us  have  free 
licences."     But   free   licences   were   just 
as    much    a    confiscation    of    the    pro- 
perty   of    the     licensee    as    reduction. 
Supposing  that,  instead  of  introducing  a 
Bill   to   reduce   licences   by   30,000,  my 
right  hon.  friend  had  introduced  a  Bill 
to   abolish   licences   altogether,    and   to 
make  the  sale  of  beer  and  spirits  as  free 
as  the  sale  of  bread — what  would  have 
happened  ?     You    would    have    confis- 
cated ten  times  more  property  than  by 
this  Bill.     That  is  what  the  magistrates 
did.     First,  they  swept  away  thousands 
of  licences  because  they  were  redundant, 
and  then  they  expanded  the  number  of 
licences    and    so    reduced    their    value. 
Then  we  come  to  the  do-nothing  period, 
and  then  during  the  twenty  years  before 
the  Act  of  1904  benches  of  magistrates 
were  beginning  to  reduce  licences  by  the 
thousand,   purely     because     they    were 
superfluous.     What  right  has  any  pur- 
chaser or  investor  to  assume  that  the 
law  guaranteed  to  him  an  indefeasible 
title  ?     The    law   declared   emphatically 
in  every  Court,  from  the  magistrates  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  there  was  no 
indefeasible    right,    that    the    discretion 
of  the  magistrate  was  unfettered,   and 
that  it  had  been  exercised  in  thousands 
of  cases,  so  that  the  licensed  trade  knew  ; 
and   if   anything   further   was   required 
Mr,  Lloi/d-Gr€orge, 


there   was  the   warning   given  by  the 
Home  Secretary.     He  circularised  them 
and  told  them  that  these  decisions  made 
it  clear  that  they  had  no  vested  interests 
in    their    licences.     Of    these    brewerr 
companies  which  practicallj  came  into 
existence    between    fifteen    and  twenty 
years  before  the  Act  of  1904,  as  mucli 
as  95  per  cent,  of  the  capital  was  in- 
vested in  this  period  when  the  law  had 
been   declared,   and   no   investor  could 
possibly  have  been  taken  in.     But  we 
have   foreign   and   Colonial    precedents. 
The  law  in  the  Colonies  is  exactly  what  it 
is  here.     There  was  an  annual  licence 
granted,  and  yet  what  have  the  Colonies 
done  ?     Local   option    laws    have   been 
passed,  and  high  licence  laws  have  been 
passed  without  any  compensation.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Dulwich  has  been  very 
emphatic  in  his  approval  of  the  sugges- 
tions that  the   Government   are  guilty 
of  a  great  act  of  confiscation  in  imposing 
a  fourteen  years  time-limit.     The   hon. 
Member   comes   from   New    Brunswick. 
What   has   happened   there  ?     In   New 
Brunswick    an    Act    has    been    passed 
whereby  the  Lieutenant-Governor  may 
cancel  all  licences  in   a  parish  on  the 
demand  of  the  parishioners.     And  tiie 
licences   are   to   be  entitled   to   receive 
what  ?    Fourteen  years  time-limit  ?    No. 
a  pro  rata  rebate  of  the  licence  fee  paid 
by  him  for  the  unexpired  portion  of  the 
year.     The   hon.   Member   for   Dulwich 
ought  to  be  ashamed  to  come  from  such 
a  colony.     In  Canada,  what  is  the  time- 
limit  ?    Ninety  days.    With  ninety  days 
notice  any  parish,  without  compensation, 
can  adopt  a  resolution  that  no  liquor  shall 
be  sold  within  its  boundaries.     In  the 
United   States   the   case   is   still   more 
significant,    and   for   this    reason.     The 
United  States  is  the  only  country  in  the 
world  where  they  have  a  constitutional 
law    for    the    protection    of    property. 
The    Times    Financial  Supplement  the 
other  day  called  attention  to  that  fact, 
and  to  the  claim  put  forward  in  New 
York   that  investments   were   safer  in 
America  than  in  any  European  country, 
because  a  law  could  not  be  passed  dealing 
with    property    without    the    Supreme 
Court's  declaring  it  ultra  vires.     Yet  in 
that   country   they  pissed  in   tens   of 
States  laws  conferring  on  the  locality 
power  to  wipe  out  licences  without  the 
payment  of  a  single  penny.    If  that  b 
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confiscation,  why  does  not  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  is  the  most  sensitive  Court 
in  the  world,  interfere  ?  They  have 
not  done  so.  I  might  ask  hon.  Members 
opposite,  that  being  the  law,  what  claim 
they  can  put  forward  for  the  liquor 
trade's  receiving  exceptional  indulgence. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  one  circum- 
stance. A  good  deal  of  its  profit  must  be 
a  I  rofit  on  excessive  drinking  and  on 
illegal  drinking.  Hundreds  of  thousands 
of  convictions  for  drunkenness  !  It  all 
goes  to  swell  the  claims  for  compensation. 
Take  the  finance  of  the  trade.  My  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Spen  Valley  in  the 
very  powerful  contribution  which  he 
made  to  this  debate  has  quite  sufficiently 
exposed  that.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Walton  Division  quoted 
a  few  cases  the  other  day  ;  and  he  was 
very  indignant  about  the  robbing  of 
people  who  had  invested  their  money 
in  a  certain  brewery.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  mixes  up  his  statistics 
and  his  law  so  much  with  his  jokes 
that  I  find  it  very  difficult  to  discriminate. 
But  he  produced  certain  figures  on  the 
First  Reading,  and  he  was  asked  to  show 
how  they  were  made  up.  He  has  not 
yet  thought  fit  to  comply  with  that 
request. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN 

(Worcestershire,    E.)  :        He    explained 
that. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Yes,  but 
he  has  had  two  months  to  produce  them  ; 
and  certainly  brewery  figures  and  finance 
cannot  be  accepted  without  investigation. 
I  wonder  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  investigated  his  cases  very 
thoroughly  ?  I  invite  him  to  do  so. 
What  are  the  facts  in  regard  to  several 
of  these  brewery  companies,  and  the 
noisiest  of  them  ?  There  are  two  cases 
I  know.  Most  people  when  invited 
to  invest  in  debentures  assume  tha*-  they 
are  a  first  security  on  the  property. 
\Vhat  is  the  fact  in  relation  to  these 
brewery  companies  ?  They  buy  public - 
house  after  public-house,  mortgaging 
each  in  turn.  Then  they  obtain  a  valua- 
tion of  the  premises,  deduct  the  mort- 
gages, and  issue  a  prospectus,  not  saying 
that  there  are  mortgages,  but  giving  the 
balance,  the  mere  equity  of  redemption. 
They    give    the    public    the    impression 


that  the  valuation  is  one  of  the  property 
as  it  stands  ;  and  then  people  invest 
in  the  debentures,  and  the  result  is  that 
in  many  cases  they  lose  their  money. 
Then  these  people  talk  about  widows 
and  orphans. 

Mr.     HARMOOD-BANNER     (Liver- 
pool, Evertou) :  May  we  have  the  names  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :     I  have  no 
objection  to  giving  the  names.     As  far 
as  property  is  concerned,  all  you  have 
is  this  shadowy  expectation  dependent 
on  the  discretion  of  the  magistrates,  up 
to  the  end  of  1904.     It  is  true  that  under 
that  Act,  under  the  pressure  of  the  trade, 
something   more   was   given.     But   that 
is  property  that  belonged  to  the  people. 
A  right  was  taken  from  the  public.     When 
it  is  suggested  that  Government,  in  the 
interest  of  the  public,  are  taking  away 
private  property,  that  is  called  robbery. 
What  name  should  be  given  to  the  taking 
away  of  the  property  which  belongs  to 
the   public  ?     [Cries   of   "  Political   job- 
bery."]    What  in  this  Bill  do  we  offer 
in  substitution  for  this  purely  shadow^' 
expectation  ?     First  of  all  a  time-limit 
of   fourteen   years,    which   is   the   most 
liberal    allowance    ever    given,    except 
in  one  case,  in  any  temperance  Bill  in- 
troduced   throughout    the    Empire.     If 
any  licence  is  taken  away  in  the'  mean- 
time compensation  is  given.     I  have  heard 
a  good  deal  of  criticism  on  the  basis  of  the 
compensation.     That   compensation    de- 
pends entirely  upon  the  extent  to  which 
the  brewer  has  been  honest  to  the  public 
in   supplying   the   facts   to   the   Inland 
Revenue  and  the  assessment  committee. 
If  he  chooses  to  pay  a  nominal  rent  and 
produce  that  to  the  Revenue  officer  as  the 
real  rent ;     if  he  prefers  that  the  rent 
should  be  paid  under  the  name  of  "  barrel- 
age  ; "  if  he  prefers  to  cook  the  accounts 
and  never  to  reveal  it  until  he  brings 
forward  his  claim  for  compensation,  then 
he     must     suffer     like     other     people. 
This  is  over-cleverness,  I  suppose.     Take 
the  *'  Crown  "  case  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman     the     Member     for 
Kingston  in  his  very  able   speech.     He 
put  the  "  Crown  "case,  and  said  that  under 
this    Bill    the    compensation    would    be 
something  trivial.     Very  well,  but  why  ? 
I  will  tell  him.  The  '*Cro^\^l"  case  is  one 
where  the  rent  of  the  l*»ase  was  £20. 
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YoTv  well, the  time  came  when  the  "Crown" 
had  to  be  paid  compensation,  and  suddenly 
it  was  discovered  that  the  real  rent  was 
nr)t  £20  but  £150.  Why  and  how  ? 
"  Oh  "  it  was  said.  "  it  is  by  putting  in 
15s.  a  barrel."  and  that  was  the  real  rent 
which  was  the  basis  on  which  the  Judge 
computed  the  compensation,  but  in  the 
meantime  what  had  happened  1  That 
was  the  rent  which  was  given  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  officers,  but  £150  was 
not  the  rent  given  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Poor  Law.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
those  gentlemen  who  owned  the  house 
were  patriots,  and  yet  they  were  defraud - 
the  Revenue  of  perhaps  two-thirds  of 
what  they  were  entitled  to  pay  as  a 
contribution  towards  bringing  the  war 
to  an  end.  They  took  away  all  this 
money  from  the  poor — the  very  poor  who 
whom  they  had  helped  to  create.  They 
<lefrauded  the  Revenue,  defrauded  their 
fellow  ratepayers,  defrauded  the  share- 
holders, defrauded  each  other  as  to  the 
basis  of  compensation,  and  then  when 
we  propose  to  protect  the  \4ctims  they 
turn  round  and  say  :  *'  What  thieves 
you  are  I  "  If  I  were  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kingston  I  do  not 
think  I  would  quote  the  "  Crown  "  case 
again.  Look  at  all  these  cases,  and  take 
this  Return  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Under- 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department. 
Look  at  the  compensation  paid,  and  look 
at  the  basis  on  which  these  houses  con- 
tributed either  to  the  Revenue  or  to  the 
local  rates.  A  little  public-house  at 
Wandsworth  is  compensated  by  payment 
of  £4,600  for  the  licence,  not  for  the  | 
house.  If  the  licence  is  taken  away,  j 
what  would  the  goodwill  be  worth  without  | 
the  licence  i  Here  was  a  little  bit  of  j 
a  house,  which,  if  you  were  to  let  it,  , 
would  only  bring  in  about  £45.  It  was 
absolutely  unfitted  for  a  purpose  of  this 
kind,  but  if  you  took  the  basis  of  com- 
pensation you  would  find  that  it  was 
not  pa^nng  half  of  its  real  contribution  to 
the  revenue  and  the  local  rates.  Their 
first  duty  is  to  be  honest  with  their  neigh- 
bours, and  this  will  help  them  to  be  so, 
and  to  that  extent  it  will  do  them  good. 
Very  well,  then,  at  the  end  of  the 
fourteen  years  the  State  resumes  the 
monopoly  value.  Now  what  is  the 
monopoly  value  ?  Let  me  say  what  it  is 
not.     It  is  assumed  that  it  means  that 

Mr,  Lloyd-George, 


the  State  will  take  over  all  the  public 
house  business  of  the  country.  Nothing 
of  the  sort.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  I  wish 
it  would.]  There  is  an  hon.  Member 
who  would  like  the  State  to  start  business 
in  that  line.  That  is  what  the  monopoly 
value  is  not.  You  take  away  nothing 
from  them  in  the  monopoly  value  which 
would  legitimately  belong  to  them  in 
common  with  other  businesses.  I  think 
the  best  plan  is  to  take  some  other 
refreshment  business.  Supposing  you 
had  a  refreshment  house  to  supply  food 
in  any  part  of  London.  What  is  it  that 
gives  it  its  value  ?  There  is  the  locaUty 
to  begin  with.  Then  there  is  the  skill 
and  business  aptitude  of  the  manager,  and 
there  is  in  addition  to  that,  for  it  is  part 
of  the  value,  the  fact  that  it  has  a  repu- 
tation for  cheapness  or  quality,  or  a 
combination  of  both,  and  people  go  to  it 
through  force  of  habit  or  they  are 
attracted  to  it  in  that  kind  of  way 
by  reputation.  AU  that  is  legitimate 
business.  It  is  business  that  enables 
refreshment-house  keepers  who  have 
licences  to  make  fortunes  at  the  present 
moment.  But  supposing  you  said  to 
the  refreshment-house  keeper,  say,  an 
"A.B.C."  or  a  "Lyons":  "We  will 
step  in  and  prevent  anybody  else  from 
opening  another  refreshment  room  within 
so  many  yards  of  you,"  it  is  quite  clear 
that  they  would  be  willing  to  pay  a  good 
deal  for  that.  They  have  built  up  their 
business  as  the  result  of  their  skill,  but 
if  you  give  them,  in  addition  to  that, 
protection  against  competition  that  in 
itself  has  a  market  value.  That  is  all 
that  is  taken  and  all  that  it  is  proposed 
to  resume  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years. 
It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  business. 
If  they  sell  good  beer,  if  they  keep  a  good 
house, if  they  attract  business  legitimately, 
all  that  is  their's  still,  and  it  is  not  well 
that  they  should  have  more.  Anything 
that  belongs  to  the  State  and  which  con- 
fers a  special  protection  given  to  them 
against  competition  —  against  a  man 
setting  up  next  door — that  they  have 
got  to  pay  for  and  ought  to  pay  for. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  principle,  there 
will  be  no  greater  power  conferred  at 
the  end  of  fourteen  years  than  was 
possessed  by  the  magistrates  before,  and 
what  was  the  power  of  the  magistrates 
before  \  The  power  of  the  magistrates 
was  to  bit  down  and  consider  what  the 
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needs  of  the  locality  were.  It  was  not 
merely  their  power  but  their  duty  and 
business.  They  sat  down,  as  we  find 
recorded  in  the  volume  by  Mr.  Sidney 
Webb,  they  asked  reports,  made  inquiries, 
investigated  the  matter,  and  got  to  know 
what  the  needs  of  the  locality  were,  and 
what  would  be  good  for  the  locality. 
Well,  having  discovered  what  the  locality 
wanted,  they  were  bound  to  decide 
on  that  and  on  no  other  consideration. 
That  is  exactly  what  will  happen  after- 
wards, with  this  difference,  that  the 
locality  will  declare  for  itself  what  it 
wants  instead  of  having  to  send  for  the 
magistrates  to  make  inquiries,  put  men 
in  the  witness-box,  and  get  evidence. 
The  magistrates  will  say :  *'  We  will 
await  the  decision  of  the  locality  itself." 
The  old  sjrstem  was  local  option  through 
the  witness-box  ;  'in  future  the  system 
Nvill  be  local  option  through  the  ballot 
box. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  say  that  justices, 
when  an  application  to  renew  a  licence 
is  made,  are  entitled  to  compel  the 
licensee  to  put  the  licence  up  to  auction 
and  pay  the  produce  to  the  public 
authority  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  do  not  know  what  that  has 
to  do  with  the  point  with  which  I  am 
dealing. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  time-limit  the  licensee 
is  precisely  in  the  same  position,  that 
he  is  restored  to  the  same  position  as 
before    1904.     I  think  that  is  not  so. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  The  point 
I  was  making  was  in  regard  to  the  power 
of  suppression,  of  the  power  they  had 
to  regulate  the  number  of  licences. 
They  have  exactly  the  same  power  as 
before.  The  question  asked  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  whether  it 
is  desirable  that  there  should  be  power 
of  that  kind.  That  is  a  matter  for  argu- 
ment, which  I  consider  quite  subordinate 
to  the  general  plan.  I  am  dealing  with 
the  broad  principle,  and  I  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  see  that 
the    power    vested    in    the    magistrates 


before  is  exactly  the  power  vested 
afterwards,  with  the  difference  that 
they  will  await  the  directions  of  the 
locality  in  future,  instead  of  calling 
witnesses  to  ascertain  the  needs  of  the 
locality.  What  then  are  the  temper- 
ance provisions  contained  in  the  Bill  ? 
There  is,  first  of  all,  the  provision  for 
reduction  of  licences.  The  necessity 
for  reduction  is  admitted  by  the  trade, 
and  it  is  admitted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  made  out  what  no  doubt 
he  considered  a  good  case  for  the  trade, 
and  one  thing  that  struck  me  very  much 
in  his  opening  speech,  when  speaking 
from  a  good  deal  of  experience,  was 
that  he  said  th^t  a  reduction  would  be  of 
very  little  use  except  in  the  congested 
areas.  Well,  I  am  not  disposed  to  dis- 
agree with  him.  Is  not  that  exactly 
the  case  where  you  get  reductions  under 
this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  CAVE  (Surrey,  Kingston) :  I  do 
not  think  I  said  that.  I  said  that  that 
was  one  of  the  cases  in  which  reduction 
would  be  useful. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  Very  well; 
I  take  the  same  view.  It  was  the  view 
taken  by  the  majority  of  the  Commission 
in  their  Report.  Wherever  you  have  an 
area  where  the  population  has  congre- 
gated in  one  particular  spot,  and  wher3 
the  neighbourhood  is  sodden  with  alcohol, 
that  is  a  case  where  reduction  will  ba 
invaluable.  But  as  everybody  knows 
these  are  the  poorest  districts.  Go  to 
the  well-to-do  suburbs  and  you  find 
they  take  very  good  care  that  there 
are  no  public-houses  in  their  locality. 
There  was  a  phrase  which  fell  from  the 
lips  of  the  hon.  Gentleman — I  do  not 
know  whether  inadvertently — ^when  he 
talked  of  the  nuisance  of  a  public-house 
near  your  own  dwelling.  That  is  a 
nuisance  with  which  the  poor  have  to 
put  up.  The  brewer  never  tolerates 
it ;  the  rich  do  not  put  up  with  it ; 
the  powerful  classes  who  control  the 
benches  of  magistrates  take  good  care  that 
they  never  have  this  nuisance  near  them. 
But  when  you  come  to  the  poorer  districts 
vou  find  this  incessant  expenditure  on 
drink  which  drags  them  down  deeper 
and  deeper  into  the  depths  of  humanity 
where  one  dare  not  follow  them  further. 
These  are  the  districts  where  you  find 
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this  congestion,  and  that  is  what  this  is  your  money  to  come  from  ?  There 
Bill  seeks  to  remedy.  I  remember  what  I  is  none  left.  Your  fund  will  be  bankrupt 
The  Times  said  about  these  districts—      |  when  you  begin  the  real  business.     There 


"  For  a  scene  of  horrid  vice  and  filth  and  lust 
and  furore,  all  dra\ra  into  one  point  and  there 
fermenting,  a  man  might  search  the  world 
over  and  not  find  a  rival  to  a  thriving  public- 
house  in  a  low  drinking  neighbourhood." 

These  are  the  public-houses  that  this  Bill 
will  get  rid  of. 

Mr.  GRETTON  (Rutland) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the  House  the 
date  of  that  ?  [An  Hex.  Member  on 
the  Ministerial  Benches  :  Does  that 
alter  the  truth  of  it  ?] 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  It  was 
March,  1881.  Does  the  hon.  Member— 
and  he  ought  to  know — deny  that  there 
are  public-houses  of  that  character  now  ? 
[Ministerial  cries  of  "  Answer,  " 
"Guilty,"  and  "Order."]  These  are 
the  public-houses  that  ought  to  be 
swept  away,  and  it  is  about  time  that 
they  were.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  property  and  debentures, 
and  of  the  determination  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  make 
this  a  property  question.  But  what 
has  been  their  contribution  to  the  re- 
moval of  this  great  social  evil,  which  is 
sinking  so  many  hundreds  of  thousands  ? 
They  say  :  '*  Look  at  the  Act  of  1904: ; 
is  not  that  doing  everything  ?"  Well, 
what  is  it  doing  ?  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  it  is  getting  rid  of  a  few  small  houses 
but  its  value  is  going  to  be  less  and  less 
instead  of  more  and  more.  It  is  getting 
rid  of  a  cheaper  class  of  houses  at  an 
extravagant  price.  A  very  remarkable 
article  in  the  Westniinster  Rev^iew  shows 
how  the  public-house  knows  that  its  time 
is  coming.  It  is  because  of  that  that  its 
accounts  are  fattened  for  the  slaughter.  A 
year  in  advance  the  patronage  increases 
enormously :  free  drinks  all  round.  That 
is  why  we  have  those  swollen  figures 
of  miserable  little  public-houses  here 
and  there  throughout  the  countrv. 
When 

small    ones    there    are 
get  rid  of  as  well.     Take  those  pointed 
at   by   The  Times.     They   are   crowded 
and  doing  an   enormous  trade  even  in 
these  poor  districts.     That  is  our  com- 


is  another  thing.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
the  Act  of  1904  has  done  away  almost 
entirely  with  penalising  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  publicans.  What  is  the 
public-house  you  get  rid  of  now  ?  The 
public-house  is  as  badly  conducted  as 
ever,  and  ought  to  be  abolished  without 
one  penny  of  compensation.  But  what 
happens  ?  There  comes  the  compassion, 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kingston  referred,  for  the  poor  liceoBee. 
The  magistrates  do  not  wish  to  deprive 
him  altogether  of  compensation.  If  there 
was  a  sort  of  half-way  house,  and  they 
could  give  him  a  small  sum,  it  would 
be  a  different  thing.  But  they  have 
to  give  either  the  full  value  or  nothing : 
and  although  there  are  cases  of  mis- 
conduct full  compensation  is  given  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  public-house. 
Under  this  Bill  there  will  be  no  induce- 
ment for  a  publican  to  get  rid  of  his 
house  in  that  way  ;  the  inducement  will 
be  for  the  publican  to  behave  in  such  a 
way  as  to  survive.  That  will  be  a  much 
I  more  important  incentive  to  the  cause 
of  temperance  than  the  other.  If  you 
I  make  it  worth  his  while  to  behave  so 
I  as  to  induce  the  local  authority  to  give 
i  him  compensation  you  will  put  him 
i  on  his  good  behaviour.  The  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill,  from  a  temperance 
point  of  view,  is  that  it  secures  a  free 
hand  to  the  State  at  the  end  of  the 
time-limit.  That  is  what  happened  in 
Canada,  and  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  and  in  Australia.  I  would 
not  like  to  dogmatise  as  to  the  best 
methods  of  spreading  temperance  and 
suppressing  excess.  There  are  endless 
varieties  of  experiments  that  have  been 
tried,  and  I  do  not  know  that  we  have 
got  to  the  end  of  them.  But  why  should 
we  not  experiment  ?  After  all,  every 
social  reform  is  an  experiment ;  and,  at 
any  rate,  these  experiments  in  Canada, 


in  others  of  our  Colonies,  and  in  parts 
we  gradually  get  rid  of  these  j  of  America,  are  promoting  temperance. 
others  we  must  I  We  should  here  have  an  absolutely  free 
hand ;  that  is  the  great  thing  to  have. 
That  is  the  great  thing  to  aspire  to  in 
order  to  deal  with  these  evils  without  this 
complication  of  property.     AVhat  is  the 


plaint ;    that  is  the  evil.     But  you  have  |  alternative     of     right    hon.    Gentlemen 
^o  buy  them  out  by  and  by,  and  where  ,  opposite  ?     I  have  only  met  with  one, 
Mr.  Lloyd-George. 
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from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Worcester,  who  spoke  with 
special  favour  of  Germany,  where  there 
was  abundant  opportunity  for  drinking 
and  still  sobriety.  Virtue  guaranteed 
by  the  State !  Well,  the  right,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  very  fond  of 
observing  precedents.  Germany  is 
always  either  a  bugbear  or  a  model. 
The  German  Army,  the  German  Navy, 
the  Gennan  fiscal  system,  and  now  it 
is  German  beer  !  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man believes  in  the  British  workman 
and  his  wife,  on  the  German  model, 
going  to  a  beer-house,  eating  black  bread 
and  drinking  Lager  beer,  simply  because 
a  deputation  from  Birmingham  saw 
Grerman  working-men  doing  it  without 
getting  drunk.  Well,  I  have  heard 
of  the  Canadian  model.  The  Canadian 
drinks  one- fourth  of  what  we  do  in  this 
country.  He  does  it  by  means  of  legis- 
lation which  deprives  the  working-man 
of  unlimited  opportunities  of  get^-ing 
drunk.  That  is  the  ideal  we  wish  to 
aspire  to.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  made 
the  only  other  contribution.  And  what 
is  it  ?  He  has  admitted  the  evil.  He 
savs  something  must  be  done,  but  his 
only  contribution  is  censure,  and 
criticism,  and  condemnation.  What  ray 
of  hope  is  there  in  that  ?  Has  he  no 
proposal  to  deal  with  this  evil  ? 

An  HON.  MEMBER  (on  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches)  :     Give  us  a  chance. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  We  gave  you 
a  chance,  and  what  a  mess  you  made  of 
it  !  The  difficulty  would  have  been 
infinitely  less  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
contribution  of  your  Bill.  The  evil  is 
surely  a  gigantic  one.  That  is  not  denied. 
There  are  200,000  convictions  for  drunk- 
enness, and  that  is  only  a  token  figure. 
I  have  served  as  a  magistrate's  clerk, 
and  I  knew  these  cases.  They  are  not 
the  case  of  a  man  who  gets  occasionally 
drunk,  but  of  the  hardened  drunkard — 
not  of  a  man  who  merely  staggers  along 
the  street,  but  of  a  man  who  is  a  nuisance 
to  his  neighbours  and  is  disorderly. 
They  are  the  regular  army  of  drunkards, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say,  do  not  represent 
one-tenth  of  the  drunkenness.  And  then 
there  is  the  vaster  number  of  people,  who, 
without  actually  getting  into  the  clutches 


of  the  law,  and  without  actually  getting 
drunk,  spend  upon  drink  the  money 
which  ought  to  provide  the  food,  cloth- 
ing, and  shelter  of  their  families,  and 
actually  gradually  kill  themselves  with 
drink.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
problem  of  whether  moderate  drinking  is 
useful,  or  harmless,  or  healthful.  Let 
us  assume  that  it  is.  At  any  rate,  excess 
rots  the  constitution  in  every  fibre,  and 
who  will  deny  that  there  is  a  prodigious 
excess  in  the  drink  bill  of  this  country  ? 
£160,000,000  a  year;  £22  per  family! 
The  drink  bill  of  Canada,  if  we  had  it 
here,  would  mean  a  drink  bill  of 
£40,000,000.  A  surplus  of  £120,000,000 
would  double  the  housing  accommodation 
of  the  country.  Take  any  te&t.  Ar 
excess  which  depresses  the  vitality  and 
the  energies  of  the  race  is  responsible  for 
an  enormous  waste  of  national  resources. 
It  is  not  a  material  thing.  It  is  the 
faculties  of  health  and  strength, 
of  brain  and  heart,  which  go  to  make 
a  great  nation,  which  are  depressed  and 
destroyed  by  this  agency.  And  if  any 
one  wants  to  know  what  it  is  doing  let 
him  study  the  effect  of  the  sad  excess 
of  the  drink  Bill  on  the  child-life  of  this 
country.  I  am  not  talking  merely  of 
the  infantile  mortality  that  is  attributable 
to  drink.  There  is  a  deeper  wrong, 
and  a  more  lasting  wrong,  that  is  in- 
flicted upon  the  childhood  of  the  nation, 
and  through  the  children  on  the  nation 
itself — upon  our  children  who  are  ill- 
fed,  ill-clad,  ill-housed,  ill-trained,  through 
drunken  mothers  and  through  the  selfish- 
ness of  sodden  fathers.  What  is  the 
result  ?  The  nation  has  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  those  children  growing  up 
with  enfeebled  frames,  quite  incapable 
of  bearing  their  allotted  share  of  the 
burdens  of  citizenship.  And  what  about 
the  statistics  of  cruelty  to  children  ? 
The  Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  Children  reckon  that  in  the  course 
of  eleven  years  they  had  to  deal  with 
half  a  million  of  children  who  had  been 
treated  with  deplorable  cruelty  very 
largely  through  their  drunken  parents. 
Well,  now  we  set  out  to  protect  them, 
and  we  are  called  robbers  !  All  I  can 
say  is  this,  that  if  it  were  robbery,  I 
would  rather  be  such  a  robber  than 
the  friend  of  a  trade  which  converts 
the  love  of  parents  into  this  torture 
and  cruelty.     Then  there  is  the  crime 
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of  the  land.  Great  Judges  have  declared 
that  most  of  the  crime  that  comes  before 
them  is  directly  traceable  to  drink. 
Magistrates  and  police  bear  the  same 
testimony.  Take  also  those  men  and 
women  who  have  devoted  their  lives 
to  saving  the  human  wreckage  which 
is  tossed  about.  They  are  unanimous 
in  their  testimony  as  to  the  effect  of 
drink.  Wherever  you  find  those  poor 
creatures  gathered  together,  whose  brain 
is  shattered,  wherever  you  find  human 
beings  huddled  together  in  loathsome 
squalor  and  wretchedness,  wherever  you 
rind  men  living  in  a  condition  of  vice 
;ind  crime,  they  all  bear  testimony  that 
drink  is  the  prime  agency  in  the  creation 
<.f  all  this  unsightly  mass  of  pain  and 
<  legradation .  And  I  say  that  this  Govern- 
ment would  fail  abjectly  in  its  duty 
if,  through  any  base  fear  of  any  force 
or  combination  of  forces,  they  were 
to  shrink  from  doing  all  in  their  power 
to  cut  out  from  the  social  organism 
this  most  malignant  growth  that  drains 
the  vitality  of  the  nation. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  been  well  aware 
that  those  of  us  who  oppose  this  Bill  do 
not  oppose  it  because  we  do  not  recog- 
nise the  evils  of  drunkenness.  The 
real  point  of  the  discussion  which  we 
embarked  upon  last  week  is,  Is  this  Bill 
a  true  and  good  remedy  for  the  evils 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
so  eloquently  portrayed  ?  And  the  very 
fact  that  what  he  has  called  the  gigantic 
€vil — the  very  fact  that  drunkenness 
is  admitted  to  be  a  national  vic^ — 
that  very  fact  connotes  the  existence  of  a 
great  number  of  people  in  this  country 
who  are  victims  of  excessive  indulgence, 
and  a  great  number  of  others  who  s}  mpa- 
thise  with  them  in  that  infirmity.  Directly 
that  is  admitted  it  becomes  of  vital 
importance  not  to  add  to  the  large 
number  of  human  beings  who  are  already 
affected  by  this  infirmity  any  other 
persons  in  this  country  who  love  fpir  play 
and  honest  dealing,  because  depend 
upon  it,  the  whole  history  of  the 
bubject  referred  to  in  that  book 
which  he  mentioned  shows  that  the  one 
result  of  unfair  and  unduly  harsh  legis- 
lation is  to  produce,  and  produce  almost 
immediately,   a   violent   reaction    which 

Mr,  Lloyd-George. 


does  more  harm  to  the  cause  of  temperance 
which  we  all  desire  to  see  advanced  than 
if  measures  prudent  and  moderate  are 
taken   for  the  diminution   of  the  evil. 
The    right   hon.    Gentleman   has   given 
some   arguments.     I   promibe   to  follow 
them.      He,     in     company     with     the 
Prime    Minister,    has    laid    down   what 
he  believes  to  be  the  fundamental  con- 
dition of  the  law  with  respect  to  this 
subject,    and   I   have   no    quarrel  with 
their  btatement  of  the  law  to  far  as  it 
goes,  but  I  say  it  is  incomplete.    They 
have  said  that  no  lawyer  would  deny 
that   the   justices   have   power   on  the 
application  tor  renewal  of  a  licence  not  to 
renew,  and  that  if  they  do  not  renew  that 
licence  no  Court  in  the  country,  in  the 
absence  of  fraud  or  corruption,  will  re- 
verse that  decision.    I  accept  that  state- 
ment of  the  law  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  I 
think  both   the  right  hon.    Gentlemen 
confuse  the  power  to  reduce  any  licence 
with  the  power  to  reduce  all  licences. 
I  say  that  what  is  true  ot  the  unit  is  not 
true  of  the  mass.     Let  me  give  a  simple 
example.     Supposing  a  bench,  consisting 
of    gentlemen    like    the    hon.    Member 
for  the  Spen  Valley  and  the  hon.  Member 
for    Westmoreland,    and    perhaps    two 
colleagues  with  prohibitionist  tendencies 
— supposing  they  were  to  bit  as  licensing 
justices,   and  were  to  embark   upon  a 
policy  ot  total  prohibition,  say,  in  some 
large  town,  with  the  avowed  intention 
of    suppressing    every    licence    in    the 
district:  I  say,  in  the  first  place,  that 
they  would  be  taking  upon  them^jelves  the 
function  of  Parliament,  and,  in  the  next 
place,  it  is  a  political  impossibility,  and 
I  further  submit  to  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  Prime  Minister,  as  a  matter  of  law, 
that  that  would  be  reversed  by  the  Court 
of  the  King's  Bench  Division. 

Mr.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  How  if  they  did  it  without 
the  avowed  intention  ? 

*Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  say  the  same 
thing  would  take  place.  I  will  not 
quote  the  judgments  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  I  will  put  it  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  as  a  matter  of  law,  that  any 
bench  of  justices,  whether  they  gave 
their  reasons  or  not,  if  they  instituted 
a  system  of  prohibition  of  licences  in 
this    country    would     practically .  take 
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upon  themselves  the  function  of  Parlia- 
ment, knowing  perfectly  well  that  Parlia- 
ment would  never  sanction  a  system  of 
prohibition. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  a 
bench  of  magistrates  cannot  take  away 
the  only  licence  in  a  parish  ? 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  did  not  say  so. 
I  say  that  in  a  large  town  with,  say,  100 
licences,  if  the  bench  attempted  to  take 
away  all  those  licences  they  would  be 
restrained  by  law.  I  say  that  it 
would  be  a  political  impossibility.  That 
fallacy  of  confusing  what  may  be  done  in 
a  particular  instance  with  what  may 
be  done  to  all  holders  of  licences  has 
pervaded  almost  every  speech  that  has 
been  m.ade  in  this  House  on  the  other 
side.  The  second  fundamental  error 
of  these  proposals  of  the  Government,  as 
I  submit  to  the  House,  is  this.  The 
Government  have  wedded  together  two 
schemes  which  are  absolutely  incom- 
patible. This  Bill  provides  after  the 
end  of  fourteen  years  notice  for  the 
destruction  of  licences  and  goodwill. 
Our  Bill  set  up  a  mutual  insurance  fund 
which  contemplated  their  continuance, 
and  paying  for  all  suppressed  licences  by 
contribution  from  the  trade.  Our  Bill  said 
no  trade  death  without  compensation. 
This  Bill  says  universal  slaughter  after 
fourteen  years,  and  the  two  things  are 
incompatible.  [Ministerial  cries  of 
"  No."]  Perhaps  that  word  "  slaughter  " 
is  metaphorical.  What  I  mean  is  the 
taking  away  of  the  full  value  of 
the  licences  at  the  end  of  that 
period.  The  survivors  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  are  not  solaced  by  compensa- 
tion paid  by  the  trade  ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  are  burdened  by  compensation 
which  is  taken  from  them,  not  compensa- 
tion paid  to  them.  The  compensation 
is  taken  from  the  trade  during  fourteen 
years,  and  they  do  not  get  it  at  the  end 
of  the  period.  Surely  the  imnatural 
union  of  these  two  schemes  in  this  Bill, 
humorously  described  by  the  Solicitor- 
Greneral  as  legislation  based  on  pre- 
cedent, should  be  described  as  legisla- 
tion based  upon  confusion  pi  thought. 
We  have  had  a  statement  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  Act  of  1904  was  in- 
correctly construed  by  Mr.  Justice  Ken- 


nedy, and  that  the  brewers  counting  on 
trade  profits  should  not  be  reckoned  as 
bidders  in  a  valuation  or  auction  of 
licences.  That  proposition  is  so  wide 
of  the  mark  that  his  own  law  officers, 
when  arguing  the  case  before  Mr.  Justice 
Kennedy,  not  only  thought  it  unworthy 
of  being  presented  to  the  Court  at  all, 
but  as  I  read  what  they  said  at  the  time 
conceded  the  precise  contrary,  and,  indeed, 
I  think  the  House  will  readily  see  that 
to  take  away  as  a  possible  bidder  in 
auction  some  of  the  best  purchasers  for 
the  commodity  sold  would  be  an  absur- 
dity. I  venture  to  say  that  if  I  put  up 
a  horse  for  auction,  and  excluded  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Wimble- 
don as  a  possible  bidder,  no  one  would 
doubt  that  I  was  inflicting  on  myself 
a  grievous  injustice.  The  next  fallacy 
which  pervaded  the  speech  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  treating  the 
time-limit  as  if  at  the  end  of  it  the 
state  of  things  was  going  to  be  restored 
which  existed  before  1904.  This  time- 
limit,  which  I  see  a  great  many  of  the 
clergy  have  mistaken  it  to  be,  is  not  the 
time-limit  recommended  by  Lord  Peel 
and  the  minority  of  his  Commission.  It 
has  often  been  claimed  in  this  debate  that 
the  Government  .could  not  possibly  be 
doing  wrong,  because  they  were  giving 
fourteen  years  while  Lord  Peel's  Com- 
mission  recommended  seven.  That  shows 
the  same  confusion  of  thought  and 
the  same  inaccuracy  of  statement  which 
has  characterised  a  great  deal  of  this 
debate.  Lord  Peel  recommended  that 
the  state  of  things  at  the  end  of  seven 
years  should  be  that  absolute  liberty 
should  be  given  to  the  justices  to  do 
what  they  liked  with  licences.  [An 
Hon.  Member  :  And  to  Parliament.] 
Yes,  and  to  Parliament.  Does  this  Bill 
leave  such  liberty  to  the  justices  ?  Not  at 
all.  It  is  made  imperative  by  this  Bill 
that  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years  the 
whole  monopoly  value  shall  be  taken; 
that  means  the  value  of  the  licence,  so 
that  you  have  an  absolutely  different 
thing  recommended  by  this  Bill  from 
that  which  was  recommended  by  Lord 
Peel,  and  it  is  made  far  more  onerous 
by  the  fact  that  along  with  it  there  is 
this  steady  drain  with  respect  to  com- 
pensation payable  by  the  trade  through- 
out the  fourteen  years.  A  return  to  the 
state  of  things  before  1904  would  be  to 
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subject  licence-holders  to  the  risk  of 
reduction,  but  at  the  end  of  your  time- 
limit  you  expose  them  to  the  certainty 
of  destruction.  The  things  are  widely 
different.  Now,  may  I  briefly  describe 
another  argument  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ?  It  formed  a  great 
part  of  the  argument  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  particularly  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Spen  Valley.  His 
iirgument  was  :  The  brewers  have  traded 
recklessly,  and  in  consequence  have 
enormously  depreciated  their  property, 
but  some  of  them  have  had  the  wit  to 
unload  half  their  responsibility  and 
place  it  on  the  widow  and  orphan.  Sup- 
pose that  be  true,  I  do  not  deny  that  some 
breweries  have  been  badly  managed, 
managed  in  a  speculative  way,  and 
sold  at  inflated  prices.  In  aU  trades 
there  are  similar  cases.  But  are  the 
people  who  bought  the  securities  to  be 
deprived  of  what  value  remains  in  them  ? 
Ts  the  widow  who  has  bought  a  preference 
share  which  was  worth  £1  and  who  paid 
£1  for  it — if  it  has  depreciated  in  value 
imtil  it  is  worth  only  Is.  6d..  are  you 
going  to  take  that  Is.  6d.  too. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER  :      My 

point  is  that  she  should  only  get  the 
Is.  6d.,  and  not  the  £1. 

*Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  Take  the  case 
of  the  owner  of  a  share  worth  Is.  6d. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  assume  that  at 
the  end  of  the  fourteen  years  it  would 
still  be  worth  Is.  6d?  I  cannot  imagine 
that  he  would  suppose  such  a  thing 
to  be  possible.  The  hon.  Member  desired 
to  get  rid  of  the  suggestion  I  put  to  him 
by  a  somewhat  suspicious  device.  First 
of  all,  he  complained  of  the  figures  put 
])efore  the  House  because  they  were 
tlie  ficjures  of  experts,  and  he  poured 
contempt  upon  experts'  figures.  Then 
he  flung  at  the  head  of  the  House  140 
balance  sheets  which  he  said  experts 
had  prepared  for  him,  and  to  which  he 
gave  the  weight  of  his  own  authority 
as  an  actuary.  But  I  will  accept  from 
no  one  an  analysis  of  140  balance  sheets 
without  any  particulars  of  them,  without 
knowing  their  names  or  having  an 
inspection  of  them.  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that,  after  be-littling 
experts,  in  bringing  these  things  before 
the  House  he   was  putting   before  the 

Mr.  LytieUon. 


House  evidence  that  no  one  would  accept. 
What  are  his  qualifications  for  asking 
us  to  accept  the  conclusions  he  has 
arrived  at  from  this  mass  of  so-called 
evidence  ?  The  hon.  Member  satisfied 
himself  that  no  injustice  was  done,  and 
that  nothing  was  to  be  apprehended  by 
persons  who  had  carried  on  their  trade 
in  a  proper  manner,  and  with  proper 
reserves,  because,  he  said,  the  reserve 
fund  would  be  ample  to  refund  them 
for  their  loss  at  the  end  of  the 
time-limit.  But  the  hon.  Member,  as 
a  man  of  business,  must  know  that 
a  reserve  fund  is  set  up  to  meet  the 
ordinary  contingencies  of  trade,  yet  he 
thinks  it  fair  that  a  reserve  fund,  which 
prudent  and  thrifty  men  have  set  up 
to  meet  ordinary  contingencies,  should 
be  entirely  absorbed  in  meeting  a  con- 
tingency which  is  created  by  himself 
and  his  friends.  Was  ever  such  an 
extravagant  proposal  put  before  business 
men  ?  What  conclusion  does  it  lead 
US  to  ?  It  leads  us  to  this,  that  those 
men  who  set  up  a  reserve  fund,  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  suggest,  to  meet 
ordinary  contingencies  would  be  far 
worse  treated  than  those  who  set  up 
no  such  fiind,  and  who  have  been  de- 
nounced by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  have  enjoyed  themselves  by  talking 
of  rotten  finance. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER  :  How 
will  they  be  worse  ofi  ? 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  will  teU  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  thought  his  acumen 
would  have  been  sufficient  to  have  en- 
abled him  to  see  that  without  mj 
developing  it.  Suppose  a  company  has 
set  up  a  good  reserve  fund  and  the  whole 
of  that  is  taken  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
years,  the  shareholders,  instead  of  being 
paid  oil,  lose  it  all.  But  in  the  case  where 
the  finance  has  been  of  the  "  rotten " 
kind  which  has  been  described  by  hon. 
Members,  the  shareholders  then  have  the 
profits  divided  among  them  during  the 
fourteen  years.  The  result  is  thit  they 
have  it,  and  the  others  have  not. 

An  HON., MEMBER:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the  whole  of 
the  reserve  fund  would  go  in  the  ordinary 
course  at  the  end  of  the  fourteen  years  ? 
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♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  Yes.  Having 
dealt  with  the  balance  sheets  and  the 
reserve  fund  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  am 
obliged  to  charge  the  hon.  Member  for  th? 
Spen  Valley  with  another  fallacy,  iito 
which  I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer also  fell.  He  stated  that  fourteen 
years  notice  was  equivalent  to  ten  and 
a  half  years  purchase. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER  :  I  said 
that  fourteen  years  run  was  equal  to  ten 
and  a  half  years  purchase. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  Yes.  He  then 
went  on  to  say  that  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy 
had  given  ten  and  a  half  years  purchase 
in  a  particular  case,  and  the  Grove rnment 
were  only  doing  what  an  eminent  Judge 
thought  fair  in  the  case.  I  am  really 
astonished  that  he  should  have  put  before 
the  House  of  Commons  such  a  propo-  j 
sition.  This  Bill  cancels  the  capital  a  i 
firm  possesses.  Supposing  the  profits  of  | 
a  business  are  £1,000,  and  supposing 
ten  and  a  half  years  purchase  is  given 
for  that  business.  That  would  make 
£10,500.  The  proprietor  would  at  once 
have  the  sum  in  his  pocket.  If  he  in- 
vested it  in  a  concern  with  similar  risks 
to  those  of  a  brewery  company  he  would 
earn  £1,000  a  year  for  the  next  fourteen 
years ;  and  how  much  longer  ?  The  hon. 
Member  must  see — he  cannot  pretend  not 
to  see — that  at  the  end  of  that  time  though 
he  would  have  earned  £1,000  a 'year  for 
each  of  the  fourteen  years  he  would  still 
have  his  capital  of  £10,500  in  his  pocket 
at  the  end.  I  defy  anyone  who  has 
considered  this  subject,  with  an  element- 
ary knowledge  of  what  purchase  means, 
to  deny  that.  If  ten  years  purchase  is 
not  given  to  the  proprietor,  but  a  licence, 
if  you  like,  to  trade  fourteen  years  is  given 
to  him,  I  agree  that  he  would  make  £1,000 
a  year  for  each  of  the  fourteen  years  but 
at  the  end  of  that  time  he  has  neither 
capital  nor  licence.  Therefore,  in  one 
case  he  is  able  to  make  an  income  for 
fourteen  years  and  have  the  capital  at 
the  end,  and  in  the  other  case  he  would 
have  the  opportunity  to  make  an  income 
but  at  the  end  would  have  no  capital. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER:  That 
is  absurd. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  So  fj^r  from  its 
being  absurd,  I  am  satisfied    t  is  abso- 


lutely true.  Then  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  repeated  again  and  again 
that  in  this  debate  the  complaint  on  this 
side  of  the  House  was  that  there  was  no 
temperance  in  this  measure,  yet  there 
was  ruin  for  every  person  in  the  trade. 
That,  he  said,  was  our  argument.  Let  me 
put  this,  as  I  think,  parallel  case.  Take 
a  railway  and  give  it  a  short  notice,  and 
say  that  at  the  end  of  a  certain  time  its 
monopoly  shall  be  taken  away,  that 
its  running  powers  shall  be  taken 
away,  that  everybody  else  shall  be 
at  liberty  to  compete  with  it  in  the  car- 
r}dng  trade.  Traffic  at  the  end  of  that 
time  will  be  continually  increasing,  but 
the  railway  will  be  ruined.  You  do  not 
reduce  the  liquor  consumed,  but  you 
take  away  from  the  publicans  the  licence 
for  which  they  have  paid  thousands  of 
pounds.  You  take  awav  their  good- 
will. [A  Voice  :  How  ?]  You  take 
away  their  goodwill  because  nobody  who 
has  made  a  reputation  as  a  licensed  vic- 
tualler can  obtain  anything  as  the  result 
of  his  skill  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  Where  do 
we  take  that  away  ?  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  every  licence  is  to  be 
taken  away  ?  I  do  not  follow  that 
argument. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  am  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
follow  me.  No  one  says  that  every 
licence  is  to  be  taken  away,  but  if  he 
will  read  his  own  Bill  he  will  find  that 
at  the  end  of  fourteen  years  it  is  impera- 
tive upon  the  justices  to  take  away  the 
monopoly  value  of  every  licence.  That 
is,  of  course,  the  value  of  the  licence. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  am  very 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  agree  that  in  the  Bill  we  do 
take  away  the  monopoly  value,  but  I 
tried  to  explain  what  we  intended 
by  monopoly  value,  and  if  the 
Bill  does  not  carry  that  out,  then 
of  course,  it  can  be  made  clear.  Why 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
I  we  take  away  not  merely  the  monopoly 
value,  which  is  the  protection  against 
competition,  but  also  the  good- will, 
which    every   other   trader    has  ?  I 

,  should  like  to  know. 
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♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  say  that  in 
every  case  where  you  take  away  the 
licence  you  involve  the  good-will.  If 
you  take  away  the  licence  without 
compensation  you  commit  the  further 
injustice  of  taking  away  the  good-will 
with  it.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit, 
and  hon.  Members  may  take  the  con- 
cession for  what  it  is  worth,  that  the 
State  did  make  a  mistake,  a  great  mis- 
take in  former  times,  in  granting 
monopoly  values  or,  in  fact,  in  offering 
monopoly  values  for  nothing.  I  agree 
also — ^although  I  expect  far  more  benefit 
for  temperance  from  many  other  agencies 
— that  a  reduction  of  superfluous  and 
imdesirable  licences  is  expedient.  But  I 
say  that  the  Act  of  1904  arrested  and 
cured,  so  far  as  was  just,  the  first  mis- 
take, namely,  that  of  granting  the 
monopoly  value  for  nothing,  because  it 
provided  that  for  the  future  every  new 
licence  should  pay  the  true  price  or 
worth  of  the  monopoly  value. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  That  does 
not  include  the  good- will. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  How  can  there 
be  good  -will  with  a  new  licence  ?  How  can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  good- 
will attaches  to  a  business  which  is  not  be- 
gun ?  We  laid  an  embargo  on  monopoly 
in  regard  to  new  licences  and,  of  course 
there  could  be  no  such  thing  as  good- 
will. Having  made  this  concession, 
I  ask  the  House  to  consider  the  position, 
not  of  the  brewer,  although  I  think  he  is 
just  as  much  entitled  to  justice  as  any- 
body else,  but  of  the  owner  of  the  free 
house,  who  is  subject  to  the  onslaught 
of  this  Bill.  He  might  be  a  man  who 
has  put  his  whole  savings  into  freehold 
property  of  this  kind.  This  Bill  and  the 
state  of  things  which  it  sets  up  produce 
a  fundamental  conflict  between  what  is 
just  and  what  is  technically  law,  but 
the  actual  business  of  the  situation 
makes  the  stattis  of  an  annual 
tenancy,  such  as  that  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Spen  Valley  would  make 
it,  absolutely  inappropriate.  This  tenant 
who  has  just  put  the  savings  of  a  lifetime 
into  his  business  has,  perhaps,  at  the 
instance  of  the  magistrates,  spent  one 
or  two  thousand  pounds  in  structural 
alterations    which    i  inap- 


propriate to  and  inconsistent  with  the 
idea  of  a  yearly  tenancy.  He  has  not 
been  summoned  for  years,  and  is  not 
bound  to  be,  by  Brewster  Sessions,  to 
apply  for  a  renewal  of  his  licence.  There 
is  an  absolute  difference  between  the  case 
of  a  new  licence  and  that  of  the  renewal 
of  a  licence.  In  the  absence  of  some 
cause  which  is  to  be  specified  to  him, 
and  which  must  be  personal  to  him, 
he  need  not  go  to  Brewster  Session 
to  make  application  for  the  renewal 
of  his  licence.  What  has  this  man 
seen  going  on  in  the  very  town  where  his 
house  is  placed  ?  He  has  seen  the  owner 
of  licensed  premises  opposite  to  his  own. 
when  they  have  been  taken  for 
a  public  improvement,  receive  full 
value  for  the  perpetuity  of  the  licence. 
He  has  seen  a  street  improvement  made, 
or  an  insanitary  area  cleared,  in  which 
the  public-house  itself  may  have  been 
unfit  for  human  habitation,  but  in  regard 
to  which  the  owner  receives  the  full  value 
of  his  licence  as  if  it  .was  to  be  perpetual 
He  knows,  as  was  pointed  out  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  friend  who  began  this 
debate,  that  the  local  authorities  have 
exacted  from  the  holders  of  licences  the 
surrender  of  others.  That  means  a  very 
large  payment  in  money,  but  they  make 
it  in  order  that  they  may  enjoy  a  sense  of 
security  in  regard  to  the  one  licence  they  are 
permitted  to  retain.  But  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  care  about  local  authori- 
ties ;  they  scorn  them ;  they  make  them 
subject  to  the  revision  of  the  thpee 
gentlemen  who  arc  to  be  appointed. 
Nor  do  they  care  about  Government 
Departments.  They  only  laugh  at  the 
performance  of  the  Minister  for  War. 
They  think  it  is  a  very  good  joke,  when  a 
property  is  put  up  for  sale,  that  a  material 
fact,  which  was  peculiarly  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  vendor,  was  con- 
cealed from  the  buyer.  I  know  that 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister 
for  War  are  |quite  incapable,  of  course,  of 
doing  such  a  thing  in  their  own  private 
capacity ;  I  do  not  suppose  that  either 
of  them  knew  anytlung  about  that 
particular  case  ;  but  I  say  most  seriously 
to  the  House  that  if  two  members  of  a 
private  firm  had  been  guilty  of  a  similar 
transaction,  I  do  not  think  that  they 
would  have  cared  to  face  the  verdict  of 
a  jury  or  the  pronouncement  of  any 
Judge.    If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  think 
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nothing  of  local  authorities  or  of  Govern- 
ment departments,  perhaps  they  will 
think  a  little  more  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  that  august  and  austere 
body,  who  appeared  last  year  to  have 
sold  a  public-house  for  £3,000  for  a  term 
of  eighty  years.  They  compelled  the 
lessee  to  enter  into  obligations  for  £6,000 
more,  and  he  had  to  carry  the  house  on 
so  as  to  sell  the  most  liquor  possible, 
and  endeavour  to  obtain  that  the  longest 
possible  hours  that  any  house  in  the 
Kingdom  could  be  open  should  be  the 
number  of  hours  allocated  to  that  house. 
That  shows  the  view,  not  of  a  local  author- 
ity or  of  a  Government  department,  but 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  The 
owner  of  the  free  house  has  seen  all  this ; 
he  has  seen  the  protection  which  is 
given  to  that  property  by  the  law  and 
also  by  the  administration,  because  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
had  directed  the  collectors  to  assess  the 
property  as  for  perpetuity.  He  has 
seen  the  Government  take  this  view  of 
the  property  all  this  time,  and  although 
they  have  taxed  him  on  that  basis,  yet 
that  very  Government  which  every 
citizen  in  this  country  would  Uke  to  see 
the  model  of  justice,  tells  him  that  he 
18  entirely  mistaken.  If  they  were  private 
individuals  they  would  be  accused  of 
intolerable  meanness  in  making 
exactions  for  the  purpose  of  tribute  on 
one  scale  of  valuation,  and  when  it  was 
a  question  of  expropriating  property 
for  their  own  benefit,  taking  another  and 
quite  a  different  scale  of  valuation.  It 
does  not  stop  even  there.  The  mischief 
aimed  at  by  this  Bill  is  the  redun- 
dancy of  public-houses.  Whose  fault 
is  this  redundancy  ?  It  is  the  fault 
of  the  magistrates,  yet  the  very  man, 
the  owner  of  the  free  house,  who  has 
in  the  last  three  years  helped  the  trade 
to  contribute  £4,000,000  to  facilitate 
reduction  and  diminish  this  redundancy, 
is  asked  in  the  name  of  justice  to  submit 
to  a  fresh  and  crushing  blow.  I  can  only 
say  that  I  have  endeavoured  to  look 
upon  this  matter  not  otherwise  than  in 
the  public  interest ;  I  have  endeavoured 
to  consider  the  Bill  to  the  best  of  my 
ability;  but  I  cannot  see  the  justice  of 
it.  I  think  it  is  impossible  that  the 
people  of  this  country  will  ever  see 
that  it  is  justice.  One  single  word 
about   clubs.    I    am    not  going  to  say 
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hard  things  about  the  Member  for 
Appleby.  I  am  quite  aware  that  tem- 
perance reformers  who  have  confronted 
this  traffic  get  so  full  of  passionate 
indignation  against  it  that  they  are  not 
altogether  wise  counsellors  to  follow 
as  to  the  means  of  redressing  the  diffi- 
culties which  beset  it.  But  I  do  think 
that  we  are  entitled  to  expect  a  more 
courageous  attitude  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who,  we  are  told  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, has  spent  his  life,  I  am  sure  very 
honourably,  in  endeavouring  to  mitigate 
this  evil.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
spent  these  long  and  honourable  years 
in  trying  to  meet  this  tremendous  diflS- 
culty  has  sheltered  himself  behind  my 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Walton 
Division.  The  hon.  Member  for  Appleby 
said — 

"  It  is  quite  true  that  clubs  are  very  mis- 
chievous, and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Walton  will  produce  an  Amend- 
ment I  will  consider  it." 

The  hon.  Member  for  the  Walton 
Division  is  not  a  leader  of  the 
temperance  movement,  and  I  am 
sure  that  he  is  not  a  leading  mem- 
ber of  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance. 
That  is  not  a  worthy  or  a  courageous 
position.  Those  who  propose  what  they 
imagine  is  going  to  be  a  remedy  in  this 
case  are  bound  to  propose  it  whole.  Do 
not  let  us  have  the  responsibility  for  one 
part  which  we  conceive  to  be  thoroughly 
bad,  and  do  not  let  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
their  timidity  refuse  to  disclose  on  the 
Second  Reading  what  they  really  believe 
to  be  the  true  and  proper  remedy. 

Mu.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  I  only  said  that  in  reply 
to  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Liverpool  who  asked 
us  whether  we  should  be  ready  to  help 
him  in  amending  the  Bill.  I  assured  him 
that  all  the  help  we  could  give  him  would 
be  given.  And  we  shall  make  our  own 
Amendments,  and  I  hope  he  will  help 
us. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  It  is  a  pity  that 
those  efforts  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
interrupted  me  to  refer  to  have  not 
been  produced  on  an  occasion  so  im- 
portant. If  I  know  anything  about  the 
subject  at  all,  if  the  Bill  passes  in  any- 
thing like  its  present  shape  it  will  lead 
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to  increased  opportunities  of  drinking 
rather  than  to  a  diminution.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Spen  Valley  was'good  enough 
to  say — 

"  It  does  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  you  people 
opposite  to  complain  of  the  amusements,  even 
if  they  are  somewhat  vulgar,  of  clubs  " — 

I  say  nothing  about  vulgarity. 

Sir    THOMAS    WHITTAKER:       I 

did  not  say  so. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON:  I  withdraw 
that— 

— "  of  the  existence  of  clubs  and  the  method  in 
which  they  are  carried  on." 

And  I  agree  with  him.  I  am  glad  to 
agree  with  him  sometimes.  I  do  not, 
speaking  from  this  place,  and  knowing 
as  I  do,  that  the  great  mass  of 
Members  of  this  House  have  their  own 
cellars  and  their  own  clubs,  and  most 
of  them,  partly  for  reasons  of  pleasure 
originally,  and,  lastly,  for  reasons  of 
duty  have  placed,  I  think,  a  very  severe 
limit  upon  the  amount  of  liquor  that 
they  consimie  themselves — I  say  for 
people  so  accommodated  it  would  be 
monstrous,  and  it  would  be  most  bitterly 
and  justly  resented  by  the  working 
classes  if  an  interference  of  any  con- 
siderable kind  was  made,  not  with  drink- 
ing clubs — that  is  nothing,  it  does  not 
touch  the  question — but  with  the  social 
clubs  of  working-men.  It  is  absolutely 
impossible  to  deal  with  these  clubs. 
How  can  you  with  any  countenance  go 
to  working-men,  and  say :  "  You  work 
hard  all  day,  your  surroundings  are 
grey  and  monotonous,  you  may  not  go 
with  your  fellows  into  a  club,  play 
dominoes,  chess,  and  billiards  there  and 
enjoy  the  refreshment  which  we  all 
enjoy  in  our  clubs." 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  Nobody  says 
tha\ 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  The  hon.  Member 
thinks  nobody  says  that.  Then  we  are  all 
agreed.  If  we  agree  that  you  cannot  inter- 
fere with  social  clubs,  and  drinking  must 
go  on  in  them,  I  say  that  every  public- 
house  which  you  extinguish  in  a  district 
in  which  there  is  a  demand  for  drinking, 
and  hon.  Members  know  perfectly  well 
that  there  is  a  desire  for  drinking  in 
many  places,  in  every  case  a  social  club 
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will  spring  up,  and  neither  this  House 
nor  any  person  in  this  country  will  feel 
himself  strong  enough  to  interfere  with 
them.  I,  therefore,  say  that  this  Bill  is 
based  upon  a  fallacy.  I  have  always 
thought  myself  that  social  measures 
quite  different  from  these  will  do  and 
have  done  a  great  deal  towards  a  re- 
duction of  drinking.  I  am  really  myself 
fairly  optimistic  about  the  continued  im- 
provement in  the  country.  Drinking  is 
rapidly  diminishing.  Better  housing  and 
better  recreation  will  do  more  in  a  year 
than  such  legislation  as  this  would  do 
in  twenty.  When  you  really  have  to 
admit  that  you  cannot  interfere  with 
social  clubs — ^and  that  is  admitted  on  the 
opposite  side  altogether — then  I  say  that 
the  many  in  j  ustices  and  wrongs  which  you 
perpetrate  by  the  first  part  of  this  Bill 
are  rendered  absolutely  useless,  because 
there  will  and  must  grow  up  clubs  to 
replace  the  publi-chouses  which  you 
reduce.  Let  me  beg  the  House  in  con- 
clusion not  to  identify  with  the  cause  of 
temperance  injustice  as  exists  in  this 
Bill. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) :  I  am  well  aware  that  under 
existing  conditions  it  is  necessary  for 
those  who  take  part  in  this  debate  to 
be  brief.  I  desire  in  the  very  few 
moments  in  which  I  shall  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  to  confine  what  I 
have  to  say  to  the  attitude  of  those 
whom  I  specially  represent  in  Wales 
towards  this  Bill.  But  before  I  refer 
very  briefly  to  the  feeling  of  Wales  in 
support  of  this  Bill  there  is  one  remark 
only  of  a  general  character  which  I 
*desire  to  make  in  regard  to  the  Bill. 
What  we  all  desire  is  that  through 
legislation  we  may  make  it  possible  in 
future  for  all  sections  in  this  coimtry 
to  unite  in  the  promotion  of  practical 
temperance  reform.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
admitted  the  necessity  of  reduction  as 
an  important  factor  in  any  future  effective 
temperance  reform.  In  a  debate  of  this 
kind  it  is  well  for  us  to  try  to  find  out 
points  of  agreement  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  to  discover,  if  we  can, 
the  root  cause  of  the  lines  of  cleavage 
of  opinion  on  both  sides.  The  light 
hon.  Gentleman  has  admitted,  spealang 
for  himself,  and  I  think  he  speaks  for 
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the  majority  of  his  Party,  that  there 
is   a   general   consensus   of   opinion    as 
regards  the  necessity  for  further  reduc- 
tion.    The   root  cause,   I   think,   which 
divides  the  two  sides  of  the  House  in 
their  attitude  towards  this  Bill  is  the 
element  of  property.     I  am  not  going 
to  dwell  even  for  a  moment  on  the  many 
aspects  of  that  problem,  but  until  we 
get  rid   in   some   way  or   other — until 
we   change    the    present    situation    and 
get  rid  of  the  political  issue  from  the  sphere 
of  temperance  effort,  it  will  be  impossible 
for  us  to  make  any  very  great  advance 
on  the  lines  of  temperance  reform.     To 
my  mind  this  is  the  great  achievement 
of  this  Bill.     I  believe  when  it  has  had 
time  to  work,  it  will  be  the  means  of 
getting  rid  of  this  political  issue  from 
the     sphere    of    licensing.      That    will 
be  of  enormous  value,  because  it  will 
put    an   end   to    the   alliance    between 
the     interests     behind    the   trade    and 
one    political    Party    in    the    State.      I 
do    not  impute    any    conscious   motive 
in  this  matter.     I  know  a  great  many 
Members  opposite  deplore  this  connec- 
tion, but  at  the  same  time  we  have  to 
deal   with   facts,   and   so   long   as   this 
continues  I  believe  it  will  be  impossible 
for  us  to  get  rid  of  this  political  issue, 
and  there   will   be   a   barrier  in   front 
of    all    real    temperance    progress.    My 
main    desire    in    rising   is    to  say  one 
or     two     words    with    regard    to    the 
attitude  of  Wales  in  reference  to  this 
Bill.     The  Prime   Minister   when   intro- 
ducing the  Bill  admitted  the  fact,  which 
we  have  all  known  for  many  years,  that 
temperance   opinion   in   Wales   is   more 
advanced   than   in   other   parts   of   the 
country,  and  the  people  of  Wales  ap- 
preciate the  importance  of  that  state- 
ment, coming  from  the  lips  of  the  Prime 
Minister.     It    is    unnecessary,    I    think, 
for  me  to  refer  in  more  than  a  sentence 
or  two  to  the  proofs  of  that  proposition 
as  they  have  been  presented  from  time 
to  time  to  the  House  of  Commons.     The 
first  proof  I  would  advance  as  to  the  public 
opinion  of  Wales  on  licensing  matters 
is  that  ever  since  1868 — for  forty  years — 
at  every  general  election  there  has  been 
returned    an    overwhelming    number    or 
Members   identified   with   the   views   of 
the    country   upon    temperance   reform. 
Secondly,  I  would  advance  the  fact  that 
in  1881  the  people  of  Wales  demanded 


Sunday  closing,  and  that  demand  resulted 
in   the   passing   of   the   Welsh   Sunday 
Closing  Act  of  that  year.    Further,  in 
1889  there  was  another  test  as  to  the 
opinion  of  Wales  in  reference  to  Sunday 
closing  which  was  brought  about  through 
the  inquiry  of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing 
Commission.     There,  again,  we  have  in 
the  unanimous  recommendations  of  that 
Commission  evidence  that  Wales  at  that 
time  was  unalterably  attached  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Welsh  Simday  Closing 
Act.     Then,  and  this  is  the  last  proof 
I  shall  bring  before  the  House,  we  have 
the  fact  that  to-day  in  this  House  all 
the     Members    for    Wales    have    been 
returned   to   support    the    demand    for 
the    special     provisions     in     the     Bill 
relating   to   Wales.    I   think'  this  is  a 
political    fact,    if    not    unique,    almost 
without     precedent.      There     are    two 
points    on     which    tihere    are    special 
provisions  relating  to  Wales.     The  first 
is  the  extension  of  the  Welsh  Sunday 
Closing  Act  to  the  county  of  Monmouth. 
For  many  years  it  has  been  the  desire 
of  the  people  of  Monmouthshire  to  obtain 
the  benefits  of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing 
Act.     In    1899    the    Peel    Commission 
unanimously  reported  in  favour  of  such 
extension,  and  we  have  to-day  all  the 
Members  for  the  county  in  favour  of  this 
extension,  and  we  have  also  the  decisive 
vote  of  the  majority  of  the  Monmouth 
County  Council  and  of  all  the  repre- 
sentatives of  public  bodies  in  the  county. 
The    advantages   of   extending    Sunday 
Closing  to  Monmouthshire   are   beyond 
dispute.     The  County  of  Monmouth  is  a 
part  of  Wales  in  feeling,  race,  and  history, 
and  for  the  purposes  of  education  and 
local  affairs  it  has  already  been  connected 
with  Wales.     The  great  majority  of  the 
people    of    that    county   welcome    this 
Sunday  Closing  provision.    The  Bill  also 
grants    to    the    people    of    Wales    and 
Monmouth      immediate      larger      local 
option     powers.      In     regard     to     the 
principle     of     popular    control    WaJes 
has    for    many    generations    expressed 
itself    with    no    uncertain    voice.      At 
every    election   for    years   local    option 
has  been  one  of  the  foremost  points  in 
the  pohtical  programme  of  Wales,  and 
in  1891  and  1893  Bills  dealing  with  this 
subject  passed  through  the  Second  Read- 
ing stage  in  this  House.    It  is  not  possible 
to  go  into   the    precise    efiect    of    the 
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granting  of  these  larger  local  option  powers 
to  the  people    of    Wales,     but    it    will 
mean  a  substantial  reduction  of  licences 
in    Walefe    and    Monmouth    during    the 
running  of  the  time-limit.     With  regard 
to  clubs  I  do  not  for  a  moment  deny 
that  grave  difficulties  have  arisen  from 
the    establishment    of    merely    drinkmg 
clubs,  but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  this 
has   not   been    the    result   or    effect    of 
Sunday  closing  in  the   Principality.     In 
Wales  the  proportion  is  one  club  to  every 
7,400    of    the    population,    whereas    in 
England  there  is  one  club  to  every  4,600 
There  is  a  very  strong  feeling  in  Wales, 
which  is  a  Sunday  closing  area,  that  it 
may   be   necessary   to    have    a   certain 
amount  of  special  treatment  for  clubs. 
I  admit  that  the  clauses  of  this  Bill  are 
a  distinct  advance  upon  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  law.     I  am  prepared  even 
to  say  that  I  do  not  think  those  who  are 
interested  in  temperance  reform  in  the 
country    have    sufficiently    realised    the 
extent  of  the  powers  which  will  be  granted 
to  the  licenaing  justices  in  the  provisions 
as  they  now  stand  in  the  Bill.    But  these 
are  Committee  points.     When  we  come 
to  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  I  feel 
sure  the  (government  will  be  prepared  to 
consider  any  practical  suggestion  in  the 
direction  of  strengthening  these  clauses. 
I  wish  to  refer  only  to  two  out  of  the 
many    important    issues    which    are    at 
stake  in  the  passing  of  this  Bill.     The 
^carrying  of  this  measure  will  show  that 
the    Government    think    more    of    what 
they  deem  to  be  the  good  of  the  country 
than  political  expediency.     That  is  one 
of    the    brightest    signs    in    the    present 
political  situation.     I  see  in  this  Bill  the 
possibility  of  a  new  chapter  of  temper- 
ance reform.     The  reason  we  now  stand 
in  a  different  position  with  regard  to  hope 
for  the  future  in  this  movement  is  that 
the  temperance  question  has  become  a 
vital  one,  and  there  is  now  a  chance  of 
uniting   all   sections   of   opinion   in   the 
country  desirous  of  doing  something  for 
the  good  of  the  people  on  the  side  of 
practical,   effective,   temperance   reform. 
I  can  say  without  any  hesitation  that 
Wales  heartily  and  unitedly  supports  the 
Government    in    regard    to    this    Bill. 
Wales  sees  in  this  measure  a  new  hope, 
a  new  opportunity,  and  a  new  responsi- 
bility, and   her    people    will    show    the 
Government  by  an  effective  administra- 
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tion  not  only  of  the  general  provisions 
but  also  the  special  provisions  relating  to 
Wales  that  these  proposals  have  not  been 
made  in  vain. 


Lord   R.    CECIL   (Marylebone,   B.): 
The  speech  to  which  we  have  juat  lis- 
tened  is    unquestionably   one    of   con- 
siderable interest,  but  it  shows  clearly 
the  difficulty  we  are  necessarily  under 
in  discussing  the  question  of  the  Second 
Reading   of   this    Bill.     Hon.    Members 
opposite  have  been  engaged  in  pointing 
out  that  they  alone  are  the  recipients 
and  possessors  of  the  moral  sense  of  the 
country  ;    that  they  represent  the  light, 
and  all  who  are  opposed  to  them  repre- 
sent   darkness.     That  must  be   a  very 
consoling  opinion  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, and  I  trust  they  will  be  able  to  bear 
the  shock  that  awaits  them  when  they 
court  the  opinion  of  their  fellow  country- 
men.    I  only  propose  on  this  occasion 
to  deal  with  what,  after  all,  are  the  two 
main  principles  of  the  Bill,  namely,  the 
question  of  the  reduction  of  licences  and 
the  question  of  the  time-limit.     I  think 
the  first  of  these  principles  can  be  dealt 
with  briefly.     It  has  been  very  strongly 
urged  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that 
a  reduction  of  licences  must  necessarily 
mean  an  increase  of  temperance  in  this 
country.     I  have  waited  four  days,  and 
still  await  any  evidence  that  that  pro- 
position is  true.     The  only  case  cited  is 
that    of    liiverpool.     No    one    disputes, 
and  no  one  has  ever  thought  of  disputing, 
that  you  may  grant  so  large  a  number 
of  licences  in  a  crowded  district  as  to 
militate  against  the  cause  of  temperance. 
But   the   only   question   that   arises  in 
regard   to    this    Bill    is    whether    when 
you  have  got  the  proper  proportion  of 
licences  to  population  any  further  reduc* 
tion  of  licences  is  likely  to  lead  to  an 
increase    in    temperance.     That    is    the 
only  question  you  have  got  to  consider. 
It  is  no  use  telling  us  what  happened 
when  you  had  free  trade  in  licences  in 
Liverpool,  for  it  does  not  follow  that 
after  you  have  reduced  licences  from  a 
wildly  excessive  number  to  a  moderate 
number    you    promote    temperance    by 
a    still   further    reduction.      The    argu- 
ments  of   the   Under-Secretary   to   the 
Home  Department  on  this  point  were 
really  not  worthy  of  him.    He  picked 
out  two  or  three  towns  or  groups  of 
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towns  about  which  statistics  are  given 
and  made  a  comparison  by  which 
he  sought  to  establish  some  kind  of 
connection  between  the  number  of  licences 
granted  and  convictions  for  drunkenness. 
I  have  not  heard  anything  in  this  debate 
which  takes  us  further  than  the  statement 
made  on  the  authority  of  the  Government 
in  the  Licensing  Statistics  for  1907,  namely, 
that  an  increase  in  licensed  premises  does 
not  necessarily  lead  to  an  increase  in  the 
convictions  for  drunkenness.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  sober  and  accurate  state- 
ment of  the  relation  between  licences  and 
drunkenness,  and  I  have  not  yet  heard 
anjrthing  which  induces  me  to  think 
we  can  carry  the  matter  further  than 
that  by  the  evidence.  Assuming  for  a 
moment  that  it  is  desirable  in  the  in- 
terests of  temperance  to  reduce  licences, 
I  desire  to  say  a  word  about  the  licensee, 
and  whether  you  are  affording  fair  com- 
pensation by  your  provision  for  com- 
pensating those  whose  licences  are 
suppressed.  What  are  the  facts  with 
regard  to  this  point  ?  It  is  admitted 
that  the  effect  of  your  proposed  legisla- 
tion will  be  to  diminish  the  amount  paid 
by  way  of  compensation  to  something 
like  one-fifth  of  what  is  now  being  paid. 
That  is  not  disputed,  and  it  cannot  be 
disputed  after  the  facts  cited  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  friend  the  Member  for 
Kingston  in  his  masterly  speech  at  the 
beginning  of  this  debate.  Is  it  really 
open  to  dispute  that  you  are  going  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  compensation 
paid — I  do  not  care  whether  it  is  a  fifth 
or  a  fourth — to  something  infinitely  less 
than  that  paid  before  ?  The  answer 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Spen 
Valley  division,  and '  with  a  great  deal 
more  florid  oratory  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  this  afternoon,  is  that  it 
is  all  because  public-houses  are  assessed 
too  low. 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER :  Hear, 
hear. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  I  am  glad  that  I 
have  appreciated  the  hon.  Member's 
argument  rightly.  Does  it  not  throw  a 
lurid  light  on  the  perception  of  justice 
which  prevails  on  this  subject  ?    He  says — 

*'  Because  3'ou  arc  assosseil  too  low,  therefore, 
we  are  not  going  to  give*  you  a  fair  price  for  your 
property." 


If  it  does  not  mean  that,  what  does  it 
mean  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  WHITTAKER  :  Assess 
at  the  proper  figure. 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  The  hon.  Member 
seems  to  think  that  public-houses  are 
assessed  on  different  principles  from 
those  which  are  applied  to  other  industrial 
concerns.  The  hon.  Member  is  completely 
mistaken.  There  seems  to  me  to  be 
confusion  in  the  minds  of  some  hon. 
Members  as  to  what  assessment  really  is. 
It  is  not  a  tax  on  the  profits  of  a  busi- 
ness. That  is  the  delusion  which  rims 
through  the  whole  of  the  argument  of 
hon.  Members  opposite.  If  they  do  not 
say  so,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  explain  their 
argument  at  all.  You  are  assessed  on 
the  value  of  the  house  and  not  on  the 
value  of  the  business.  Ther^  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  for  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  municipal  income-tax,  out  we  have 
not  got  it,  and  therefore  it  ''B  quite  plain 
that  to  take  the  assessable  value  as  the 
value  for  the  purposes  of  compensation 
is  to  take  a  completely  misleading  stan- 
dard. I  see  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Reading  here.  Let  me 
give  an  illustration  from  our  own  ex- 
perience. Both  he  and  I  occupy  cham- 
bers in  the  Temple.  I  am  not  aware  of 
their  relative  rental  value,  but  I 
assume  that  they  are  about  the 
same.  But  the  profits  of  the  business 
which  he  transacts  is  out  of  all  propor- 
tion to  the  profits  I  am  able  to  make. 
If  we  were  going  to  expropriate  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  we  should  have 
to  compensate  him  on  quite  a  different 
footing  from  that  which  I  am  afraid 
would  be  just  compensation  in  my  own 
cAse.  It  is  precisely  the  same  when 
you  come  to  deal  with  any  of  these 
industries.  Therefore,  to  take  the 
assessable  value  and  say  that  it  is  the 
basis  of  compensation  when  you  are 
going  to  take  away  property  is  to  take 
an  entirely  misleading  basis.  I  wish  to 
make  it  clear  in  specific  terms  to  the 
House  that  I  do  not  recognise  two 
standards  of  compensation.  By  com- 
pensation I  mean  payment  which  shall 
recoup  a  person  injured  for  the  injury 
that  is  being  done  to  him.  It  must  be 
complete  solatium,  complete  re-integra- 
tion and    compensation   for   the  injury 
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done.  What  you  have  to  do  by  this 
Bill  is  to  provide  a  scale  which  will 
carry  that  out.  Therefore,  whether  it 
be  desirable  to  reduce  licences  further 
or  not,  I  feel  very  confident  that  the 
House,  when  it  comes  to  consider  the 
scale  on  which  that  reduction  is  to  be 
carried  out,  if  it  be  proposed  to  deal 
with  this  trade  with  fairness  and  justice, 
will  not  adhere  to  the  scale  in  the  Bill. 

I  desire  to  say  a  word  or  two  about 
the  time-limit,  which  is  the  other  main 
principle  of  the  measure.  There  are, 
as  I  understand  it,  not  less  than  three 
different  meanings,  or,  at  all  events, 
three  different  objects,  with  which  the 
time-limit  is  proposed  to  be  enacted  by 
those  who  are  in  favour  of  tkat  principle. 
In  the  first  place  it  is  said  that  it  is 
desirable  to  restore  to  the  justices  their 
freedom  of  action.  If  that  means  that 
it  is  desirable  to  place  the  country  with 
regard  to  licensing  in  the  position  it 
occupied  before  1904,  I  for  one  am 
against  that  proposal  altogether. 
I  have  neverlbeen  able,  with  all  my 
Toryism,  to  bring  myself  to  admire  the 
system  of  licensing  which  prevailed 
before  1904.  The  only  defence  of  it,  so 
far  as  I  know,  is  that  it  had  existed  for  a 
very  long  time.%  Surely  the  great  object 
of  licensing  should  be  the  impartial  and 
equal  exercise  of  jurisdiction  which  would 
produce  somewhat  similar  results  all  over 
the  country,  so  that  there  should  be  no 
room  for  thinking  by  one  set  of  traders 
that  they  were  being  treated  less  fairly 
than  another  set  of  traders  in  another 
part  of  the  country.  What  were  the 
facts  before  1904  ?  You  had  in  a  great 
many  instances  magistrates  on  the  bench 
who  had  great  reluctance  to  take  away 
licences  altogether,  and  in  practice  li- 
cences were  renewed  whether  they  were 
redundant  or  not,  provided  that  the 
licence-holders  were  not  guilty  of  any 
ofEence  against  the  licensing  laws.  But 
in  just  a  few  cases,  where  you  had  very 
earnest  and  righteous  temperance  re- 
formers on  the  bench,  you  had  licences 
swept  away  on  a  wholly  different  scale. 
I  regard  that  as  a  thoroughly  bad  system, 
and  I  am  not  afraid  to  say  so  in  this 
House,  and  anything  that  would 
restore  that  system  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  thoroughly  retrograde  step. 
Another  object  of  the  time-limit  is  that  it 
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is  thought  desirable  as  a  first  step  to- 
wards local  option.  The  Prime  Minister 
was  good  enough  to  give  an  answer  at 
Question-time  from  which  it  is  clear— 
and  it  is  a  very  important  matter — that 
unless  further  legislation  takes  place  at 
the  end  of  fourteen  years  a  system  of 
local  option  will  automatically  come  into 
operation  in  the  country.  I  say  deliber- 
ately that,  if  that  is  the  effect  of  the  Bill, 
it  is  a  very  bad  piece  of  legislation  indeed. 
What  could  be  worse  than  for  this  House 
to  say  that  fourteen  years  hence  a  system 
of  local  option  will  be  introduced  without 
regard  to  the  state  of  affairs  then  existing  ? 
Surely  that  is  far  too  important  for  tibe 
House  to  pretend  to  prejudge  in  that 
matter.  It  is  for  those  who  sit  in  this 
House  then  to  say  whether  such  a 
measure  should  be  passed  or  not.  I 
cannot  go  on  arguing  this  afternoon 
whether  local  opinion  is  desirable  or  not, 
but  if  we  are  to  enact  it  at  all  it  should  be 
after  full  consideration  of  the  circum- 
stances prevailing  at  the  time  it  is  enacted 
and  not  by  a  side  wind  of  this  description. 
But  thebe  two  objects  are  not  generally 
put  forward  by  the  authors  of  the  Bill 
Both  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Solicitor-General  either  made 
no  reference,  or  only  slight  reference,  to 
local  option.  They  said  that  the  great 
object  was  the  recovery  by  the  State  of 
the  monopol)'  value.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, if  by  monopoly  value  is  meant 
that  it  is  a  desirable  thing  in  itself  that  a 
special  pecuniar>  privilege  should  not  be 
conferred  by  the  licence  upon  the  licence- 
holder,  I  agree  that  it  is  desirable  that 
that  should  not  be  done.  I  say  quite 
frankly  that  a  privilege  of  that  kind 
should  not  be  conferred  upon  the  trade. 
It  is  necessarily  an  objectionable  thing. 
I  feel  that  very  strongly.  We  have  heard , 
and  I  must  say,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  have  heard  with  some  impatience,  a 
number  of  criticisms  directed  against 
the  agitation  which  the  brewers  have 
carried  on,  or  are  said  to  have  carried 
on,  against  the  Bill.  It  is  ea&y  to 
criticise  in  such  a  matter  es  that,  but 
hon.  Members  who  criticise  ought  to 
remember  that  those  engaged  in  this 
trade  regard  themselves  ab  threatened 
with  financial  ruin,  and  it  is  absurd  to 
take  this  or  that  instance  from  this  or 
that  speech  made  under  that  kind  of 
provocation  and  say :    "  This  is  really 
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not    quite   in   good    taste.     We   cannot 
approve  of  statements  of  that   kind," 
or  observations  of  that  description.     If 
you  are  seized  by  the  throat  by  a  foot- 
pad in  a  dark  lane — [Ministerial  cries 
of  "  Oh  !  "] — I   am   not  accusing   hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  of  being  footpads, 
but  if  you  are  threatened  with  a  great 
danger,  whatever  it  may  be,  you  seize 
the   first  weapon  that  comes  to  your 
hand,  and  you  do  not  think  too  carefully 
whether  the  method  of  self-defence  you 
employ  is  that  which  is  sanctioned  by 
the  Queensberry   rules,  which   regulate 
such  things.    I  only  say  that  because  I 
do  not  wish  it  to  be  thought  for  a  moment 
that  I  associate  myself  with  the  criticism 
which  I  think  has  been  unfairly  directed 
to  some  of  the  things  which  have  been 
said  and  done  in  the  course  of  the  agita- 
tion.   I   agree  that  it  is  an  unfortunate 
state  of  affairs  that  the  great  pecuniary 
interests  which  are  necessarily  affected 
by  the  acts  of  the  central  Government 
should  regard  it  as  a    necessary    duty 
to    take    part    in    political    agitation, 
not  on  general  grounds,  but  in  order  to 
defend   their    own    particular  interests. 
If  the  proposals  in  this  Bill  were  merely 
confined  to  removing  that  state  of  affairs 
and  restoring  to  the  State  the  monopoly 
value  of  the  licences  on  fair  terms  and 
without     any     injury     to     the    trade 
1 1  should    not    myself    be    opposed    to 
them  at  all.    Perhaps  the  House   will 
pardon   me   making   reference  to  some 
observations    which    were    made    by    a 
relative  of  my  own,  Lord  Hugh  Cecil,  in 
a   debate  in   1904.     He  is  reported   to 
have  stated  that  there  was  something  to 
be  said  for  a  time-limit,  and  that,  at  any 
rate,  it  was  possible  to  engraft  a  time- 
limit  on  the  legislation  of  1904.     I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  that  speech  and 
I  do  not  think  th  it  anybody  sitting  on  this 
side  would  differ  from  it  for  a  moment. 
What  did  it  amount  to  ?     All  he  laid 
down  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  speech 
was  that  a  time-limit  and  a  compensation- 
limit  were  inconsistent ;  that  if  you  had 
a  time-limit,  you  could  not  go  on  having 
a  compensation-limit ;  and  that  if  you 
had  a  time-limit  it  should  be  a  limit  of 
twenty    or   thirty   years,    or    something 
which  would  be  a  perfectly  fair  time  to 
enable  the  trade  not  to  suffer  injury  from 
such  legislation.   I  agree,  and  I  think  we  all 
agree  that  on  these  terms  there  would  be 


no  great  objection  to  such  a  time-limit,  or 
some  similar  proposal  which  would  pro- 
duce a  similar  result  provided  that  no 
injustice   was   done   to   the   individual. 
What    does   the    Government   proposal 
amoimt  to  ?    It  is  a  great  mistake  to 
suppose  that  it  will  affect  nothing  more 
than,  the   monopoly   value.    It   is   ad- 
mittedly the  first  step  towards  a  much 
larger  measure — to  deprive  the  licensed 
trade,    not    only     of     the     monopoly 
value,   but   of    all    their    property    in 
licences.      It     is     admittedly     a     con- 
fiscatory measure.    Take  again  the  hon. 
Member  for  Spen  Valley.    He  says  that 
the  effect  of  it  would  be — and  he  gave 
most  elaborate  figures  to  prove  it— to 
deprive  the  licensed  trade  of  half  the 
value  of  its  capital  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
years.    He  takes  the  capital  value  at 
£200,000,000,  and  taking  the  monopoly 
value  alone  the  effect  of  the  Bill  will  be 
to  deprive  the  trade  of  £100,000,000. 
Now,  the  moment  that  is  admitted  it 
appears    to   me    to    be    quite  futile  to 
discuss  with  great  elaboration,   as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did,  what  is 
the  exact  legal  position  of  the  licence- 
holders.    You  are  going  to  deprive  them 
of  £100,000,000  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
years.    [Ministerial    cries    of    "No."] 
That  is  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen 
Valley  said.    What  is  the  use  of  talking 
of  the  £100,000,000  representing  nierely 
an    expectation   of   a   property    right  ? 
One    hundred    millions    is    a    himdred 
millions ;    and  if  you  are  going  to  take 
it  you  are  going  to  deprive  the  previous 
owners  of  that  sum,  unless  indeed  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  go  as  far  as 
the  hon.  Member  and  reject  all  proposals 
for    compensation    altogether.    I    could 
understand  a  Bill  based  on  the  theory 
that   you   were   not   taking   away   any 
property  at  all,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
license-holders  are  not  entitled  to  com- 
pensation at  all.     But  if  you  once  admit 
that  they  are  entitled  to  compensation 
and  that  they  have  £100,000,000  which 
you  are  going  to  take  from  them,  then 
the  whole  question  arises,  and  in  fact  the 
effect     of     your     legislation,     as     the 
hon.    Member     for    Spen    Valley    said, 
will  be  to  deprive  them  of  that  money. 
And    how     does     the    hon.     Member 
for    Spen    Valley    meet  the  difficulty? 
He   has  an    astounding    theory    which 
I  will  not  deal  with  it  at  length  because 
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the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  has  done 
so  ;  but  the  suggestion  is  that  as  long 
as  you  only  take  the  reserve  fund  of  a 
company  you  will  do  it  no  harm  ;  if 
you  take  it  in  your  stride,  you  give  it 
all  the  compensation  you  need.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  curious  mental 
attitude  when  you  are  dealing  with 
companies  or  individuals.  You  may 
take  it  if  you  call  it  a  reserve  fund  without 
doing  very  much  harm,  but  if  you  call 
it  the  savings  of  a  company  and  take  it 
then  you  do  hann.  Let  us  suppose 
that  a  private  individual  has  £2,000  a 
year,  and  he  divides  among  his  share- 
holders £1,000  and  puts  aside  and  invests 
£1,000  as  a  reserve  fund.  Would  you 
not  view  with  astonishment  a  financial 
proposal  by  which  the  Stat<*  for  one 
purpose  or  another  proposed  to  sieze 
the  whole  of  the  savings  of  that  private 
individual?  That  is  precisely  what  you 
are  going  to  do  if  you  take  the  reserve 
funds  of  a  company.  You  may  take 
the  savings  of  a  good  company,  but  when 
you  come  to  a  bad  or  struggling  company 
without  any  reserve  fund,  you  will 
be  taking  the  income  of  the  shareholders 
to  the  ext<jnt  of  £100,000,000.  Wo  are 
told  that  these  companies  have  been 
badly  financed.  Are  you  going  to  fine 
brewery  companies  £100,000,000  because 
you  think  they  have  been  badly  financed  ? 
That  is  the  meaning  of  it.  What  does 
it  matter  that  the  directors  of  brewery 
companies  have  cheated  their  share- 
holders ?  I  put  it  in  the  boldest  language. 
How  does  that  defend  the  view  that 
you  take  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Speu 
Valley  says  that  it  is  only  a  contribu- 
tion of  I  £3,000,000,  £4,000,000  or 
£5,000,000;  a  year  for  this  great  and 
wealthy  interest.  I  understand  him 
to  mean  that  it  would  be  a  kind  of  taxa- 
tion, but  it  is  absolutely  distinct  from 
a  contribution  by  individuals  to  the 
general  purposes  of  the  State.  The  whole 
essence  of  a  tax  is  that  it  should  be  as 
far  as  possible  a  contribution  of  equal 
sacrifice  on  the  part  of  all  afEected  by 
it.  But  that  is  not  the  proposal  in 
the  Bill;  and  if  that  proposal  is  not 
confiscation  I  do  not  know  the  meaning 
of  the  word.  You  propose  to  take 
the, money  of  a  special  set  of  people 
who*  are  not  to  liave  any  advantage 
from  the  Government  of  the  country  at 
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all.  [Ministerial  cries  of  "No."] 
It  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  taxation  at  all, 
but  in  order  to  carry  out  a  great  moral 
reform.  If  you  are  to  hold  that  this 
money  is  a  mere  form  of  taxation,  the 
same  argument  can  be  used  for  any  form 
of  confiscation.  I  do  not  tliink  that  it 
would  be  an  exaggeration  to  say  that  it 
would  be  the  most  tyrannical  action 
any  Government  ever  attempted  in  this 
country  or  in  any  country  in  the  world. 
Let  us  understand  what  you  are  going 
to  do.  On  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Spen  Valley  you  are  going 
to  deprive  a  certain  trade  interest  of  * 
£1(;0,()C0,00().  [An  Hon.  Member  on  the 
Ministerial  Benches  :  No.]  Yes,  that 
is  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen  Valley 
says — at  the  end  of  fourteen  years. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  (on  the  Minb- 
TERiAL  Benches) :  It  is  to  pa>  the 
(lebenture-hoiders.  The  reserve  fund  is 
only  applied  to  paying-off  the  debentures. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entirely  mistaken.  Even  that  only 
applies  to  a  small  number  of  companies. 
The  great  mass  of  companies  would  have 
to  meet  this  appropriation  without  any 
reserve  fund  at  all.  You  are  going  to  take 
this  money  from  the  debenture  holders 
or  the  shareholders  not  for  the  purposes 
of  State,  but  for  the  purposes  of  a  moral 
reform.  There  is  only  one  possible 
explanation  of  a  proposal  of  this  kind. 
The  authors  of  this  Bill  do  not  regard  the 
members  of  this  trade  as  entitled  to 
common  justice.  I  have  looked  carefally 
through  almost  all  the  speeches  delivered 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  running  right 
through  them  there  is  an  undercurrent 
very  apparent — especially  in  the  speech 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer— 
that  this  trade  is  a  great  force  ior  evil 
in  the  country  and  that  in  dealing  with  it 
it  would  be  absurd  and  indeed  wicked  to 
treat  it  with  ordinary  justice.  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "  No."]  What  other- 
wise was  the  meaning  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Spen  Valley's  quoting  the  slave  trade, 
and  saying  that  the  slave  owners  were 
not  compensated  ?  The  meaning  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Spen  ^Valley ., was  that 
we  are  treating  the  trade  much. more 
generously  than  we  treated  the|dAve 
owners  ;  and  that  the  fact  remained  that 
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:he  liceused  trade  is  not  entitled  to  as 
good  treatment  as  the  slave  owners. 

♦Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Slet. ford) 
made  an  observation  which  was  not  fully 
audible. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order.  If 
the  noble  Lord  is  interrupted  so  fre- 
quently he  will  never  reach  the  end  of 
his  remarks. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  The  hon.  Member 
generally  has  the  courage  of  his  con- 
victions, and  only  said  aloud  what  a  great 
many  Members  opposite  are  thinking. 
What  other  meaning  can  be  attached 
to  these  tremendous  denunciations  of 
liquor  with  which  wo  are  all  agreed, 
but  which  have  no  meaning  in  this  debate 
unless  it  is  to  show  that  the  Government 
is  justified  in  treating  this  trade  in  a  way 
they  would  never  think  of  treating  other 
trades  in  the  country  ?  I  tiike  another 
view,  i  think  that  just  in  ])roportion  as 
your  object  is  an  object  of  morality  ; 
just  in  proportion  as  you  consider  your- 
selves as  represent^itives  of  Light  dealing 
with  the  Powers  of  Darkness  ;  just  in 
proportion  as  you  are  trying  to  carry 
out  a  reform  to  elevate  the  masses,  just 
in  that  proportion  you  are  bound  to 
behave  with  a  scrupulous  adherence 
to  justice.  I  adhere  to  the  old  Hebrew 
prophet's  denunciation  of  robbery  for 
a  burnt  offering.  By  all  means  if  you 
think  it  right  to  offer  a  great  sacrifice 
upon  the  altar  of  temperance,  do  it,  but 
pay  for  it  yourself.  I  think  that  the 
episcopal  leaders,  or  any  other  leaders, 
are  making  a  very  grave  mistake  if  they 
are  lending  their  countenance  to  the 
proposition  that,  because  you  are  dealing 
with  a  trade  to  which  great  evils  attach, 
you  are  entitled  to  mete  out  to  that 
trade  a  lower  form  of  justice  than  to 
any  other  trade  in  the  country. 

♦Sir  RANDAL  CREMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston)  :  The  proposals  of  the  Bill 
which  have  been  most  severely  dealt  with 
are  the  time-limit,  compensation,  and 
working-men's  clubs.  It  is  in  regard  to 
the  latter  that  I  wish  to  address  for  a 
few  minutes  some  observations  to  the 
House,  and  1  think  my  justification  for 
doing  so  will  be  admitted  when  I  st^ite 
that  I  have  been  for  twenty-three  years 


a  member  of  a  workmen's  club.  These 
clubs  have  been  so  much  maligned  because, 
as  I  think,  they  are  so  little  understood  by 
the  House,  and  if  hon.  Members  had  more 
practical  acquaintance  with  them  they 
would  deal  with  them  much  more  tenderly 
than  they  have  dealt  with  them  during  the 
course  of  this  debate.  With  regard  to  the 
questions  of  time-limit  and  of  compen- 
sation, I  do  not  propose  to  say  very  much, 
although  they  are  very  important  fea- 
tures of  the  Bill,  but  in  reference  to  work- 
men's clubs  I  think  I  have  some  claim 
to  speak  on  their  behalf.  There  are 
7,()00  workmen's  clubs  in  the  United  King- 
dom, and  1,108  of  them  belong  to  what 
is  called  the  Club  and  Institute  Union. 
I  am  only  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
affiliated  clubs,  which  have  a  member- 
ship of  :m,275,  so  that  I  have  a 
considerable  constituency  to  speak  for. 
I  admit  that  some  worlonen's  clubs  are 
by  no  means  ideal  institutions,  but  that 
they  are  an  enormous  improvement  upon 
the  public -house  is  the  point  for  which 
I  am  contending.  If  a  man  or  a  woman 
enters  a  public-house  and  attempts  to 
rest  there  or  remain  for  five  minutes  he 
or  she  must  drink.  They  cannot  stop 
there  without  spending  money  and 
drinking,  but  in  a  club  they  can  remain 
just  as  long  as  they  please  without 
the  expenditure  of  a  single  farthing  ; 
all  the  difference  between  "  may  "  and 
"  must,"  between  "  permission  "  and 
"  compulsion."  I  therefore  assert 
without  any  fear,  not  of  contradiction, 
but  of  disproof,  that  the  workmen's 
club  is  an  enormous  improvement 
upon  the  public-house.  During  the 
twenty-three  years  that  I  have  been  a 
member  of  this  workmen's  club  I 
never  seen  a  member  drunk  on 
or  off  the  premises.  I  do  not 
say  that  there  have  not  been  instances 
of  the  kind,  but  I  have  never  seen  them, 
and  I  have  visited  that  club  hundreds 
of  times,  at  all  times  of  the  day  up  to 
eleven  and  twelve  o'clock,  when  it  closes. 
What  public-house  can  be  cited  where  no 
instance  of  drunkenness  has  been  wit- 
nessed by  people  living  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ?  I  have  given  the  case  of  a  club, 
where  we  had  at  one  time  nearly  2,000 
members.  It  has  existed  for  nearly  forty 
years,  so  it  is  not  one  of  the  mushroom 
clubs  which  have  sprung  up  for  drinking 
purposes.     It  has  had  a  long  existence, 
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it  is  one  of  the  oldest  clubs  in  London 
and  one  of  the  best  managed  as  well  as 
the  most  numerous  in  its  members. 
There  is  also  the  advantage  in  favour  of 
the  club  against  the  public-house,  although 
I  do  not  suppose  that  this  will  commend 
itself  to  the  consideration  and  support 
of  my  temperance  friends,  that  you  get  a 
purer  and  cheaper  article  in  the  work- 
men's club  than  you  do  in  a  public- 
house.  There  is  also  a  better  moral 
atmosphere  in  the  club.  Anyone  who 
has  visited  a  public-house  bar  and 
heard  the  kind  of  conversation  which 
goes  on  there  knows  perfectly  well — if 
he  has  any  acquaintance  with  a  work- 
men's club — that  if  such  language  were 
repeated  in  a  club  the  menibeV  using 
it  would  [be  expelled  if  he  continue  you 
not  only  "  may  "  drink  if  you  please  in  d 
to  use  language  of  that  kind.  So  that 
club  against  "  must "  in  a  public-house, 
but  you  get  a  better  and  purer  article 
and  you  are  abo  surrounded  with  a  very 
much  better  moral  atmosphere  than 
you  would  have  in  the  public-house. 
There  are  many  other  advantages  con- 
nected with  the  workmen's  club  as 
against  the  public-house  with  which  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House,  but  I  appeal  to 
Members  who  are  present  and  who  do  me 
the  favour  to  listen  to  what  I  say  to  judge 
of  these  clubs  with  an  open  mind,  and 
not  to  be  influenced  by  prejudices 
and  statements  which  have  come  to 
be  regarded  by  Members  inside,  and 
people  outside  the  House  as  gospel  truth, 
to  the  efEect  that  there  is  an  enormous 
amount  of  drinking  which  goes  on  in 
these  clubs  which  ought  to  be  put  down. 
I  do  not  know  whether  hon.  Members 
have  studied  carefully  the  Bill  of 
11)02.  I  was  a  member  of  the  Grand 
Cojumittee  which  had  that  Bill  under 
consideration,  and  it  was  due  to  the 
tact  and  judgment  of  the  late  Lord, 
then  Mr.,  Ritchie,  that  that  Bill  was 
passed  through  that  Committee  and 
through  this  House.  At  that  time 
the  clubs  for  whom  T  am  spoaking  were 
good  enough  to  entrust  me  with  their 
interests,  and  I  had  occasion  to  thank 
Mr.  Ritchie  when  the  Bill  reached  its 
Third  Reading  for  the  consideration  and 
courtesy  with  which  he  had  met  us  He 
did  what  no  one  else  had  been  able  to  do, 
although  for  several  years  attempts  had 
been  made  to  pass  a   Bill  through  this 
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House  for  the  better  regulation  of  clubs, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
that  Bill  has  done  a  great  deal  for 
the  purification  of  club  life  in  this 
country.  One  of  the  great  objecta 
Mr.  Ritchie  had  in  view,  in  which 
I  cordially  supported  him,  was  to 
put  an  end  to  the  bogus  clubs  and 
the  gambling  hells  that  were  then  to  be 
found  in  London  and  the  country. 
What  efEect  has  that  Act  had  ?  It  has 
had  the  effect  of  getting  struck  ofi  the 
register  of  302  clubs  most  of  them  of 
the  character  to  which  I  have  referred. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  a  few  are  still 
to  be  fomid  that  have  not  been  re- 
moved from  the  register,  but  they 
would  have  been  had  the  local  authori- 
ties done  their  duty  and  taken  steps 
to  prevent  the  continuance  of  these 
debasing  institutions.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  whole  of  the  302  clubs  were 
struck  oS  the  register  because  of  their 
illegal  practices,  as  a  few  of  them 
ceased  to  exist  and  were  removed 
from  the  register  in  consequence,  bat 
the  clubs  for  whom  I  am  speaking  con- 
tend that  so  much  good  work  in  the 
direction  of  purification  has  been 
accomplished  that  there  is  no  neces- 
sity at  the  present  moment  for 
further  legislation  on  the  subject.  If 
the  Act  of  1902  is  continued  and  rigidly 
enforced  by  the  local  authorities  in 
another  year  or  two  I  believe  every 
bogus  club  and  every  gambling  hell  will 
have  been  got  rid  of  and  the  process  of 
purification  be  practically  complete. 
That  is  the  first  point  that  we  urge,  and  I 
think  the  Government  have  made  » 
mistake  in  overloading  their  Bill  by 
introducing  new  proposals  in  regard  to 
clubs.  There  were  difficulties  enou^ 
ill  the  way  of  passing  this  Bill  without 
burdening  it  with  a  proposal  of  that 
kind.  If,  however,  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  further  legislation  on  the  subject 
it  might  have  been  done  next  year  by 
amending  the  Act  of  1902.  We  contend, 
however,  that  there  is  very  little  if  any 
necessity  for  further  legislation  in 
regard  to  workmen's  clubs.  But  if 
the  Government  were  convinced  that 
there  was  an  absolute  necessity  for 
further  legislation  on  the  subject  and 
that  that  legislation  should  be  embodied 
in  the  present  Bill  they  might  have  made 
it   prospective   instead  of  retrospective^ 


i7v9 


Lteensintf 


{i  May  1908} 


liiU. 


m 


because  the  clubs  that  exist  to-day  with 
few  exceptions  are  of  such  a  character 
that  no  further  interference  is  required 
on  their  behalf.     As  evidence  in  support 
of  my  contention  I  will  quote  a  few  par- 
ticulars of  few  clubs.     I  take  the  club 
with  which  I  have  been  personally  con- 
nected for  twenty-three  years  and  which 
has   been  in   existence  for  forty  years. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  said  the 
clubs  were  increasing   in  number3    and 
members.      This    is     not    our    experi- 
ence   in    London,    it     is     rather     the 
reverse.     The  club  I  am  alluding  to  has 
a   membership   of  1,499,  whereas  a  few 
years  ago  we  had  nearly  2,000  members. 
Our  drink  bill,  which  includes  spirits,  beer 
and  minerals  and  also  tobacco  and  cigars, 
amounted  for  the  last  year  to  X3  Is.  3d. 
per  member.     I    have  taken  four  clubs 
from  the  east,  west,  north,  and  south,  I 
have  given  no  preference  to  any  par- 
ticular    district.      The     one      in     the 
east      which     I    have    quoted    is    the 
Borough    of    Hackney    Club.    That  at 
Hammersmith  the  other    end   of  Lon- 
don  has    a    membership    of    616,    and 
there  the  expenditure  per  head  of  the 
members   upon   spirits,    beer,    minerals, 
tobacco,     and    cigars    is    £4     ITs.  2d., 
I    take  another,  which  has   the  largest 
number    of    members    in    London,    the 
Bdildmay  Radical  Club  and  Association, 
in  Stoke  Newington.     It  has  a  member- 
ship of  1,622,  and  they  spend  per  head 
upon  drink,  etc.,  £3 1 4s.  1  Id.     The  fourth, 
in  the  south,  is  the  Ha tcham  Liberal  Club, 
with  a  membership  of  521,  and  its  drink 
bill  is  at  the  rate  of  £4  3s.  6d.  per  head 
per    year.      The     average     expenditure 
per  week  per  member  in  the  1,108  affiliated 
clubs  upon  beer,  spirits,  minerals,  tobacco 
Eind  cigars  amounts  to  Is.  2d.     Members 
will  admit  that  that  is  a  very   trifling 
amount,  and  it  is  only  because  I  wish  to 
disabuse  hon.  Members'  minds  of  their 
prejudices  that  I  quote  these  figures.     I 
?ay  without  fear  of  contradiction  that 
a  man  who  goes  to  a  public-house  often 
spends  more  in  the  course  of   one   visit  , 
than  a  member  of  these  clubs  spends  in  a  i 
whole  week.     The  clubs  are  therefore  a 
^eat    improvement   upon   public-houses,  | 
md    I    should    be    sorry    to    see    them  j 
nterfered  with  because  of  the  beneficial  | 
change  they  are  effecting  in  the  drinking 
labits  of  the  people.     What  would  be  the 
effect  on  many  single  workmen  if  these 


cjubs  did  not  exist  1  When  I  first  came 
to  London  as  an  operative  joiner 
I  had  no  friends  or  home  comforts,  and 
was  in  the  position  in  which  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  workmen  in  London  and  our 
big  towns  are  to-day,  a  single  man  lodger. 
There  were  no  workmen's  clubs  in  those 
days,  and  a  workmen  had  no  alternative 
but  to  spend  his  evenings  either  in  his 
dreary  lodgings,  the  streets,  or  the  public- 
houses.  What  is  a  man  to  do,  when  out 
of  work  and  walking  about  the  streets 
looking  for  employment  all  day.  What 
is  he  to  do  in  the  evening.  Is  he 
to  go  to  the  public-house  where  he 
must  drink,  or  into  a  club  which  he  can 
join  for  2d.  or  3d.  a  week  and  smoke 
his  pipe  and  talk  to  his  fellow  members 
without  spending  a  penny — even  if  he 
has  it  to  spend.  What  will  be  his  position 
if  the  clubs  are  harrassed  and  penalised 
out  of  existence.  There  is  one  other  club 
I  will  refer  to  that  has  670  members,  and 
is  frequently  referred  to  as  the  best  club 
in  London.  What  do  we  spend  in  this 
club,  and  I  commend  these  figures 
to  hon.  Members  and  friends  of  temper- 
ance in  order  that  they  may  consider 
whether  they  will  bring  "  the  best  club 
in  London "  within  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  I  have  taken  these  returns 
from  the  balance  sheet  issued  by  the 
Kitchen  Committee,  and  I  find  the  drink 
bill  of  this  House  from  3rd  February  to 
20th  July,  1907— five  months— was 
£4,846  lis.  lOd.,  or  an  average  per 
member  for  the  five  months  of  £7  48.  8d. 
So  that  if  the  House  sat  for  twelve  months 
and  my  calculations  for  the  workmen's 
clubs  were  for  twelve  months,  the  rate  of 
expenditure  per  member  for  that  period 
would,  exclusive  of  minerals  and  cigars, 
amount  to  £17  17s.  l.^d.  as  against  an 
average  per  member  in  the  four  workmen's 
clubs  I  have  quoted  of  X3  IDs.  2Jd.  in- 
cluding tobacco  and  cigars. 

Mr.  MARKHAM  (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) :  The  total  amount  of  whiskey 
consumed  in  the  smoke-room  of  this 
House  amounts  to  three  bottles  a  week. 
You  can  get  that  from  Collins. 

♦Sir  RANDAL  CREMER :  I  am 
quoting  from  the  balance  sheet  of  the 
Kitchen  Committee. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  TAYLOR  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth)  :  Are  strangers  included 
in  both  cases? 


1731 


Licensing 


{COMMONS} 


Biit. 


1732 


Mr.  HARWOOD  (Bolton) :  I 
like  to  adopt  the  words  of  the  last  speaker 
and  say  I  should  not  intervene  in  this 
debate  if  I  thought  any  words  of  mine 
would  niilit-ate  against  the  passing  of 
this  Hill.  I  wish  very  much  to  see  it 
pass.  Hut  during  this  debate  I  have 
felt  inclined  to  doubt  whether  this  Bill 
is  what  it  professes  to  be,  namely,  » 
Liicensing  Hill.     I  think  if  the  Govern- 


♦Sir  RANDAL  OREMER  :  Yes,  I  have  I  by  ground  landlords  long  ago  led  me  to 
included  strangers  and  friends  in  both  |  the  conclusion  that  what  the  gioond 
cases,  and,  from  uiy  experience  in  previous  landlord  has  a  right  to  do,  what  Goveni- 
Parliaments  I  believe,  that  friends,  many  ment  Departments  have  a  right  to  do, 
of  them  of  the  other  sex,  were  in  thei^st,  \  this  House  has  a  right  to  do,  and  I  shall 
largely  responsible  for  such  heavy  ex-  vote  for  the  Bill, 
penditure.  ["  Oh  !  "J  But  so  far  as  this 
Parliament  is  concerned,  I  admit,  and  I 
say  it  advisedly,  and  gladly,  that  I  believe 
this  is  the  soberest  Parliament  that  has 
ever  sat  in  St.  Ste])hen's.  Hut  it  is 
said  there  is  still  an  amount  of  drinking 
that  takes  place  in  workmen's  vhihs  that 
ought  to  bo  put  an  end  to.  I  have  already 
admitted  they  are  by  no  means 
ideal  institutions,  but  I  say  they  are  a 
great  impiovement  upon  ])ul)lic-houses 
and  that  thev  might  well  be  let  alone.  I  am  , 

sorry  that  the  Government  have  tacked  »^®"^'  ^^^^  ^'*^"*'  *^  *^^«  country,  first,  on 
on  to  this  Bill  the  clauses  referring  to  ^^^^  P^»»"  '««^i«  ^*^»*^»  as  everybody  «• 
clubs,  as  T  believe  they  have  thereby  knowledges,  there  were  too  many  drinking 
increased  their  ditticultios  in  getting  this  «bops,  and  said.  ''  We  wish  you  to  helpm 
Bill  through  Parliament,  and  believing  ^<>  do  away  with  the  superfluous  ones 
that  the  Bill  generally  is  a  benoficient  on  fair  terms,"  and.  secondly,  on  the pUin 
measure.  I  am  sincerely  anxious  to  is«"*-  <>f  whether  the  monopoly  granted 
see  it  passed  into  law  as  soon  as  possible,  by  the  nation  belonged  to  the  nation, 
I  have  only  one  more  word  to  say  with  j  Jind  could  be  resumed  by  the  nation, 
regard  to  confiscation.  I  have  listened  to  |  the  country  would  have  gone  with  them, 
almost  every  speech  that  has  been  made  ,  If  our  temperance  friends  of  thirty  yens 
upon  the  subject.  Attempts  have  been  \  ago  had  been  a  little  more  reasonihle 
made  to  frighten  us  by  the  repeated  use  of  j  we  should  certainly  have  had  this  change 
this  word  *'  confiscation."  I  am  not  I  then,  because  that  question  was  asiod 
afraid  of  it.  The  ])ractice8  of  the  at  that  time,  but  the  temperance  le- 
ground  landlords  of  London  have  formers  of  that  day  would  not  listen  to 
familiarised  us  with  the  process.  I  have  it.  I  am  quite  certain  that  on  thoie 
recently  asked  questions  in  this  House  '  two  issues  the  whole  country  wonM 
concerning  the  practice  of  the  Ecclesias- .  have  supported  the  Crovemment,  ud 
tical  Commissioners,  the  Commissioners  it  was  because  they  were  not  put  to  the 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  and  other  Depart-  country  in  this  way  that  we  are  now 
ments  of  the  8tate  who  deal  with  prop-    dealing    with    this,    the    most    difficult 


erty,  and  I  find  they  all  act  alike.  I 
have  known  several  instances  in  London, 
on  the  estates  of  the  Duke  of  Westminster, 
Lord  Portman,  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
and     Lord     Southampton,     where      the 


subject  with  which  we  have  ever  hid 
to  deal.  It  is  a  subject  which  deeply 
stirs  the  heart  with  most  passionito 
enthusiasm,  and  yet  it  is  one  that  cannot 
be   settled   except   by   the    most  calii 


leases     having     expired,     public-houses,    consideration.     There    are    two    sets  ol 


shops  and  dwelling  houses  have  been 
pulled  down  without  a  penny  of  com- 
pensation being  given.  Instances  are 
continually  occurring  where  public-houses 
are  closed  and  tradesmen,  who  have 
spent  considerable  sums  on  improving 
their  premises  have  found  themselves 
deprived  of  their  means  of  livelihood, 
and  when  their  time-limit— the  lease 
— expired  they  did  not  get  a  farthing 
Compensation  from  their  ground  hmdlords. 
Such  repeated   instances  of  confiscation 


people  concerned — one  who  would  do 
away  with  all  licensed  houses  if  thef 
could  because  they  consider  that  thoj 
are  wholly  evil ;  and  the  other,  to  which 
I  belong,  who  acknowledge  in  spite  of 
all  the  evil  that  has  taken  place  thtt 
the  public-house  is  a  good  institution' 
I  am  rather  of  Mr.  Johnson's  opiniooi 
that  a  public -house  is  a  place  when 
y(m  can  lx»  quite  sure  they  irert 
glad  to  see  you  come  and  sorry  to  le* 
you  go  away.     But  whether  that  be  » 
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or  not,  we  must  keep  our  heads  and 
our  hearts  calm,  and  not  allow  our 
heads  to  be  dominated  too  much  by  our 
hearts.  We  all,  who  work  among  the 
poor,  know  the  awful  evils  of  the  drink 
traflBc.  But  we  must  acknowledge  that 
it  is  not  merely  for  one  class  of  people 
that  this  House  legislates.  We  have 
to  legislate  for  the  mass  of  the  people, 
and,  as  one  who  lives  among  them,  as 
one  who  employs  a  good  many  of  them, 
who  has  lived  in  close  touch  with  them 
for  many  years,  T  venture  to  say  that  it  is 
most  unjust  if  you  give  the  impression 
that  they  are  an  intemperate  people. 
The  greatest  change  which  has  occurred 
in  my  life  time  has  been  the  spread  of 
sobriety  amongst  the  mass  of  working 
men.  In  my  own  part  of  the  country, 
and  in  my  own  trade,  drunkenness  is 
quite  the  exception.  I  speak  for  thou- 
sands of  people  amongst  whom  I  live, 
and  whose  lives  I  know  quite  well. 
When  I  get  resolutions  on  this  matter, 
speaking  of  the  overwhelming  tempta- 
tions to  drink,  I  say  that  they  are  not 
overwhelming.  It  is  quite  true  that  a 
great  many  people  yield  to  them,  but 
the  causes  are  to  be  found — ^and  here  I 
sympathise  with  some  of  my  Socialist 
friends — in  the  evils  which  cause  that 
yielding  to  temptation.  And  the  cure 
will  have  to  be  found  for  those  evils. 
Yoif  want  better  housing,  better  feeding 
of  children,  and  better  lives.  I  ask 
myself,  if  whole  classes  have  become 
temperate  in  my  lifetime,  why  the  causes 
which  have  effected  that  change  cannot 
be  made  to  operate  in  a  similar  manner  on 
pther  classes.  Whatever  may  be  our 
own  private  view  of  this  matter,  whatever 
our  own  feelings  about  the  traffic,  public- 
houses  will  continue.  No  Government 
dare  stand  up  in  this  House  and  say 
that  they  will  do  away  with  them.  If  it 
did,  it  would  not  live  twenty-four  hours. 
Therefore  you  have  got  to  face  the  facts. 
The  question  is,  how  best  can  we  deal 
with  the  problem  ?  I  think  we  can  agree 
about  three  things  in  regard  to  public* 
houses.  First,  that  there  are  too  many 
of  them ;  secondly,  that  a  great  many  of 
them  are  too  bad ;  thirdly — and  I  per- 
sonally can  agree — that  the  liquor  is  too 
bad  and  that  we  must  have  control  of 
the  public-houses.  I  want  this  Bill 
from  its  business  side,  because  it  deals 
with  these  three  problems,    The  poorness 


of  public-houses  is  caused  partly  by  the 
fact  that  there  are  too  many  of  them. 
If  there  were  fewer  they  could  afford  to 
be  better.  Therefore,  in  my  own  neigh- 
bourhood I  would  do  away,  not  with 
one-third  but  with  one-half,  not  because 
I  am  opposed  to  public-houses,  but  because 
I  want  better  public-houses.  Cannot 
those  who  want  better  public-houses, 
and  those  friends  who  want  no  public- 
houses,  seek  a  common  ground  of  agree- 
ment, so  that  whatever  public-houses 
remain  may  be  good  ?  I  think  that 
would  be  a  fair  ground  to  act  upon,  and 
one*  on  which  we  might  do  something. 
As  to  the  second  point,  about  the  liquor 
being  too  bad,  perhaps  the  greatest 
change  in  the  liquor  trade  for  centuries 
has  come  from  the  tied-House  system. 
I  believe  that  this  Bill  is  largely  the 
consequence  of  that  disastrous  change. 
It  is  a  change  which  has  done  more  to 
deprive  the  public-house  of  its  character 
and  associations  than  any  other  change 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  last  two  cen- 
turies. You  have  sown  the  wind  and  you 
are  reaping  the  whirlwind.  I  approve  of 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  because  it 
gives  us  hope  of  dealing  with  that  evil. 
The  third  point  is  that  of  getting'control 
of  the  public-houses.  The  terms  of  that 
control  I  know  will  have  to  be  discussed, 
but  at  any  rate  we  can  agree  that  we 
shall  never  have  a  right  settlement  until 
we  have  control  of  the  public-houses. 
Whether  we  shall  run  them  is  a  question 
I  shall  not  discuss  now ;  but  we 
must  get  them  into  our  hands, 
and  we  will  never  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  evils  of  the  tied-house 
system  until  we  have  done  so.  There- 
fore, I  appeal  to  all  those  who  are  tem- 
perance advocates,  and  also  those  who 
are  in  favour  of  public -houses,  to  see 
whether  we  cannot  agree  upon  this  com- 
mon ground,  that  we  ought  to  reduce 
the  number  of  public-houses,  and  that 
we  ought  to  have  ultimate  control  over 
them.  These  are  the  main  points.  All 
the  others  are  merely  leather  and 
prunella.  I  wish  the  Bill  had  been 
confined  to  these  points,  because 
I  believe  then  it  would  have  been 
better  received  by  the  country.  But  it 
is  the  feelings,  prejudices  and  passions 
which  have  been  called  into  force  by 
these  small  side  issues  which  jeopardise 
the  Bill,  and  are  the  real  ground  upon 
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which  we  are  threatened  with  all  those 
dreadful  electoral  results  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meml)er 
for  Wimbledon.  I  venture  to  ofEer  the 
Government  two  suggestions  which,  in 
the  spirit  of  the  remarks  I  have  made, 
may  help  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  As 
to  the  reduction  of  the  number  of  public- 
houses,  at  any  rate  we  can  agree  upon 
this,  that  the  people  who  are  put  out  of 
their  businesses  ought  to  be  treated 
fairly.  The  English  nation  is  more  than 
a  fair,  it  is  a  sentimental  nation,  and  if 
you  violate  its  sense  of  generosity  and 
fairness,  which  is  one  of  the  abiding 
features  of  the  English  people,  catas- 
trophe will  follow.  If  once  the  public 
gets  the  idea  that  you  are  being  mean 
with  a  great  class  of  people,  then  fare- 
well to  any  hopes  of  passing  this  Bill. 
However  you  may  like  or  not  like 
this  trade,  you  must  remember  that  it 
is  a  trade  which  has  been  called  into 
being  by  the  »Slatc.  The  »State  has 
specially  given  a  licence  for  it ;  it  gives 
it  special  countenance ;  therefore,  the 
State  is  bound  to  deal  with  it,  I  do  not 
say  with  special  generosity,  but  at  any 
rate  according  to  the  common  principles 
of  fairness  such  as  commend  themselves 
to  the  masses  of  the  people.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  if  the  Government  could 
convince  the  people  of  England  that 
those  who  are  being  put  out  of  the  trade 
are  going  to  be  treated  fairly  and  even 
generously,  the  whole  difficulty  on  that 
point  would  drop.  I  would  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  :  Are  you  sure,  in  adhering 
to  the  principle  of  assessment,  that  you 
are  working  on  the  right  lines  ?  I  do 
not  think  you  are.  The  principle  of 
assessment  is  utterly  discredited  in  this 
matter.  All  the  statistics  which  were 
given  by  my  hon.  and  learned  friend 
owe  their  power  to  the  ridiculous 
assessments  that  have  gone  on 
for  so  long,  and  to  public -houses 
having  been  absurdly  under-assessed  in 
the  past.  The  consequence  is  that  the 
principle  and  machinery  of  assessment 
are  utterly  discredited.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  said  something  about 
the  Inland  Revenue  viewing  these 
licences  as  things  having  a  value  in 
porpetuity. 
jl/r.  Ilani'ooiL 


Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  said  that  Sr 
Algernon  West,  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue,  instructed  his  col- 
lectors to  value  licences  as  if  they  wew 
perpetual. 

Mr.  HARWOOD  :    Those  instructions 
with  regard  to  licences  are  on  no  different 
linea  from  those  applied  to  death  duties 
and  other  things.     If  the  valuer  conws 
to  value  a  picture,  a  Cooper  for  example, 
it  does  not  fetch  a  fifth  of  what  it  ^ 
The  Inland  Revenue  takes  it  at  whit   ; 
could  be  got  for  it,  and  it  takes  a  liceaw 
at  what  it  would  f et<»,h  now.     They  havp 
a  perfect  right  to  claim  duty  on  the  vahe 
of   the   thing   now.     But    to   say  thit  1 
because  there  is  renewal   of  a  licenw. 
therefore   it  is  a  licence   in    perpetnitT 
has  no  ground  in  common  sense.    WouU 
it  not  be  possible  for  the  House  to  in- 
stitute some  form  of  valuing  these  bus-   . 
nesses  which  are  to  be  done  away  wit   p 
so   that  the  country    would   feel  quite  ! 
sure  that  a  perfectly  independent  oiguu-  I 
sation  will  value  thera  on  the  principle   * 
on  which  every  other  business  is  valned!   l 
If  the  Legislature  chooses  to  do  anj 
with  some  public-houses   I   do  not  w 
why  they  should  not  be  treated  in  tk 
same    way    as    other    businesses.   Tk 
public  do  not  believe  that  assessment  is  i 
good    plan,    because    the    assessmob 
have  been  ridiculous.     The  Qoveznmait 
say  :     "  We  will  not  take  advantage  of 
the  ridiculous  assessments  that  yon  hiit 
had  so  far,  but  we  will  give  you  a  yw  j  I 
t^  put  them  right."     But  a  scrsmbk  [| 
of  that  sort  before  the  authorities  vli 
iiave    already    started    those    lidicnkNi 
assessments  will  not  satisfy  the  pnbfe 
They  must  be  made  to  know  that  tbflc 
will   be   some   means    by    which  tk* 
businesses,   quite  apart   from  all  ote 
traditions,  will  be  assessed  on  the  use 
principle    as    is    applied    to    any  otk 
business.    That  is   the    first  suggiestioi 
I  wish  to  offer  to  the  Government  Ai 
to  the  fourteen  years  limit,  I  do  notthiik 
I   need   go   into   the  argumeni»  wU^ 
have  been  used.     I  remember  veiy  weB, 
as  a  boy,  going  into  this  matter.    Aoaa 
had  got  a  licence   for    some  premiKi 
near    my    father's     business,    and  k 
called  in  the  afternoon  to  see  my  fBlOn^ 
to   whom  he  said :      **  You  have  prt 
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£2,000  into  my  pocket."  I  said  to  my 
father  :  "  Why  into  his  pocket  ?  "  and 
I  have  been  asking  that  question  ever 
since.  Thirty  years  ago  I  tried  to  start 
a  movement  among  the  Liberal  Party 
in  my  own  neighbourhood  to  get  this 
value.  There  is  no  need  to  talk  senti- 
ment and  temperance  about  it.  The 
thing  is  business.  Here  is  a  lot  of  money 
we  ought  to  have.  In  a  strict  business 
point  of  view  we  have  a  perfect  right  to 
say  to  these  people  :  "  At  the  end  of 
the  year  we  shall  make  you  pay  what 
you  ought  to  have  paid  all  along.  You 
have  got  a  licence  which  has  a  money 
value,  and  this  nonsense  has  gone  too 
far.  Thank  your  stars  that  you  have 
had  a  good  pull  out  of  it,  but  we  are 
going  to  put  an  end  to  it.  The  nation 
has  wakened  up,  it  has  got  its  senses, 
and  it  is  going  to  have  its  own."  That 
would  be  perfectly  right.  Supposing 
I  have  a  licence  worth  £200  a  year, 
from  which  I  pay  nothing  except  the 
ordinary  licence  duty,  I  am  collecting 
£200  profit  every  year,  and  it  is  money 
which  ought  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
nation.  You  give  me  fourteen  years, 
that  is  £2,800.  I  have  to  pay  compensa- 
,  tion  out  of  that.  I  am  only  being 
treated  fairly,  because  not  only  am  I 
getting  the  State's  money,but  I  am  getting 
the  extra  business  through  the  other 
monopoly  being  done  away  with.  It  is 
-quite  plain.  As  a  Member  who  has  sat 
here  some  years  I  say  let  us  be  businesslike 
and  introduce  as  little  sentiment  as  possi- 
sible.  I  quite  enjoyed  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  speech.  C'est  magnifique 
mais  ce  n'est  pas  la  guerre.  I  think  the 
coimtry  wants  to  be  businesslike.  The 
second  point  is  the  last  one  I  want  to 
bring  before  the  Government.  May  I 
beg  of  you  to  drop  Sub-section  2  of 
Clause  2.  That  is  the  sub-section  that 
provides  that  simply  without  anything 
further  being  said  or  done,  at  the  end 
of  the  fourteen  years  period  we  shall 
come  imder  the  possibility  of  local  option 
to  the  extent  of  prohibition.  I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  the  question  of  pro- 
prohibition,  but  I  am  going  to  say  to 
the  Grovernnient  that  this  clause  is  both 
unfair  and  unwise.  It  is  unfair  because 
it  *  is  inconsistent  with  all  the  claims 
that  the  Prime  Minister  has  made  on 
behalf  of  his  Bill.  He  has  said  all 
through :     **  We  put  before  you  a  Bill 


which  will  give  you  a  free  hand  at  the 
end  of  fourteen  years.  There  will  be" 
— I  think  he  used  the  phrase — "a 
tabula  rasa,  and  then  the  nation  will  be 
able  to  do  what  it  likes."  I  ask  that  we 
shall  have  a  tabula  rasa,  without  "  local 
veto"  or  anything  else  written  across 
it.  Let  me  say  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
if  you  are  going  to  prejudge  anything, 
if  you  are  going  to  pre-condition  this 
problem  in  anything,  you  will  have  to 
put  other  things  in  besides  this.  There 
are  many  on  this  side  of  the  House  who, 
if  this  sort  of  thing  is  going  on,  will  be 
inclined  to  insist  that  there  shall  be 
some  kind  of  security  for  the  public- 
house  keepers  who  survive  the  fourteen 
years.  I  am  very  strongly  of  opinion 
that  one  of  the  greatest  means  to  temper- 
ance is  not  merely  to  diminish  the 
number  of  public  houses,  and  not  merely 
to  improve  the  quality  of  public-houses, 
but  to  improve  the  quality  of  public- 
house  keepers.  My  experience  is  that 
very  much  depends  on  the  character 
and  conduct  of  the  publican  himself. 
Therefore,  it  is  a  national  interest  that 
we  shall  attract  to  this  trade,  as  long 
as  it  is  going  to  continue,  good  men, 
men  prepared  to  put  a  stake  in  it,  men 
of  substance  and  respectability,  and 
therefore,  I  for  one  say  that  if  you  insist 
on  keeping  this  clause  I  shall  insist  on 
other  clauses,  and  I  shall  insist  on  some 
clause  which  ¥rill  give  some  security  to 
the  publicans  who  survive  the  storm  and 
stress  of  the  fourteen  years,  that  they 
shall  have  at  any  rate  a  certain  time  of 
security.  But  we  are  prepared  to  waive 
all  that — I  am  speaking  I  know  for  others 
besides  myself — on  the  broad  principle 
that  there  shall  be  a  complete  tabula  rasa  • 
If  you  put  in  local  veto  to  the  extent 
of  prohibition,  you  are  prejudging  the 
question  in  a  most  imfair  manner.  It 
is  not  only  unfair  but  unwise.  I 
should  have  thought  the  Prime  Minister 
would  say  :  "  Once  bit,  twice  shy," — 
at  any  rate  I  should  have  thought  *'  once 
bit,  once  ^hy."  I  hope  he  does  not  listen 
too  much  to  the  syren  voice  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Appleby.  In  the  political 
history  of  this  question — and  I  have  been 
taking  part  in  it  for  more  years  than 
I  like  to  think  of — the  chief  disaster  has 
come  not  from  the  publicans,  but  from 
the  extravagance  and  impossibility  of 
those   who  call  themselves  temperance 
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*v?^  KUFUS  ISAACS:  I  wiU  not 
yzrtTJi  the  point  if  the  right  hon. 
r^rL''j?'=LAn  says  I  misunderstood  him. 
.  zxt  Lea^itrr  of  the  Opposition  put  forward 
-  iti  Bill  of  1904  because  he  said  that  a 
r^iTiiTion  of  licences  would  make  for 
".>Tip?razice.  Lord  Lansdowne,  in  the 
H:or^  of  Lords,  said  the  same  thing,  and 
1  ~i;t.T«  a  quotation  from  his  Lordships 
*v*«>Li  here,  but  I  will  not  trouble  tne 
}irjvt  with  it.  I  think  when  we  hear 
:-.c  zoTL  Members  opposite  the  argument 
:  -iT.  4  re^luction  of  licences  is  not  a  step 
■_  :«;  direction  of  temperance  we  are 
•r.:.:t-yl  to  ask  them  why  was  the  Act  of 
..•*.»  .Titro'luce'l  ?  What  we  have  to  show 
J .  V  :<  why  wo  are  introducing  this  Bill. 
V'j-«rf  the  preHunt  Act  there  is  no 
./,  y,ffa  ityHteiii  of  reduction  nor  a  com- 
■,i.  v/f'/  J#3vyini5  of  the  maximum.  It 
':.r-.#^yj<  ^jfitiroly  upon  the  will  of  the 
i,..:\/,r,*iiiH  SLH  to  liow  much  will  be  spent 
'.  *  ;Artj/:ij|ar  ynur.  lu  the  next  place 
'. '  \f.^,  ']^:JMion  of  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy 
^'".^/f*^^  in  fiioMt  M(»ri(>iisly  retarvied  in- 
< '-..  ,/.U  HM  tlj4!  roiiiiHMisatiim  to  l>e  paid  is 
t/,  *:;*?>:/ ^iv«:  oliHliirlo  to  tho  rtHluotion  of 
«  .'  \iui\ti'.r  ol  houKOH  during  succeeding 
,'  -.^f*.  What  tlin  (4(ivorumont  say  in  this 
;■>..  .4  "  VV«  will  introduce  cinupulsory 
•\/:  ./.>.i//ri  ovnr  a  |HU'iiHl  of  years, 
</.«!  trt'.  will  hnvo  a  system  of 
/,  .,^/iU*iiUfiii  which  wo  thinV  is  fair 
«. /;  ^./{.  J  ii.il  Mil"  Thjit  is  tho  real  ^vint, 
♦..*:  »/»  «!<•.  ihn  ((unHtion  in  wntrvwersy 
4,  »«/■•.  /i.triowH  ilNolf  to  thi»  is  the 
,.  .y/Jit.t\  M,ffi|Hiiirtutioii  H  fair  and  oviuil- 
s'.\».  'jfUtiit'.ttntiUnw  i  PiVHumably  there 
ff  ,  ,\/\  lf«.  no  roiitrovrrMy,  ik»  dispute 
..  ,'.i/ftf'\  lo  llin  |iri»|HMiiiv»n  that  prvv 
.i//|  /Oil  ^ivn  nulVirioiit  and  adoi|^uate 
^„..j,*./..hHoii.  you  Hhi»uld  U*  entitled 
',  ,»./!.»/ «i  itin  iniiubor  v»f  licence*. 
.  ..'    o^il/  (jiihitlioii  which  ari!H««  is.  what 

Un   ..fill  iw|iii(Hhlo  UiHi.H  of  com^ien- 

'.'.„,        I    .iinr.n   II    i^i   li  dlthi'ull   subject. 

■  .    ,t    I':  oiiii  wliu'li  oiuiiiol  Ik*  d<.VKled 

.     If  hifM    ol    any     MouiUn*    of    tho 

»,#.ii),  iiMil   ii    ninnot   U' dis(K^«ed 

'.    M  .  ^.  •'   viiiil'i      li  \'\  ii  matter  which 

\,n\\  IfM'i.  to   ilhu-nHt  \ory  much  in 

/   r.,.,„,n*.t.     >;|MwiliHiv.  tor  niy^oh\  and  not 

.•f.Mi'   ff'iiii  Minihloialion   tho  ti^ures 

,."<!  o»  Miii  llonno  hy  tho  hon  Mom- 
.  ,  ./  •l|<f.M  V'llloy  iinil  i»(hot>t.  I  uuiy  say 

f     .M.    0"i    'iiiMnllOil  thul  I  he  (KM'ivKl  of 

II  , I  .  M  11  I'Oi  'inil  )UMi  coni^KMiM 

i  .•III    I  lit  III.!    nil  ImioiI    (v>    tho   \  low 

.    thff   htiiii    III    Iduiloon   vi'iirs   will 

,,,  .        ..iiii  ii.iii        I'lio  liv»n.    NloMiK'r 


for  Spen  Valley  qaoced  i^  ^zsjcat  i 
eighty-two  companies  visz  i  sst 
and  debenture  capital  a=i:<ar=;:  % 
£74,912,000,  aU  of  vhirii  son  is 
his  third  category  of  b^i  ^'joxa, 
some  with  very  aniall  reaerrct  Uii  :cia 
with  no  reserve  at  alL  Utat  teeatTim 
to  be  an  argument  in  favoar  <i  ?Tv^rit 
the  time  of  compenBadoo,  :«»»  oil 
situation  created  by  this  KL-ri'iiiii 
be  eased  to  those  who  may  ^kx  :« i 
the  position  to  make  :he  smht 
financial  arrangements  widu!:  :»  sex 
limited.  It  might  also  «ca2:«'20i 
affected  to  face  the  sitaatHa  toh 
any  risk  of  financial  crisis  I  xijx 
that  forward  as  my  own  tyt  « ai 
result  of  the  consideraticm  wkki  I  in 
been  able  to  give  to  the  m^zx,  oi 
because  I  am  very  anxious  thct  insHxa 
should  deal  rather  libeFsDy  aai  f^ 
generously  with  the  interesa  sSbok  % 
the  Bill.  If  by  this  coime  the  paap 
of  the  Bill  here  and  elsevheR  m  it 
secured,  we  shall  not  have  daw  a  U 
day  8  work  for  tempenmee  enm  if  ve  k« 
to  give  more  than  some  hoo.  }laSm 
think  strictly  necessary.  Theboa-lfaBk 
for  Blackbtim  says  that  iff  yoo  exsad  ill 
time-limit  you  will  take  the  hem  «:« 
the  measure.  I  do  not  beKere  ihe  kst 
is  so  weak  that  by  extending  ik  at- 
limit  50  per  cent,  you  will  mb  it 
cease  to  beat.  However,  this  is  a  fi^ 
we  shall  have  to  consider  in  f^^^^"^^^ 
I  fully  recognise  that  we  are  6a^ 
with  the  Se^nd  Beading  sod  boi^ 
Committee  stage.  In  refawMt  ■ 
cv^mpensation  the  great  qnostioeiihff 
vou  are  to  arrive  at  aa  eqnldi 
Wis  of  calculation.  Hie  ii|^  ka. 
Gentleman     opposite      mo&meavAt 

!mzzled  aa  to  now  the  hoo.  Ifaakf 
or  Spen  Valley  got  at  his  igm  i 
£1,050.  That  is  arrived  at  in  Ok  nf 
Sunpose  you  take  premises  wUck  nai 
make  the  difTerence  oalcolated  imdff  ib 
Act  £100  a  year.  Ton  have  »  nb 
them  subject  to  oompensatiGn  far  te* 
teen  years  under  the  present  liiiM 
Now  *that  woidd  give  at  4  per  «* 
£l,d29,  if  you  take  it  for  ths  faMS 
years  adding  interest  as  psid  jw  If 
year.  If  you  pay  the  fwniiwiMfins  < 
once  you 
^iven 

Valley,  which  is  really 
years*  purchase  at  JBIOO  a 
IS  the  fourteen  years 
lated  at  £100  a  year,  hot 


rou  arrive  at  Xl.OSOt  tie  %« 

by  the   hon.    Member  far^ 

,  which  is  really  ten  sad  a  U 

purchase  at  JBIOO  a  len.  W 
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^instead   of  over    a    period    of   fourteen 
years.     Thatj  is  the   explanation  of   the 
^figure   at   which   the  hon.    Member   for 
%pen   Valley    arrived.     Much    has  been 
«aid    about    the    system    of  calculating 
^mpensation   upon    the    assessment    of 
the  licensed   house.      There  is  a   letter 
<iliis   morning   in  an  organ  not  favour- 
able   to    the     views     we     are    putting 
forward    on   this  side  of   the  House — i 
mean   the  Standard.      It  is    written   by 
Messrs.. Orgill  &  Marks,  a  firm  of  valuers 
who  occupy  a  high  position.       In  that 
letter  they  deal  only  with  the  figures  for 
Xondon  under  the  quinquennial  valuation 
of  the  London  County  Council,  because  no 
other  figures  were  at  hand  and  they  con- 
troverted very  strongly  the  view  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Spen  Valley 
•that  the  houses  were  rated  at  a  ridicii- 
ilously  and  even  a  dishonestly  low  figure. 
:They  tell  us  that  is  not  the  case.     I  am 
^dealing  with  the  London  figures  which 
tare  the  figures  they  give.     They  say  that 
•during  the  last  ten  years  the  assessment 
of  public  houses  in  London  has  increased 
:by  55  per  cent.,  and  further  they  tell  us 
fthat  licensed  premises  are  now  according 
to  this  calculation  assessed  at  three  times 
the   value   of  the    premises   unlicensed. 
At  the  annual  rateable  value  it  works  out 
rthat   6,868   houses   produce  an  average 
annual    rateible    value    of  £217    for    a 
licensed  house.     Taking  these   premises 
unlicensed  and  according  to  Schedule  A, 
the  value  would  be  £72,  and,  therefore, 
the   compensation   would  be  calculated 
at  an  annu  il  rate  of  £145,  which  at  ten 
:aiid  a  half  years  purchase  would   give 
an    average   of  £1,522   per  house.     One 
would  have  thought  that  this    amount 
would  represent  very  fair  compensation 
for  houses  assessed  as  licensed  premises 
at  £217.     May  I  remind  the  House  also 
of  what  seems  to  have  been  forgotten  in 
khe  discussion  on  the  comparison  of  the 
compensation    paid    under    the    Act  of 
1904,    and   that    proposed    to   be   paid 
under    this    Bill  ?      Under    the   Act    of 
1904    there   is    only    one    compensation 
ftinount,    and  from  that  the    publicans 
share  has  to  be  carved  out.     NVe  have 
been  discusssing  in  the  debase  the  com- 
pensation   to    be    paid    to    the    owner ; 
there    is    a    separate    provision    in    the 
Bill  for   compensation    to  be  paid   over 
and  above  that,  to  the  publican.     We 
have     to     bear     this     in    mind     when 
comparing    the    compensation    payable 


under    the    Bill    with    the    compensa- 
tion  under  the  Act  of  1914.      If    the 
figures   given   by  the   eminent   firm  of 
valuers   to    whom    I    have   referred   be 
correct,  and  if  we  take  that  assessment 
as  the  true  average  assessment  for  the 
country,  it  would  appear  that  the  owners 
of  licensed  premises,  if  dealt  with  under 
the  scale  of  this  Bill,  would  really  not 
have    very   much   to   complain   of.     It 
may  be   true — and  I  have  no  doubt  it 
is  true,  for  I  could  give  instances — that 
there  are  a  number  of  houses  in  which 
the    assessments    are    ridiculously    low, 
whatever  the  true  reason  may  be,  and, 
however  we    may  have  arrived  at  the 
result,  the  fact  is  that  in  these  houses 
these  persons  have  been  enjoying  for  a 
considerable  period  low  assessments,  and 
one  would  have  thought  that  there  was 
not   very   much   ground   for   complaint 
when  we  remember  that  under  this  very 
Bill  the    Government  gives  the   oppor- 
tunity of  putting  the  assessment  right, 
so  that  if  conscience  pricks  them  when 
they    consider     the    pa)rment  of    com- 
pensation, and  if  they  are  desirous  of 
being  assessed  at  the  higher  rate,  their 
wish     can     be     gratified    through    the 
thoughtfulness      of     the      Government. 
I    have     dealt     with     the     two     main 
points,     namely,    the    first,   as    to   the 
property     in    a      licence ;      and     the 
second,       as      to      the     compensation. 
The    only    other    point    of     substance 
on    which    I     desire     to     say     a     few 
words  is  the  monopoly  value.      Much 
has     been    said    in    criticism    of    that 
phrase.     I  would  remind  hon.  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  that 
we   are   not  the   inventors  of  it.     The 
originators  of  it  were  to  be  found  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  as  it  was  in  1904.    They 
coined  the  phrase   "monopoly  value," 
and  they  defined  to  some  extent  what 
it  meant.     We  were  told,  I  think  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  we  shall  have  to 
define  what  it  means.     I  hope  he  will. 
For  myself  I  am  anxious  that  it  should 
be  made  clear,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  have  quite  apprehended  what  is  in- 
tended  by   the   Bill   in   stipulating   for 
the   payment   of   the    monopoly   value. 
I  As  I  follow  it,  what  it  means  is  not  the 
j  taking  over  by  compensation  or  in  any 
other  way  the  goodwill.     What   is   in- 
I  tended  is  to  charge  the  person  receiving 
I  a    licence    something     like    its  value — 
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something  more  adequately  approaching 
the  value  of  the  privilege  which  is 
to  be  given  to  him  by  the  authorities. 
I  understand  that  to  be  something  in 
the  nature  of  rent  which  he  will  have 
to  pay  for  the  privilege  granted  to  him. 
In  a  case  where  a  public-house  is  pro- 
ducing a  profit  of  £1,000  a  year,  the 
authorities  will  not  take  the  whole  or 
anything  like  the  whole  of  that  amount. 
They  w411  say  that,  having  regard  to 
the  scale  on  which  they  assess 
the  privilege  of  selling  liquor  in 
the  district,  such  a  house  should 
pay,  say,  £150  or  £200  annually 
for  this  privilege.  That  is  altogether 
apart  from  goodwill.  It  has  no  more 
to  do  with  goodwill  than  my  action 
wbuld  have  in  a  case  where,  if  I  were 
the  owner  of  premises  in  which  a  tenant 
was  carrying  on  business,  ♦  I  raised 
the  rent  from  £50  to  £200.  That  tenant 
would  have  as  good  a  right  to  say  that 
I  was  confiscating  his  goodwill  as  the 
man  who,  having  been  granted  a  licence, 
is  asked  to  pay  for  the  exclusive  privilege 
of  selling  drink  in  a  particular  house. 
If  I  may  add  a  word  on  clubs,  it  will 
certainly  only  be  a  word  after  the  way 
in  which  the  subject  has  been  dealt 
with  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston. 
I  would  like  to  say  for  myself  that  I 
am  glad  he  made  his  speech  and  gave 
the  figures  which  he  submitted  to  the 
House.  It  has  been  a  revelation  to  me 
to  hear  that  so  many  workmen's  clubs 
are  nothing  less  than  drinking  clubs. 
I  have  never  understood  that  was  the 
case.  I  know  some  in  my  own  constitu- 
ency. I  do  not  think  that  they  partake 
of  that  character.  It  is  true  that  they 
are  Liberal  clubs.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  description  applies  more  to  Con- 
servative clubs  than  to  Liberal  clubs. 
It  seems  to  me  that  these  clubs  are  of 
value  and  benefit.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  men  go  to  such  clubs,  and  I  maintain 
that  they  are  better  emplov^ed  in  doing 
so  than  in  going  from  one  public-house 
to  another.  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  licensing  question  in  a  spirit  of 
fairness  and  justice  to  those  who  are 
advocating  the  views  contained  in  and 
underlying  this  Bill, and  to  give  us  credit 
for  the  desire  to  be  fair  and  just 
to  the  trade.  We  do  not  intend  that 
they  should  get  any  special  favouritism 
shown      to     them,      but    we     do     in- 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs. 


tend  that  this  proposed  legislation 
should  deal  equitably  with  them.  We 
resent  most  strongly  the  notion  that 
the  Bill  is  intended  to  avenge  the  party 
in  some  way  upon  the  trade,  or  to  wrest 
from  the  trade  something  which  Parlia- 
ment has  no  right  to  take.  No  one 
can  accuse  the  Grovernment  of  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  with  a  desire  to  catch 
votes  ;  and  no  one  can  accuse  them 
of  intending  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
flinch  from  the  attitude  they  haver  taken 
up. 

*Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.) :  In  re- 
gard  to  the  discussions  which  have 
taken  place  on  the  proposals  of 
the  Government,  I  believe  there  is 
an  overw^helming  public  opinion  in  op- 
position to  them.  It  is  not  alwavs 
easy  for  a  man,  who  believes  that  the 
public  opinion  of  the  day  is  against  it. 
to  take  action  which  he  Imows  to 
be  right ;  but  I  think  in  the  present 
circumstances  I  am  entitled  to  ignore 
that  public  opinion  and  support  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  do  so 
because,  as  the  Prime  Minister  said  and 
as  public  opinion  has  not  yet  ap- 
preciated, the  measure  means  a 
clear  struggle  between  the  Government 
and  the  people  in  general  and  one  trad*.^ 
alone.  That  alone  should  induce  a  man. 
animated  in  any  way  by  democratic 
principles,  to  support  the  Second  Reading. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Mai^e- 
bone  suggested  that  the  extraordiiu^ 
outburst  of  energy  and  alami  immedi- 
ately after  the  introduction  of  the  Bill 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  trade  found 
itself  suddenly  and  imexpectedly  attacked. 
If  that  were  so,  they  would  not  have 
had  within  twelve  hours  after  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  such  a  display  of 
printed  matter  against  it,  nor  throughout 
England  such  an  outburst  of  scunrility 
attacking  every  Liberal  Member  and 
threatening  if  they  voted  for  the  Second 
Reading.  That  indeed  is  one  of  the  greatest 
reasons  why  men  who  respect  ^epI^ 
sontative  government  should  vote  for 
the  Second  Reading.  I  myself  went 
down  to  my  constituency  and  summoned 
the  licence  holders  to  a  meeting.  They 
came  in  large  numbers.  Many  of  them, 
as  I  heartily  believe,  had  voted  for  and 
supported  me  in  the  last  election,  and  a 
great  majority,  I  say  it  to  their  honour 
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were  ready  to  meet  me  with  arguments 
as  to  amendments,  and  put  before  me 
reasonable  views.  But  there  was  pre- 
sent at  that  meeting  an  element  of 
threat  which  I  have  not  often  heard  in 
the  course  of  my  life,  but  which 
when  I  have  heard  makes  my  de- 
cision to  resist  it  only  the  stronger. 
From  that  moment,  strong  as  the  criti- 
cisms are  that  may  justly  be  made 
against  the  Bill,  I  said  that  the  Second 
Reading  of  it  deserved  the  support  of 
every  Radical  worthy  of  the  name  in  this 
House.  Another  reason  why  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  should  be  supported  is 
that,  for  the  first  time,  at  any  rate  in  our 
industrial  generation,  we  are  beginning 
to  tackle  one  of  the  great  monopolies. 
In  the  near  future  we  shall  be  compelled 
to  do  that  in  one  province  after  another. 
The  man  who  does  not  see  that  sees 
nothing  of  the  industrial  development 
of  our  time.  If  we  flinch  now  before 
threats  of  one  monopoly  alone,  then 
good-bye  to  all  economic  and  social 
reform,  and  this  House  must  cease  to  be  . 
not  only  the  representatives,  but  the 
^ardians  of  anything  which  is  well 
worth  securing,  and  of  its  own  honour. 
That,  I  think,  is  a  very  cogent  second 
reason  for  supporting  the  Second  Reading 
•of  the  Bill.  There  are,  nevertheless, 
certain  criticisms  which  suggest  them- 
selves to  one  who  desires  thoroughly  to 
represent  his  constituents.  I  speak  for  a 
constituency  in  which  democratic  feeling 
is  strong  and  in  which  the  ordinary  English 
artisan,  skilled  and  unskilled,  forms  the 
great  bulk  of  the  electorate.  In  the  first 
place,  surely  too  much  power  is  given  to  the 
magistracy  and  too  little  to  the  popular 
voice,  and  especially  in  the  last  clause 
of  the  Bill  which,  I  venture  to  think, 
may  not  be  fully  discussed  under  the 
fall  of  the  guillotine.  In  the  second 
place,  no  power  is  given  to  the  people 
of  a  locality  to  augment  as  well  as 
to  diminish  the  number  of  licences. 
To  the  vast  majority  of  those  listen- 
ing to  me  that  may  seem  to  be  merely  a 
doctrinaire  point ;  but  there  are  areas  in 
England  where  the  fanaticism  of  the  great 
landed  proprietor,  or  more  often  of  his 
wife,  forbids  the  people  to  have  that 
common  meeting  place,  that  village  club, 
which  a  well-conducted  public-house  is, 
and  for  such  places  it  would  be  of  demo- 
cratic value  to  give  to  the  inhabitants 


the  right  to  say  not  only  that  they  would 
have  less  or  no  public-houses,  but  that 
they  would  have  one  or  more.  Another 
point  is  that  the  Bill  does  not  provide 
sufficiently  for  compensation  to  the 
tenant  or  manager  and  the  employees. 
Amendments  in  that  direction  will  cer- 
tainly be  moved  from  these  benches,  and 
it  will  be  difficult  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  not  to  support  them.  You  are 
going  to  throw  a  considerable  number  of 
men  out  of  employment,  and  you  are 
bound  to  see  that  those  who  are  losing 
their  livelihood  by  the  extinction  of 
licences  are  compensated.  Finally,  the 
Bill  does  not  adequately  deal  with  the 
question  of  tied  houses.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  say  at  the  moment  how  Amendments 
in  that  direction  are  to  be  framed,  but  it 
is  true  that  if  you  could  attack  that  evil, 
and  get  rid  of  the  tied  houses,  you  would 
be  doing  much  more  real  practical  work 
than  by  waiting  fourteen  years  before 
tackling  it.  That  is  the  main  evil,  so  far 
as  general  opinion  testifies.  If  the  tied- 
house  system  had  not  arisen,  and  if  the 
independent  public-house  had  continued 
to  exist,  three-fourths  of  the  difficulty 
would  not  have  arisen.  There  is  hardly 
one  evil  in  connection  with  the  licensed 
trade  which  is  not  closely  associated  with 
and  has  always  been  augmented  by  the 
tied-house  system,  the  effect  of  which 
has  been  to  throw  a  great  monopoly  into 
the  hands  of  the  wealthy  brewing  com- 
panies. The  tied  houses  represent  in 
extra  profit  to  the  monopoly  a  sum  of  at 
least  £20,000,000  a  year,  and  £20,000,000 
a  year  means  a  sum  sufficient  to  defray  a 
universal,  non -contributory  old-age  pen- 
sion scheme.  The  tied-house  system 
must  be  attacked  not  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  but  at  once.  If  that  were 
done,  not  only  would  you  have  at  your 
back  the  common  sympathy  of  those 
who  have  gone  into  the  details  of  tem- 
perance reform,  but  the  general  opinion 
of  the  nation.  My  firm  belief  is  that  if 
those  who  are  most  loudly  crying  out 
against  any  change  in  the  present  system 
knew  that  the  Government  were  going  to 
abolish  the  tied-house  system,  they  would 
come  forward  and  support  the  Bill.  I 
suggest  that  one  of  the  best  ways  to  meet 
the  case  would  be  to  put  such  words  into 
the  Bill  as  to  cause  the  free  houses  to  be 
treated  with  preference  against  the  tied 
houses. 
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*Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire,  Oswes- 
try)  :  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Reading  took  a  great  many  legal  points 
in  his  speech  in  support  of  the  Bill.  We 
have  heard  of  legal  points  from  other 
hon.  Members  opposite,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  we  have  heard  many  speeches 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
this  Bill,  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
ordinary  citizen,  will  do  any  good  or  harm.  | 
Hon.  Members  opposite  have  paid  tributes 
to  their  own  courage  in  sticking  to  the 
Bill.  I  must  say  that  I  do  admire  their  i 
courage  for  that,  in  the  same  way  as  I 
admire  the  courage  of  an  Anarchist  who  i 
goes  about  with  a  bomb  which  may  at 
any  time  explode  and  kill  himself  as  well 
as  his  intended  victim.  But  the  Anar- 
chist does  not  mind  in  the  least  how  many 
absolutely  innocent  people  are  killed  or 
wounded  in  his  attempt,  and  I  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  like  the  Anar- 1 
chist  in  this  way;  they  profess  that 
they  are  going  to  attain  a  great  boon  to 
humanity  if  they  succeed  in  their  attempt, 
but  they  never  think  of  the  injury  they 
may  do  to  innocent  persons.  The  Chan- 1 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-day  made 
great  fun  of  the  position  of  widows  and 
orphans  after  this  Bill  had  been  passed 
into  law,  but  not  a  single  person,  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  so  far  as  I  am  able 
to  gather,  has  attempted  to  show  that , 
this  Bill  does  not  affect  a  very  large  ' 
number  of  innocent  and  harmless  people. 
I  really  have  only  heard  one  excuse  and 
one  argument  advanced  by  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Members  in  defence  of  this 
wanton  mischief  that  they  propose  to  do, 
and  that  is  that  the  widows  and  the  or- 
phans ought  not  to  have  been  so  foolish 
as  to  invest  their  money  in  brewery 
or  in  trading  concerns,  that  they 
were  the  dupes  of  the  brewer  and  those 
people  who  floated  their  businesses  into 
companies,  and  that  because  they  were  so 
simple  and  were  taken  in  therefore  they 
were  proper  victims  for  attack  by  any 
Government.  I  do  not  know,  however, 
how  far  hon.  Members  are  going  to  carry 
the  principle  that  a  man  who  has  made  a 
bad  investment  should  have  what  little 
is  left  him  of  his  investment  taken  away. 
At  all  events,  I  should  have  thought 
that  it  was  possible  for  such  a  great 
and  wise  Grovemment  as  the  present  to 
have  devised  a  measure  for  reforming 
drunkards  without  starving  the  widows 


and  the  orphans.  I  know  that  it 
is  an  unpleasant  subject  for  some 
people  because  they  are  put  in  a 
great  dilemma,  as  very  often  on  a  public 
platform  they  make  attacks  upon  brewers 
which  are  received  with  great  cheering, 
and  for  which  they  get  great  support; 
they  say  they  are  going  to  clip  the  wings 
of  a  trade  which  has  made  too  much 
and  that  it  is  fair  to  take  something 
from  them.  But  if  the  trade  and  the 
brewers  have  managed  to  throw  theii 
shares  upon  widows  and  orphans  how 
are  they  going  to  be  harmed  bj  this 
Bill  ?  What  hon.  Members  want  to  do 
apparently,  therefore,  is  to  punish  peopb 
who  have  made  a  bad  investment, 
because  they  are  not  getting  5  per  cent., 
and  to  punish  those  in  the  trade  who 
are  getting  more  than  5  per  cent.  Aie 
you  going  to  stand  as  arbiters  and  punish 
everyone  unless  they  make  exactly 
what  you  think  the  right  profit  out  of 
their  businesses  ?  What  is  the  object 
of  this  Bill  ?  First  of  all,  to  get  the 
monopoly  value,  because  that  issuf^Msed 
to  be  a  great  thing  for  the  revenue  and 
that  it  will  bring  in  a  great  deal  of  money. 
I  very  much  doubt  if  it  wilL  In  the 
second  place  it  is  said  that  the^ 
reduction  of  licences  will  promote  tem- 
perance in  this  country.  What  I  can- 
not understand,  however,  is  how  it  is 
that  when  the  Bill  of  1904  was  debated 
in  this  House  those  who  opposed  it  said 
it  was  a  retrograde  movement,  and  that 
although  that  Bill  which  had  for  its 
object  the  reduction  of  licences,  was  of 
that  character,  this  measure  which  has- 
the  same  object,  though  perhaps  it  does 
it  much  more  quickly,  is  a  great  and 
courageous  measure  of  temperance  le- 
form.  Why  is  it  that  of  two  Bills 
not  different  on  this  particular  pointy 
one  will  do  an  injustice  to  the  temperance 
cause,  while  the  other  will  promote  it? 
But  will  this  Bill  promote  temperance  t 
The  particular  arguments  inducing  hon. 
Members  to  think  that  a  reduction  of  the 
number  of  licences  will  promote  tem- 
perance are,  first,  that  it  makes  sape^ 
vision  more  easy  because  there  are  fewer 
houses  to  be  supervised,  and,  secondly, 
that  if  the  competition  is  reduced  there 
will  not  be  so  much  temptation  to  those* 
who  run  the  houses  to  push  the  tiade 
too  far.  With  regard  to  the  supervisioa 
of  the  police,  I  think  that  is  a  fsid]r 
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good  argument;  but  then  side  by  side 
with  this  proposal  for  the  reduction  of 
licences  you  are  going  to  allow  drinking 
to  go  on,  and  to  an  increased  extent, 
in  places  where  the  police  will  not 
be  able  to  supervise,  and  therefore  hon. 
Members  are  not  entitled  to  use  that 
argument,  as  they  will  do  as  much 
harm  in  the  one  direction  as  they  will  good 
in  another.  Then  as  to  the  competition. 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  competition  causes 
license -holders  not  to  push  their  trade,  and 
make  people  drink  in  order  to  make  a 
profit,  surely  the  same  result  will  be 
produced  if  you  are  going  to  add  to  the 
taxation  which  the  trade  already  bears. 
It  will  in  that  case  be  more  difficult  for 
them  to  make  their  profit,  and  therefore 
the  difficulties  and  dangers  of  competition 
will  be  increased  by  your  measure.  I 
was  never  one  of  those  people  who  thought 
that  the  mere  reduction  in  the  number 
of  licences  was  in  itself  capable  of  doing 
much  good  to  temperance,  certainly 
not  in  a  great  many  places.  I  think 
it  was  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
who  made  a  speech  the  other  day  in 
which  he  said  it  brought  tears  to  his 
eyes  to  pass  a  gin  palace  in  a  slum  district. 
And  by  the  way,  I  suppose  he  occasion- 
ally passes  a  gin  palace  in  Dublin,  and 
some  other  Irish  cities  he  visits,  and  why 
does  it  not  bring  tears  to  his  eyes  and 
make  him  wish  to  put  Ireland  in  this 
Bill  ?  But  what  brings  tears  to  his 
eyes  in  passing  a  gin  palace  is  not  that 
there  are  three  gin  palaces  where  there 
ought  to  be  two,  but  because  one  of 
those  houses  is  not  properly  conducted, 
and  these  are  the  places  which  should  be 
shut  up,  not  because  they  are  redundant, 
but  because  they  are  not  properly  con- 
ducted. In  my  opinion,  what  might  be 
done  in  the  direction  of  temperance  reform 
in  this  way  is  to  close  public-houses  which 
are  not  properly  conducted,  very  much 
more  frequently  than  is  done  now.  If 
the  law  as  it  exists  were  used  as  it  should 
be  used,  I  think  you  would  do  far  more 
good  than  you  will  by  reducing  the  num- 
bers simply  because  there  are  so  many. 
I  cannot  believe  that  it  is  impossible 
even  under  the  present  law  to  bring 
about  an  immense  boon  to  the  cause  of 
temperance  by  closer  and  more  vigilant 
police  supervision,  and  I  think  some- 
thing might  be  done  by  legislation  per- 
haps, or  at  any  rate,  by  administration, 


in  the  way  to  punishing  more  severely  the 
people  who  get  drunk  or  by  treating 
habitual  drunkards  in  a  more  scientific 
way  than  they  are  treated  now.  But 
I  confess  that  I  am  not  a  great  believer  in 
legislation  for  the  temperance  cause. 
I  believe  that  temperance  has  progressed 
very  considerably  in  the  last  few  years, 
and  that  it  is  progressing  very  steadily 
now,  but  to  my  mind,  the  great  forces 
that  you  want  to  call  forth  in  order  to 
make  the  advance  still  more  rapid 
are  not  forces  of  devastation,  but  forces 
of  education  and  religion  in  our 
schools,  joined  with  the  teaching  of 
thrift  and  responsibility  of  parents. 
This  Government,  I  think,  has  not 
done  their  duty  in  that  respect.  They 
have  made  an  attack  upon  the  religious 
teaching  in  the  schools.  We  under- 
stand that  they  propose  to  introduce  a 
measure  of  old  age  pensions  of  a  non- 
contributory  character,  which  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  encourage  thrift.  We  all 
know  that  a  year  or  two  ago  they  passed 
a  measure  which  enabled  men  to  have 
their  children  fed  out  of  the  rates — men 
who  had  chosen  to  drink  away  the  money 
which  they  ought  to  have  spent  in 
feeding  their  children.  [Cries  of  "  No."] 
Under  the  Provision  of  Meals  Bill  the 
parents  who  do  not  supply  thur 
children  with  food  are  able  to  get  them 
fed  out  of  the  rates.  [Cries  of  "  Nq," 
and  "  What  about  the  provision  for 
negligent  parents  ?  "] 

*Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  (Mr. 
Emmott,  Oldham) :  Order,  order.  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  had  better  confine 
himself  to  the  Bill. 

*Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  :  My  point  was 
this,  that  if  the  Government  had  turned 
their  hands  to  thrift  instead  of  discourag- 
ing it  they  would  have  done  more  in  the 
direction  of  promoting  temperance  than 
they  have  done.  There  are,  it  seems^to 
me,  only  two  courses  open,  either  for 
the  State  to  take  over  the  whole  of  the 
drink  traffic  themselves  or  to  put  it  into 
the  hands  of  the  municipalities  or  else 
to  allow  the  present  system  to  go  on 
with  supervision,  but  with  supervision 
of  a  friendly  and  not  of  a  hostile  char- 
acter. Under  this  Bill  supervision  is 
of  a  most  hostile  character,  and  hostile 
to  the  best  people  in  the  trade  rather 
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than  the  worst,  and  it  seems  to  me  to 
have  this  very  bad  efEect,  that  it  must 
discourage  all  responsible  men  from 
entering  into  the  trade.  What  you 
should  do  is  to  encourage  men  who  are 
respectable  and  responsible  to  conduct 
the  trade,  and  then  it  will  be  conducted 
in  a  way  which  will  prevent,  or  at  any 
rate,  reduce  very  much  the  intemperance 
which,  of  course,  we  all  know  exists  in 
certain  instances.  What  I  ask  myself 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is  this — 
Who  is  going  to  be  any  better  for  this 
Bill  ?  Not  the  brewer.  ["  Hear,  hear."] 
That  is  its  great  attraction,  I  know.  Not 
the  shareholder  in  any  business  connected 
with  the  trade,  not  the  drunkard — there 
is  nothing  in  this  Bill  to  make  the 
drunkard  sober — not  the  sober  person. 
As  far  as  I  can  see,  the  only  people  who 
will  be  benefited  by  this  Bill  are  those 
who  gave  vague  pledges  that  they  would 
support  a  temperance  measure,  and 
they  are  prepared  to  redeem  those 
pledges  by  supporting  any  measure 
which  can  be  described  as  a  temperance 
measure,  although  not  a  single  drunken 
man  will  be  made  sober  by  it,  and  a  great 
deal  of  harm  will  be  done  to  a  great 
number  of  people  who  are  perfectly 
sober. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
ham, Barnard  Castle) :  The  Member  for 
Oswestry  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House  has  submitted  one  or  two  questions 
to  the  supporters  of  this  Bill.  He  asked 
how  it  was  that  many  of  us  opposed  the 
Act  of  1904,  with  its  reduction  proposals, 
and  described  it  as  a  retrograde  measure, 
and  yet  are  whole-heartedly  in  support 
of  this  measure,  when  the  only  difference 
is  that  the  rate  of  reduction  may  be 
more  speedy.  I  am  prepared  as  one 
who  sat  very  closely  through  the  debates 
on  the  1904  Bill  to  answer  his  question. 
We  did  consider  it  a  retrograde  measure 
though  we  recognised  that  it  might  be  an 
instrument  for  reducing  licences,  but  we 
were  never  convinced  that  it  could  reduce 
licences  at  a  greater  rate  than  the 
magistrates  had  been  reducing  them. 
I  say  at  a  greater  rate.  But  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  some  of  the  figures  are  com- 
pared with  those  of  the  last  three  years, 
the  rate  is  ^ot  much  greater.  One  of  the 
points  on  which  we  took  the  greatest 
exception  to  the  Bill  of  1904  was  that  it 
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destroyed  to  a  considerable  extent  the 
powers  that  had  been  vested  in  the 
licensing  bench,  in  the  interest  of  the 
public,  for  centuries.  And  this  at  a 
time  when  the  magistrates  had  been 
roused  by  the  majority  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  to  a  recognition 
of  the  fact  that  they  had  a  duty  to  per- 
form in  the  interests  of  the  community ; 
when  they  had  become  alive  to  this  duty, 
then  the  Bill  of  1904  was  brought  in  with- 
out any  authority  from  the  country.  I  wish 
to  emphasise  this  point  which  I  do  not 
think  has  been  emphasised  sufficiently 
in  this  debate.  We  cannot  forget  that 
the  Government  which  passed  that 
measure  came  into  power  because  they 
appealed  to  Liberals  to  forget  their 
Liberalism  and  to  Labour  men  to  by 
aside  their  principles  in  order  that  the 
Government  might  be  allowed  to  com- 
plete the  work  they  had  in  hand  in  South 
Africa .  They  were  returned  to  power,  and 
instead  of  coming  again  to  the  country 
when  they  had  completed  their  work, 
they  proceeded  to  commit  what  I  can 
only  describe  as  an  unauthorised  wrong 
on  the  country,  by  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1904.  Hence,  I  think,  We  are 
fully  justified  in  saying  that  it  was 
a  retrograde  measure  and  in  oppos- 
ing its  passage  through  this  House. 
Wlien  the  subsequent  election  came, 
our  constituents  were  invited  to  return 
us  to  this  House  in  order  to  do  what 
we  could  to  reverse  the  principles  of 
that  measure.  Now,  one  observation 
on  the  speech  to  which  we  listened 
with  considerable  satisfaction  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Reading.  It  was 
in  keeping  with  his  high  legal  position, 
but  notwithstanding  the  eloquence  of 
that  speech,  many  of  us  were  much 
alarmed  to  find  it  marred  by  what 
I  will  venture  to  describe  as  a  very  great 
blot.  I  say,  and  I  think  I  also  speak  for 
the  majority  of  those  who  sit  upon  these 
benches,  that  we  heard  with  consider- 
able amazement  the  suggestion  that 
we,  as  a  community,  should  be  more 
generous  still  and  extend  the  time- 
limit  of  the  Bill.  When  I  listened  to 
the  statements  he  made  so  effectively 
on  the  legal  aspect  of  the  case  I  begin 
to  think  that  he  had  made  out  a  case 
for,  instead  of  the  fourteen  years  time- 
limit,  something  considerably  less.  But 
when  he  appealed  to  his  coUeagues  and 
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-especially    to    those    on    the    Treasury 
Bench,  and  desired  them  to  take  into 
consideration  the  question  of  extending 
the  limit.     I  thought  the  Grovemment  on 
that  particular  point  must  have  wished  to 
have  been  saved  from  their  friend.    Then 
I  listened,  as  many  others  did  also,  to 
what  I  will  venture  to  describe  as  a 
most  amusing  speech  from  one  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Bolton  (Mr.  Harwood). 
It  was  some  time  before    I    could  find 
•out   in   which   direction    he   was   going 
and   what  he  proposed  to  do  with  his 
vote.     He  is  the  only  Member  who  has 
made  any  attempt  to  minimise  the  evils 
of  intemperance.     I  am  pleased  to  recog- 
nise that  almost  every  speaker  on  both 
«ides  has  admitted  that  the  finding  of  the 
Royal  Commission  was  not  far  from  the 
mark  when  they  said  there  was  a  gigantic 
-evil  to  be    remedied,  and   that    almost 
any  sacrifice  would  not  be  too  great  to 
obtain  that  end.     The  part  that  most 
interested  me  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  when  he  appealed  to  the 
Oovernraent     to     do    away    with     the 
democratic    nature     of    this    Bill    and 
to     take     out     the     local     veto     pro- 
vision.    I    was   always  given  to    under- 
stand that  the   principle  of    Liberalism 
was   trust  in  the   people,   and  I  cannot 
but  describe  the  hon.  Gentleman's  appeal 
to  the  Government  as  being  of  the  most 
<;owardly  character.     It  is  a  strong  word, 
but  I  think  I  am  justified  in  using  it,  for 
this  reason.     He  tried  to  carry  the  mind 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  back  to  those  days  when  the 
late  Sir  William  Harcourt  was  in  charge  of 
a  measure  in  this  House,  a  measure  having 
for  its  object  the  setting  up  of  a  veto  in 
connection  with  the  issuing  of  licences ; 
his   suggestion    was    that   the   Liberals 
suffered  for  having  identified  themselves 
with  the  principle,  and  that  having  been 
once  bitten  they  should  be  twice  shy. 
I  hope  on  this  occasion,  even  if  the  voice 
of   the   charmer   is    that   of   a   Liberal 
the   Government    will    be    deaf  to   any 
such  suggestion.     If  they  want  to  take  . 
away  much  of  the  enthusiasm  and  deter- 
mination  which  is  behind  this  measure 
in  the  country  as  well  as  in  this  House, 
they  cannot  do  so  more  effectually  than 
by  responding  to  his  appeal,  and  taking  , 
from  the  Bill  the  provision  which  gives  the 
veto  to  the  locality.  He  said,*  and  I  chal-  ' 
lenge  his  statement  most   emphatically,  , 


that  the  working  classes  were  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  veto  ;  that  the 
working-man  liked  to  get  his  beer  just 
when  he  wanted  to.  Yes,  but  that  was 
not  an  accurate  statement  of  the  position. 
The  working-men  in  thousands  of  cases 
in  this  country  cannot  please  himself 
to-day.  Why  ?  Not  because  like  the 
people  in  Canada,  and  in  a  great  portion 
of  the  United  States,  he  has  been  con- 
sulted in  the  matter,  but  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  ground  landlord,  knowing 
that  the  presence  of  a  public-house  on  his 
estate  deteriorates  the  property,  has 
vetoed  licences.  There  are  many  estates 
on  which  there  is  not  a  single  licensed 
house.  I  challenge  the  hon.  Member 
further  on  this  point.  I  say  that  this  prin- 
ciple has  had  the  approval  of  large  numbers 
of  working  men  in  this  country.  There 
are  scores  if  not  hundreds  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to-day  who  have  stood 
for  this  principle  and  who,  if  they  did 
not  vote  for  it  in  the  old  Parliament, 
at  the  last  general  election  pledged  them- 
selves in  working  class  constituencies 
to  vote  for,  it  whenever  they  had  an 
opportunity  to  do  so.  So  far  as  the 
Labour  Party  are  concerned,  there  need 
be  no  misunderstanding  as  to  where  we 
are  on  this  question.  When  it  was  re- 
ferred to  our  Annual  Conference  two  years 
ago  a  Resolution  was  put  forward  which 
I  may  be  permitted  to  read — 

'^  It  being  admitted  by  Judges,  magi8trate5» 
chief  constables.  Poor  Law  administrators, 
governors  of  gaols,  governors  of  lunaticasylums, 
ministere  of  religion  of  all  denominations,  and 
social  workers  generally,  that  the  drink  traffic 
is  a  fruitful  source  of  povertj,  crime  and 
lunacy,  this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that  the 
time  has  arrived  when  the  workers  of  the 
nation  should  demand  that  a  law  be  enacted 
g[iving  the  inhabitants  of  every  locality  the 
right  to  veto  any  application  for  either  the 
renewal  of  existing  licences  or  the  granting  of 
new  ones,  seeing  tnat  public-houses  are  gener- 
ally situated  in  thickly  populated  working- 
class  districts." 

There  was  a  discussion  on  that,  and  a 
vote  taken,  and  I  should  like,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  give  the  result  of  the  figures — "  For  the 
resolution,  666,000;  against,  103,000." 
At  the  Conference  in  the  following  year 
this  question  came  up  again  in  a  slightly 
difEerent  form,  and  the  following  Resolu- 
tion was  unanimously  adopted — 

'*  That  any  measure  of  temperance  reform 
should  confer  on  the  localities  full  and  un- 
fettered power  for  dealins  \i'ith  the  licensing 
question  in  accordance  with  local  opinion.    By 
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this  means  localities  should  be  enabled  to 
(a)  prohibit  the  sale  of  liquor  within  their 
boundaries  ;  (6)  reduce  the  number  of  licences 
and  regulate  the  conditions  under  which  they 
may  be  held  ;  and  (c)  if  a  locality  desires  that 
licences  are  to  be  granted,  to  determine 
whether  such  licences  shall  be  under  private 
or  any  form  of  public  control." 

So    far   as    the    representatives   of   the 
Labour  Party  are  concerned,  their  posi- 
tion  with    regard   to   this   provision   is 
perfectly     plain     and     straightforward. 
There    is     a    strong    force    of    organ- 
ised  labour  in   this   country  who     are 
very    largely  givinjj    their    support   to 
this  Bill,  not  merely  on  any  temperance 
lines,  but  because,  in  the  first  place,  it 
provides  us  with  the  means  of  regaining 
that  which  we  ought  never  to  have  lost  I 
— the  power  and  control  over  existing  j 
licences.     The  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
I  think  was  mistaken  when  he  said  that 
there  was  no  power  in  the  Bill  to  augment 
the  number  of  licences.     Provided  there 
is   any   locality   where   the   number   of 
licences  does  not  reach  the  number  in 
the  schedule,  and  an  application  is  made 
for  a  new  licence,  the  power  of  the  vote 
could    decide    in    favour    of   that    new 
licence.     Unless  that  is  the  Bill,  I  am 
very  much  mistaken.     If  they  do  not 
reach  the  schedule  limit,  I  think  I  am 
right  in  saving  the  people  could  decide 
as  to  whether  the  existing  number  should 
be  increased.     There  was  another  point 
upon  which  I  feel  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  me  to  say  a  few  words.     One  of 
the  objections  that  has  been  made  by 
those    who    have     spoken    against    the 
Bill  is    the    influence    its    operation    is 
going  to  exercise  in  the  direction  of  the 
displacement  of  labour.     That  point  has 
not  only  been  made  in  this  House.  There 
has  been  a  strenuous  endeavour  to  make 
it  on  hundreds  of    platforms     in     the 
count^}^     It  is  a  point  in  which  we  are 
very    much    interested.     I    think    hon. 
Members    will    admit    our    anxiety    in 
connection  with  the  great  unemployed 
problem.     We  recognise  that  it  is  bad 
enough    to-day,  without    ha^'^ng  it    in- 
creased unnecessarily  by  any  Bill ;  and 
are  we  delighted  to  find  such  sympathy 
from  quarters  where  we  do  not  always  get 
it,  regarding  this  feature  in  our  social 
life.     I  notice  that  the  trade  have  made 
very  great  efforts  to  find  figures  of  the 
actual  situation  that  will  be  created  by 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.     First  of  all, 
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we  were  told  that  the  number  employed 
by  the  trade  was  1,000,000  ;  then  it  rose 
to  1,500,000 ;    and  now  I  believe  it  is 
somewhere  near  2,000,000.      Where  aie 
we   going   to   end  ?     Are    these   figures 
correct  ?     I  challenge  them.     I  say  that 
they  are  very  far  from  being  correct.    If 
we  take  even  those  who  have  written  in 
connection  with  this  question  not  in  the 
interests    of    temperance,    but    in   the 
interests  of  the  trade — ^Mr.  Pratt,  who 
has  written  a  book  in  defence  of  the 
licensed    trade — the     estimate    of    the 
number  employed  in  and  about  breweries 
is  about  70,000,  and  the   number  em- 
ployed in  public-houses  is  485,968,  or  a 
total  of  556,000.    What   do   we  find? 
We  find  that  there  has   been  a  great 
change  taking  place  in  the  occupations 
connected  with  the  trade  by  the  transfer 
system  that  has  been  going  on.     I  have 
here  the  figures  for  Birmingham.    I  am. 
surprised,   and,  having  analysed  them, 
I  venture  to  say  that  more  men  have 
been  displaced  as  the  result  of  the  transfer 
system  in  the  Birmingham  district  than 
will  be  displaced  by  the  operation  of  this 
Bill.     I  wonder  how  it  is  we  cannot  ^ 
this  appeal  for  compensation  and  for 
consideration  for  displaced  labour  when 
it    is    displaced    by    other     forms  of 
monopoly.    I  was  going  through  some 
of  the  Government  Returns  not  so  veiy 
long  ago,  and  I  was  surprised  to  find 
that  in  the  quarrying  industry  between 
1894  and   1905  the  number  of  hands 
employed  had   gone   down    by    10,OOQr 
and  yet,   notwithstanding   that    rednr- 
tion,  the  increase  in  the  output  of  mineiaT 
amounted  to   no   less  than    16,OOO,00(^ 
tons.    We  never  heard  any  voice  raised 
on  behalf  of  those  10,000  men.    These 
instances  can  be  extended,  bat  I  feel 
quite  sure  it  is  unnecessary.     If     onr 
friends  who  oppose  the  BUI  and  who 
are  interested  in  the  trade    axe   reaDr 
so  anxious  to   avoid  the    displacement 
of  labour,   I  should  like   to  ask  them 
what    they   think    of     this    particnkr 
letter  which  I  have  received  to-day,  ti^ 
be  read  during  this  debate — 

"  I  should  like  to  bring  to  the  knowledge  of 
yourself  and  colleaffuea  in  the  Hoiuw  An  instaoet 
of  tho  anxiety  of  the  trade  not  to  throw  people- 
out  of  employment.  For  twenty  yeftn  I  haw 
been  on  the  staff  of  a  trade  paper,  first  u  i^ 
compositor,  ^nd  then  as  a  reaaer.  About  • 
month  ago  a  petition  against  tiie  Ue&uaa^ 
Bill  was  ]>A8sed  round  the  oflBce.    I  was  the  cnly 
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one  who  did  not  sign  it  in  my  department, 
remarking  that  I  did  not  think  it  phould  have 
been  passed  round.  A  few  days  afterwards  I 
was  given  notice  to  quit,  not  for  refusing  to  sign 
the  petition,  but  because  I  left  work  without 
asking  permission." 

The  individual  concerned  is  prepared  to 
challenge  that  reason  before  any  properly 
constituted  body.  He  is  prepared  to 
disprove  the  charge  made  against  him. 
Those  who  are  crying  to-day  about  the 
displacement  of  labour  are  prepared  to 
be  guilty  of  an  act  of  oppression  such  as  I 
have  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House, 
In  this  debate  far  too  much  time  has 
been  taken  up  in  dealing  with  one 
aspect  of  the  case.  It  has  been 
property,  property,  property.  There 
has  been  an  attempt,  I  believe  a 
futile  attempt,  made  to  show  that  the 
Bill  is  going  to  do  nothing  for  temperance, 
and  that  we  are  not  justified  in  making 
the  attack  upon  property  because  it  is 
going  to  fail  to  do  anything  to  promote 
the  public  good  or  sobriety.  I  question 
that  very  much.  I  think  we  have  not 
heard  sufficient  of  the  temperance  pro- 
posals in  connection  with  the  Bill.  We 
have  not  heard  sufficient  of  the  powers  that 
are  going  to  be  restored  to  the  magistrates 
of  the  country.  We  have  not  heard 
sufficient  of  the  powers  to  deal  with  the 
evils  so  far  as  child-life  is  concerned. 
None  of  those  who  have  attacked  the  Bill 
dare  say  that  a  licence  is  a  freehold. 
They  knew  perfectly  well  that  their  own 
leader,  in  the  discussion  on  his  Bill, 
declared  that  it  was  not  a  freehold,  that 
there  was  no  freehold  in  a  licence,  that 
his  Bill  did  not  propose  to  give  any  free- 
hold. They  have  nevertheless  concen- 
trated their  attack  upon  this  aspect  of 
the  case.  I  venture  to  say  that  if  the 
temperance  proposals  had  been  brought 
more  prominently  before  the  House  it 
would  have  been  to  the  advantage  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.  I  am  delighted  to 
think  at  any  rate  that  the  Bill  appeals 
with  force  to  the  Labour  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  that  every 
Member  of  our  Party  who  is  able  to  get 
to  the  House  will  be  here  to  give  his  vote 
on  behalf  of  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
measure. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
I  can  assure  the  House  that  nobody 
regrets  more  than  I  do  the  absence 
to-night  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 


and  especially  the  cause  of  that  absence. 
I  think  hon.  Members  will  agree  that 
it  would  have  been  an  advantage  had 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  been  here 
to  wind  up  this  debate  so  far  as  the 
Opposition  is  concerned.  Not  only  on 
the  ground  of  the  illness  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  do  I  regret  the  position 
in  which  I  find  myself.  I  have  not  the 
least  ambition — I  never  have — ^to  tres- 
pass on  the  patience  of  the  House.  I 
I  have  no  ambition  to  make  speeches. 
Upon  this  occasion,  however,  it  has 
fallen  to  my  lot  to'  wind  up  the  debate 
for  the  Opposition.  I  do  not  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  I  shall  be  able  to 
add  much  of  any  great  importance 
to  the  arguments  that  have  been 
already  put  before  the  House,  but 
I  shall  do  my  best,  and  that  is  the- 
most  that  I  can  do.  I  listened  this 
afternoon  to  a  very  able  speech  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  was 
a  very  able  speech,  and  may  I  say  that  its 
peroration,  although  I  think  it  was  more 
suited  to  the  platform  than  the  House  of 
Commons,  very  much  afEected  me.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman,  although  he  differs 
from  me  in  politics,  I  hope  does  not 
imagine  for  a  moment  that  he  abhors 
the  evils  of  intemperance  any  more 
than  I  do.  A  right  hon.  Grentleman,  a. 
Member  of  this  House,  a  few  days  ago 
in  the  country  spoke  of  the  numbers  of 
men  in  this  House,  whom  he  met 
here,  who,  he  said,  were  ruining  their 
careers  by  their  intemperate  habits 
and  their  addiction  to  intoxicating 
liquor.  I  do  not  think  it  was  a  very 
worthy  thing  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  do,  for  I  do  not  see  much  advan- 
tage in  the  country,  nor  do  I  believe  it 
to  be  true,  to  represent  that  the  House 
of  Commons  is  not  worthy  to  represent 
them.  At  all  events,  I  do  not  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  my  right  hon.  friend 
in  his  peroration  included  me  amongst 
those  who  were  wrecking  their  careers 
by  their  intemperate  habits.  I  only 
wish  I  had  the  eloquence  or  even  the 
memory  to  imitate  the  eloquence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  this 
question  of  intemperance.  I  can  assure 
him  I  agree  with  every  word  he  said.. 
If  I  could  repeat  his  speech  from  memory 
I  would  make  it  part  of  my  own  on  the- 
present  occasion.  But  when  the  right- 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  great  evils- 
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of  intemperance  in  this  country,  he 
forgot  to  explain  to  us  how  the  Bill 
before  the  House  was  going  in  any  serious 
way  to  afEect  the  question.  He  forgot  to 
show  us,  perhaps  he  did  not  forget, 
but  could  not  by  any  material 
figures  explain  to  us  what  was  the  con- 
nection between  the  number  of  licences 
and  the  amount  of  intemperance  which 
he  was  so  vividly  depicting  to  the  House. 
Do  not  let  him  imagine  for  a  moment 
because  I  say  that  that  I  say  there  is  no 
connection.  I  was  a  party  to  the  Act  of 
1904.  I  put  it  before  the  House  as  a 
temperance  reform.  I  believe  it  was 
such,  and  I  believe  that  the  way  it  has 
worked  out  has  proved  that  in  what  we 
said  we  were  right  upon  that  occasion. 
I  say  as  regards  the  present  Bill  there  io 
nothing  of  temperance  reform  which  can 
be  worked  out  in  relation  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  public-houses  contained  in  the 
present  Bill  which  is  not  in  a  much  more 
satisfactory  way  worked  out  in  the  Act 
of  1904.  But  the  only  disadvantage 
of  our  Act  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
was  that  it  worked  out  this  result  without 
injury  to  anybody,  whilst  the  Bill  of 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister 
seeks  to  work  out  the  same  result  with 
injury  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
persons.  That  seems  to  be  the  great 
ambition  of  all  Radical  Members  when 
they  produce  measures  before  this  House 
for  what  they  are  pleased  to  call  social 
reform.  There  is  no  merit  in  any  Bill 
proposed  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite unless  it  does  an  injury  to  some- 
body— the  injury  and  not  the  benefit  to 
the  community  is  the  gist  of  this  Bill. 
■{Ministerial  laughter.]  I  quite  un- 
derstand the  laugh.  I  do  not  mind  it.  You 
have  never  been  able  to  settle  much  since 
you  came  into  office,  and  that  is  because 
you  have  refused  to  settle  anything  by 
itaking  away  the  sting  as  regards  those  to 
whom  you  are  opposed.  That  is  the  reason 
why  you  have  failed  to  settle  what  I  wish 
you  would  settle  with  all  my  heart — the 
•education  question,  which  has  been  before 
the  House  for  so  many  years.  Well,  Sir, 
as  regards  the  result  of  this  Bill  and  the 
amount  of  injury  it  will  cause :  after  all 
you  look  upon  relative  benefit  and 
relative  injury.  You  must  take  some 
sort  of  perspective  view.  What  I  mean 
is  this.  You  ought  not  to  confer  an  in- 
:finitesimal  benefit  upon  a  small  portion  of 
Sir  E,  Carson, 


the  community  and  the  maximum  amount; 
of  injury  upon  a  large  number  of  indi- 
viduals. I  could  not  help  thinking  of 
the  words  that  were  uttered  the  other  night 
by  that  very  sincere  and  very  extreme 
temperance  reformer,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Spen  Valley.  In  a  speech 
of  undoubted  sincerity  and  great  force  he 
said — 

"  In  England  and  Wales  there  are  50  pT 
cent,  more  licences  in  proportion  to  the  popu- 
lation  than  there  are  in  Scotland,  Scotland 
is  in  the  position  that  England  and  Wale< 
will  be  in  fourteen  years  aft«r  the  passing  of 
this  Bill." 

Well,  Sir,  if  after  fourteen  years — after 
doing  what  I  believe  to  be  incalculable 
injury  to  a  large  number  of  people  who 
have  unfortunately  invested  their  mouey 
— if  we  in  this  country  and  in  Wales  are 
only  to  be  in  the  position  of  Scotland, 
I  should  like  to  know  are  we  reaping 
sufficient  benefit  to  compensate  for  the 
injury  inflicted  by  this  Bill  1  That 
is  after  fourteen  years,  when  you 
have  reduced  your  licences  to  the  same 
proportion  to  the  population  as  they 
are  in  Scotland.  Have  not  we  a  ri^t  to 
ask  what  is  the  effect  of  that  proportion 
upon  the  people  of  Scotland  t  Does 
anyone  want  this  country  to  be  in  the 
same  position  as  the  people  in  Scotland ! 
I  do  not  say  a  word  against  the  Scottish 
nation,  but  I  heard  a  Scotsman  once 
described  as  a  man  who  keeps  the  Sabbath 
and  everything  else  he  can  lay  his  hands 
upon.  When  I  am  told  that  the  reduction 
of  licences,  with  the  enormous  amount 
of  disadvantage  to  innocent  investors  in 
licensed  property  in  this  country,  is 
going  to  leave  us  at  the  end  of  foturteen 
years  in  the  condition  of  Scotland,  I 
ask  is  the  game  worth  the  candle  I 
Therefore,  I  say  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  his  speech  this  evening, 
which  I  can  assure  him  with  all  sincerity 
appealed  to  me  as,  I  hope,  one  who  takes 
no  low  view  of  the  duties  of  this  House 
in  relation  to  this  question,  I  felt  that  if 
we  are  going  to  inflict  this  hardship  on 
these  investors,  we  ought  to  look  for 
some  better  result  than  what  we  are  told 
has  followed  in  Scotland.  The  truth  of 
the  matter  is,  the  reduction  of  the 
houses,  I  was  going  say,  is  only  on  the 
fringe  of  the  question.  I  doubt  very 
much  if  it  approaches  the  fringe  of  the 
question.     As  regards  the  leduotion  of 
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houses,  it  is  not  a  question  of  temperance  ] 
reform  ;  it  is  aquestion,  as  all  these  licens- 
ing  Acts  are,  of  policing  the  districts  in  a 
more  convenient  way  with  a  view  to  pre- 
venting the  houses  being  carried  on  impro-  • 
perly.    So  far  as  that  is  a  matter  of  tem- ! 
perance  reform  I  admit  it,  but  no  further. 
So  far  as    that  is  necessary,  you  have 
already  got  it  without  injury  to  anybody 
under  the  Act  of  1904.  The  Prime  Minister 
says  the  Opposition  have  miscalculated 
the  character  and  the  potency  of    the 
forces  arrayed  behind  the  Bill.     I  do  not 
deny  that  great  forces  are  arrayed  behind 
the  Bill,  but  I  believe  they  are  forces 
which  do  not  take  a  prospective  view 
of  the  real  situation.     May  I  be  perfectly 
frank  with  the  House,  as  I  hope  I  always 
will  be,  and  say  that  a  large  number  of  my 
own  constituents  are  arrayed  as  forces 
behind  the   Bill,  although   it  does  not 
apply  to  Ireland.     I  should  not  be  candid 
with  the  House  if  I  did  not  admit  so  much, 
because  I  have  had  many  communications 
on  the  subject.    But  I  believe  they  mis- 
understand   the    question,    and    so    far 
as   I   have   been  able   to   communicate 
personally  with  many  of  them  I  believe 
they  will  come,  after  hearing  my  argu- 
ments,  to  a   very  different  conclusion. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  con- 
sider myself    a  dishonourable  man  and 
unfitted  to  represent  my  constituency  if  I 
were  to  give  any  countenance  to  the  main 
provisions  of  the  Bill  I  am  now  criticising. 
It  is  the  Government  and  not  the  Oppo- 
sition who  have  miscalculated  the  forces 
in  the  country  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
It  is  not  apathy  to  the  drink  evil  that 
makes  so  many  persons  oppose  the  Bill. 
It    is   the    belief   that   any   temperance 
reform  effected  by  the  Bill  will  be  in- 
finitesimal, while  the  hardships  inflicted 
will  be  very  great.     No  greater  mistake 
can  be  made  than  to  suppose  that  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  comes  from  sym- 
pathy   with     the     brewers.       To    talk 
of  brewers  is  not  to  speak  of  a  small 
class    like  the  Irish    landlords,    but    of 
300,000    or    400,000    people    interested 
in    breweries.     It    is    useless    to    abuse 
the    brewers.     Why    should    they    not 
defend    their    interests  ?     Why    should 
they    not    fight     for    their    existence  ? 
Nothing  amuses  me  more  in  this  House 
than  the  way  in  which  individual  interests 
are  fought  for  upon   both  sides.     When 
it  is  a    question  of  the  interests  of  the 


Irish  landlords  there  are  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  say  :    "  It  is  only  the  Irish 
landlords ;   perish  their  interests."    [Op- 
position   cries    of    "  No,    no."]    If  lit 
happens  to  be  the  interests  of  English 
landlords  which  are  at  stake — and  there 
are  specimens  of  English  landlords  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House — ^thenthey  do 
not  hesitate  to  take  their  part  and  plead 
on  their  own  behalf.    When  it  happens 
to  be  a  question  of  colliery  rights  hon. 
Members  opposite  are  just  as  quick  at 
realising    their    own    interests    as    hon. 
Members  on   this  side.     When  it  is  a 
question  of  creating  a  privileged  class 
amongst  the  community  in  relation  to 
the  laws  of  labour,  hon.  Members  below 
the  gangway  are  not  in  the  least  back- 
ward, and,  what  is  more,  they  are  ex- 
ceedingly successful.     I  do  not  in  the 
least  begrudge  them  their  success.     But 
it  is  not  sympathy  with  the   brewers 
that  is   creating  the   agitation   against 
the  Bill.     It  is  the  feeling  that  a  pre- 
cedent is  being  set  up  by  this  Bill  which 
will  have  far-reaching  consequences  in 
relation  to  all  property  and  all  vested 
interests.     We  ought  to  be  very  careful 
about  these  precedents.     I  will  not  quote 
Socialist  and  Radical  journals  as  to  what 
precedents  may  be  created  by  this  Bill. 
I  might  quote  paragraphs  from  the  Daily 
News,  which  once,  at  all  events,  was  a 
great  newspaper  representing  the  political 
interests   of   hon.    Grentlemen   opposite. 
I  am  glad  to  see  the  Solicitor-General 
present.     I  take  a  peculiar  interest  in 
my    hon.    and    learned    friend's    office. 
[An     Hon.     Member  :     "A    pecuniary 
interest  ?  "]    No,  it  is  not  a  pecuniary 
interest,  for  it  pays  me  much  better  to  be 
where    I   am.     The    Solicitor-General   is 
a   great  expert  in  creating  precedents. 
He  made  a  most  interesting  speech  on 
this  Bill,  and  I  can  assure  the  Solicitor- 
General    that    I  listened    to    him   with 
no    unfriendly    feeling.      The    Solicitor- 
General's  argument    was    that  the   Bill 
is  nothing  but  an  extension  of  the  Act  of 
1904.       Thus  the  reduction  of  licences 
is  but  an  extension,  and  when  it  is  urged 
that  all  licences  should  receive  compen- 
sation, it  is  pleaded  that  it  is  simply  an 
extension  of  the  previous  Act  to  say  that 
after  fourteen  years  no  licence  will  enjoy 
compensation.     It  is  claimed  as  an  ex- 
tension also  to  say  that  old  as  well  'as 
new  licences  are  to  pay  the  monopoly 
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val'j'T,  'li<i»,  U  th';  way  in  whi'rh  pr«?':^- 
/J^fjt.*,  ar<?  *'r*t^iAi*\  \u  the  Hoas!^.  Hon. 
Mt^jfthf-JK    KhhtM    \a:    car«ifij],    however, 


rhe  fjUfriiion  of  the  r-e*T-li':'=TX«*  liiei  -s 
grar.te^l  prior  to  ij?*>& — the  aTii^-Ir'jp 
\\f:^rj'<^   sltA    of   their    rudit    •♦•   ii.i::ii 


in  •',HV^\A\^M\u'ti  pn:f:^\fMtA  of  thw  kind,    renewal.     Thirty  thoiisand  of  thes*  iitr- 


for  a  tJme'lifnjt  a*t  t//  f/tm^tfji^iHUhu  for 
rt'fjtf[tu\''^A'A   int>ereM/i   fnay  J^  applies!  to 


18€9  on-licence*   are  to  be  affe»:te«l  rj 
thin  Bill.     Do  you  apply  that  argtiiL-:.: 


reminded  from  the  other  side  of  :i^ 
House  of  the  decision  in  *"  Sharp  ^ 
Wakefield"    that    there    was    onlv  zz 


i'.\i*ry  m*'A'\*'M  of  proj>erty  whi^h  derives  to  th^jse  licences  J  We  are  conitiLTly 
ilH  Kari'^iioij  from  the  UoHHtt  of  Commons. 
I "  Oh,  oh  !  "J  Take  the  ca»*;  of  railwavH. 
f  think  I  could  make  a  vnry  pathetic 
H^Hti'i'h  HH  U}  the  cofnmunity's  relation  annual  grant,  with  the  discretion  of  tL* 
Up  rail  way  H  hy  ankin^  where  do  they  justices  to  refuse  it.  Does  any  Iawt^i 
j/et  their  monopoly,  and  contending  on  the  father  side  of  the  House  deny  thit 
that,  aK  the  Hoiiw;  of  Ojmmons  has  as  regards  these  ante-1869  beer-hoa«e5, 
conf«Tred  this  monopoly,  it  has  the  the  licensees  had  an  absolute  right. 
ri|<ht  U>  resiime  it.  Then  there  are  Kubject  to  the  conditions  laid  down  in  the 
the  tramway  coiripanies,  the  j/as  com-  Act  of  Parliament,  to  have  a  renewal 
piinieH,  the  eler-iric  lighting  companies,  whether  the  justices  liked  it  or  not  I 
all  of  whom  have  received  their  The  Act  says,  if  the  licensee  complies 
mon(>[>olieH  from  the  lloum*  of  (Commons,  with  the  conditions  with  regard  to  the 
wliotlierefore,  according  to  the  argument '  c^jnduct  of  the  house  and  other  matters— 
that  has  been  used,  can  resume  them  by  |  -*  it  flhall  not  be  lawful  for  the  justices  w 
giving  fourt^M'.n  years  notice.     [An  Hox.  '  refuso  it." 

Mkmmkh  :  **  That  is  already  arranged  ;  if  ever  there  was  a  vested  interest  create 
fiir.")  That  is  the  ]>rece(j(^nt  you  are  j  ^^  the  House  of  Commons,  it  was  the 
laying  down  by  t  his  Hill,  and  it  is  because  ijJterest  created  by  the  ante-1869  licences, 
those  who  Inivt^  invesf^ul  their  money  in  On^  gentleman,  whose  name  at  all  event* 
tliese  concerns  fc(»l  that  they  are  being    ^jn  \^q  received  \nth  respect  bv  thoee 


hit  by  legislation  of  this  kind,  and  not 
btM'UUse  they  have  any  sym])athy  with  the 
lii|Ut)r  tratle  and  tlie  brewery  companies, 
tluit.  the  forces  of  tlie  country  are  arrayed 
against  you.  I  know  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  whom  I  co!n])liment  on  his  well- 
earned  elevatit)n,  said  that  the  Opposition 
an*  talking  of  (piestions  where  there  is 


who  practice  in  my  profession — I  mean 
Sir  Harry  Poland — in  giving  evidence 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  said  that  that  was  looked 
upon  as  a  statutory  freehold,  subject  to 
the  fulfilment  of  conditions.  What  is 
the  use  of  asking  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House    about   the    question    of    vested 


pn>perty,  and  tinit  the  (Jovernment  are  |  interest  when  you  are  giving  it  the  go- 
talking  of  (|uestions  whert>  they  do  not  i,^,  to  the  extent  of  one-third  of  the  whole 
adnnt  that  then>  is  any  vested  inten^st  |  „f  the  licences  vou  are  going  to  take 
or  nny  pn>perty.     I  think  that  thert>  is  i  ^^vav  ?     I   take 'the   liberty   of    asking 


a  very  narrow  distiiu^tion,  not  in  the 
abstract,  but  having  n»gard  to  the  realities, 
as  to  what  is  the  question  of  intert»st 
in  licences  as  they  have  existed  under 
the  law  up  to  the  present  time.  The 
whole  argument  has  been  -  and  upon  it , 
the  iiovenmuMit  have  staked  their 
whole  defence  of  the  Hill-  that  we 
nuist  Un^k  uiH>n  a  lioeiice  as  having 
Khmi  gmntod  for  a  year.  That  argument 
will  not  hold  water  on  examination. 
It  is  not  a  true  argumeitt.  it  is  not  a 
sinind  argument  :  and  without  mean- 
ing to  give  ortonce  to  right  hon. 
lMM\tlemen  oppiv^ito  I  believe  it  to  be 
a  hyp^vritical  argument.  And  why  do 
I  si^y  so  (  We  have  heanl  very  little 
\\\  the  course  of  this  debate  as  n^ganis    paid  for. 

>V  A\  t\r.v». 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite— 
does  he  deny  that  the  ante-1869  beer 
h(Uises  had  a  statutory  right  to  renewal, 
subject  to  the  conditions  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  i 


Mr.   ASQUITH 
example  in  19CU. 


You    set   us  the 


Sir  E.  OAKSON  :  I  did  not  think  I 
slunild  draw  the  Prime  Minister.  Ko, 
Sir.  we  prtn'idevl  that  none  of  these 
licences  should  be  taken  away  without 
compeitsjitiou. 

Mr,    ASQUITH:      Which   they  had 
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Sir  E.  CARSON  :     Which  they  were 
'willing  to  pay  for,  and  which  we  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  should  be  calculated 
upon  the  basis  that  they  were  statutory 
freeholds.     There    is    the    question    of 
precedent    again    in    the    question    of 
whether  these  men  are  statutory  free- 
liolders.     Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
really  think  it  is  any  answer  to  what  I 
-am  saying  if  he  says  that  not  one  of 
them  should  be  disturbed  without  full 
•compensation     for    the    value    of    his 
licence  ?      Does  he  say  that  is  a  pre- 
cedent ?     Does   he   say,    not   as   Prime 
Minister  but  as  a  great  lawyer,  that  that 
is  a  real  answer  to  what  I  have  been 
stating  ?     It  is   no  answer.     He   wants 
to  hold  us  on  a  legal  technicality.     [An 
Hon.  Member  :      "  You  want  to  hold 
iim."]     Yes,    I   want   to   hold   him.     I 
always   notice  that   when  it  suits  this 
House   there  is  nothing  they  so  much 
-condemn  as  a  legal   technicality  and  a 
lawyer  who  puts  it  forward.    In  point  of 
fact,  this  House  suits  itself  to  the  parti- 
cular matter  in    hand.     It    can  find  a 
precedent    or    a    reason    for    anything. 
Lawyers  are  often  accused  of  holding  a 
brief  on  one  side,  but  we  do  not  hold 
briefs    any    more    than    politicians    do 
when  they  wish  to  put  forward  a  parti- 
cular view,  and  I  know  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  be  the  last  to  disparage 
the  views  of  lawyers  in  this  House.     I 
Temember  when  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1881  was  being  passed,  when  they  wanted 
to   turn   the   yearly   tenant,    w^ho   had 
nothing   but    the    expectancy   of   being 
kept  on  from  year  to  year,  into  a  practical 
freeholder,   they   said  :     "He  has  been 
kept  on  from  year  to  year  to  such  an 
•extent  that  he  has  looked  upon  himself 
as  a  freeholder,  and  why  should  we  not 
turn  him  into  what  he  practically  is  ?  " 
And   they   did.     It   suited   the   Radical 
Party     at     that    time,    and     so     they 
made  use  of  that  argument.     So  little 
was  left  of  the  rights  of  the  landlord  that 
the    landlord    asked    for    compensation. 
Their  answer  was  :      "  Nonsense,  his  ex- 
pectation was  so  great  that  he  was  really 
A  freeholder  at  the  time."     Now,  when 
you  talk  of  a  licence-holder  who  has  an 
expectancy  of  perpetual  renewal  under 
the    law    which    you    yourselves    have 
•created  you  say  :    "  Oh,  no,  we  cannot 
turn  him  into  a  freeholder.     How  can 
"we,  for  all  he  has  is  a  yearly  tenancy  in 


his  licence.  What  does  it  matter  that 
he  has  always  in  practice  been  treated  as 
a  freeholder ;  we  fall  back  on  our  legal 
technical  right."  As  regards  the  60,000 
licences  outside  the  ante- 1869  licences  you 
are  ignoring  the  whole  of  the  facts  when 
you  treat  these  licences  as  a  mere  annual 
interest.  That  is  as  fraudulent  an  argu- 
ment as  ever  was  addressed  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  Who  treated  the  licence - 
holders  as  if  a  licence  was  a  vested  in- 
terest, or  something  very  much  more 
than  a  yearly  interest  ?  Everybody  ! 
But,  first  of  all,  the  State  did,  because  it 
taxed  them.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  we  merely  taxed  a 
marketable  security.  That  was  not  the 
real  fact  of  the  case.  I  remember  a  very 
remarkable  speech  made  in  this  House 
by  the  late  Lord  Goschen — Mr.  Goschen 
as  he  then  was,  in  1895 — and  I  now  com- 
mend it  to  the  House.  Speaking  on 
8th  April,  1895,  he  said— 

"  If  publicans  have  no  vested  interest  in 
these  licences  why  does  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  tax  them  ?  I  know  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  I  hare 
derived  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds 
from  the  view  that  a  licence  was  not  only  an 
annual  licence,  but  entitled  to  renewal.  Does 
he  deny  that  ?  He  does  not ;  he  is  not  such  a 
robber  as  he  would  make  himself  out  to  be. 
Nor  am  I,  or  I  should  share  his  criminality.  .  .  . 
The  Law  Officers  say  there  is  no  vested  interest 
in  licences,  and  that  the  holders  are  entitled 
to  no  compensation  whatever.  I  feel  a  criminal 
after  what  I  have  heard.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  not  long  ago  had  an  estate  of 
nearly  three  millions  composed  almost  entirely 
of  the  value  of  public-houses.  These  jiiiblic- 
houses  would  not  have  been  worth  one-fourth 
of  the  whole  amount  if  there  had  been  no  vested 
interest.  It  was  the  expectation  of  the  vested 
interest  that  put  the  money  into  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pocket." 

These  vested  interests  had  put  millions 
into  the  pocket  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Where  have  they  gone  ? 
To  the  benefit  of  the  nation.  And  now 
we  are  going  to  ask  them  at  the  end  of 
fourteen  years  to  pay  it  over  again  in 
order  that  there  may  be,  to  use  the  words 
of  the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  an  abounding  revenue  for 
the  State.  "  Oh  !  but,"  says  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  this  is  very 
important,  "  we  only  look  upon  it  as  an 
expectation."  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  docu  - 
ment  that  issued,  not  for  the  purposes 
of  this  debate,  but  in  the  year  1890 — a 
document  by  order  of  this  House,  to  show 
how   licensed   houses   were    to  be  dealt 
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the  justices — and  the  Govemmwit  aw 
responsible  for  what  they  do,  because 
they  appoint  the  justices  throngh  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  What  have  the  justices 
done  ?  It  has  been  a  common  practice 
with  the  justices  when  a  man  applies  for 
a  licence  to  say :  "  While  we  admit  m 
probably  ought  to  have  this  licence,  we 
will  tell  you  what  you  ought  to  do.  Go 
and  buy  up  or  ten  or  twelve  hcences 
— ^places  that  are  difficult  of  police 
supervision,  and  others  of  that  kind 
— and  then  come  back  to  us,  and  we 
will  see  whether  we  can  give  you  the  licence 
or  not."  I  was  told  by  a  gentleman  ^f 
my  ovnx  profession  \i-ith  as  large  ei- 
perience  as  any  man  in  licensing  matters, 
that  he  has  known  as  much  as  £30.0'>> 
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with  in  estimating  the  succession  duties 
— (loath  duties.  In  this  document  it  is 
stated  on  the  part  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
that  upon  the  death  of  a  freeholder 
publican  the  annual  value  of  his  freehold 
is  treat<^d  in  succession  duty  accounts  as 
pornuuiently  enhanced  by  a  licence.  It 
is  enhanced  in  the  estimation  of  the 
(u)vornniout  as  lasting  the  whole  free- 
lu)ld,  which  means  until  **  kiiigdom  come," 
wlwtover  that  may  be.  Yet  this  is  only 
an  annual  interest,  you  know  I  In  the 
<'jisc  of  the  death  of  the  holder  of 
loiisohold  premises,  in  estimating  for 
j)rol>ato  duty,  it  is  again  presumed  that 
t\\o  liconco  will  continue.  A  great 
ileal  was  siiid  by  the  light  hon.  Gentlemen 
this  afternoon  about  robbery  by  the 
brewers,  but  what  about  robbery  i  or  £30,000  to  be  paid  in  buving  up 
by  the  Oovernment  '(  The  hon.  Mem-  \  licences  before  coming  to  the  justices  and 
ber  for  Coventry  the  other  night  spoke    asking  them  for  a  new  licence.      Yet. 

ha^^ng  paid  that  money,  are  they  now  to 
be  told  that  the  licence  is  only 
moilel  assessors  of  the  taxes  of  the  conn- '  given  for  a  jrear  and  that  neit 
try?  Sir.  that  one  pa  per  issued  by  the  Trea-  year  the  magistrates  may  exeiciae 
.<ury  IVpanment — a  docimient  which  is  their  discretion?  Are  they  going  to 
in  existeiuH^.  I  believe,  down  to  the  buy  up  £30,000  worth  of  licences  and 
pivsent  momeiit — is  enough  to  condemn  surrender  them  for  the  benefit  of  tbe 
this  Bill.  Wliat  doe>  it  mean?  I  do  State,  in  order  that  next  year  you  may  tike 
ij>k  the  House,  whether  they  airree  with  away  the  new  licence  ?  It  may  be  & 
me  or  not  ou  the  main  question,  to  technicality,  but  it  is  that  kind  of  past 
tov.siiier  this  in  all  seriou>ne>s.  Are  conduct  on  the  part  of  successive  Got- 
you  jioiiij:  to  say.  to  the  publican  :  "  Look  emments  and  on  the  part  of  the  magis^ 
here,  v.  hon  we  want  to  rake  money  out  trates  that  has  led  to  the  idea  of  the 
i»:  :he  lioev.se.i  trade  we  tell  tiiem  the  public  that  no  Government  and  no  Home 
l:v\^!ue  is  a  permanei.t  interest,  but  when  of  Parliament  would  take  away  the«e 
wo  want  to  take  aw.\y  tiieir  trade  from  interests  without  properly  compensating 
t:;o:;n  the  only  ariiument  we  have  is  that  the  people  from  whom  they  are  takn. 
the  tonner  ariiumenT  is  a  falsehood,  and    Well  now.  when  successive  Govenmienti 


of    the    Gt>vernment    being   model    em 
plovers.     What    about    their    being   the 
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have  bought  up  these  licences,  what  hate 
they  pud  for  them  ?  I  remember  actis; 
iis  :>olicitor-General  in  a  ciise  where  4e 
Government  required  premises  uiuck 
;*!. fortunately  comprised  a  public-hooie. 
I  t  ;in  assure  you.  Sir,  that  no  poUtieal 
feeim^is  of  mine  prevented  the  pnttiDfi 
forrl:  the  most  potent  arguments  to  the 
;nrv  t.i  the  effect  that  almost  nothing 
:o  W  allowed  in  relation  to  thoee 
.:■  en>e.i  premises  :  that  they  were  really 
woTth  noTliini!.  Why.  the  jury  lau^ied 
r*T  nie  !  And  the  only  solace  I  had  ww 
:h:iT  I  0  v,;:d  afford  to  scorn  their  lau^teir 
::>:  :-.::rr  iV..  :he  Government  had  to  pay, 
n:»:  ioz  d  yearly  licence,  but  for  the  fall 
v;i/.:v  :■:  The  premises,  exactly  as  if  sncli 
'.i.enif>  vere  iiome  to  connnne.  In 
tL&t.  there  has  not  been  a 
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statd»man  in  almost  the  last  twenty  years 
who  has  not  made  speeches  loaclinfr  the 
pubHc  to  the  same  coTiclusiutL  A  state- 
ment has  Ijeeii  quoted  of  Mr.  Gladstone. 
The  obaervation  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  thb  afternoon  was 
that  Mr.  GlatLitonB  made  that  statement 
before  the  decbion  in  "  h^harp  v.  Wake- 
field." Before  *'  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  the 
magistrates  had  frequently  refused  to 
renew,  "  Sharp  u,  Wakefield  "  laid  down 
no  new  law.  A  statement  was  made,  by  a 
gentleman  whoin  aH  this  House  respects, 
with  regard  to  the  reduction  of  licences, 
in  the  C4>n rse  of  which  statement 
he  ^id,  speaking  of  the  reduction 
of  houaea,  that  he  did  not  believe 
in  cheap  morality ;  and  that  if  the 
nation  at  large  deemed  it  necf*s8arv  that 
the  members  of  a  certain  trade  should  he 
reduced  in  numbers  and  thereby  deprived 
ol  their  means  of  livelihood,  they  were 
bound  to  compensate  those  persons,  not 
only  for  the  capital  they  had  sunk  in  their 
trade^  but  also  for  the  years  and  the 
lives  they  had  devotcrl  to  their  trade. 
That  speaker  was  Lord  Wolverhampton,  a 
Member  of  the  present  Governmenti 
who  has  gone  to  another  place  in 
order  that  he  may  help  to  aboliBh  it. 
I  might  quote  many  other  opinions,  but 
the  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  these 
quotations  have  very  little  effect  in 
this  debate.  The  right  hon.  Oentteman 
asked  me  a  question  and  I  will  answer 
it ;  * '  Have  the  State  "  ho  asked,  ''  the 
right  to  get  back  the  monopoly  value  ?  " 
I  do  not  deny  it.  They  have  the  right. 
The  reason  they  have  the  right  i»  because 
they  have  the  power*  Yes,  Sir,  that 
is  the  real  reason.  What  is  the  use  of 
talking  about  rights  ia  relation  to  this 
House  t  It  is  not  a  question  of  whether 
they  have  the  right,  but  the  questiot*  h, 
XTnder  what  conditions  are  they  ji' 
to  do  itl  That  is  the  whole  qu^ 
and  the  one  in  which  the  coun 
terested.  I  ask  the  right 
man  this   question   iji 

r|aoduce    any    pi 
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Valley — ^it  is  on  account  of  myrespec 
for  him  that  I  mention  the  argument 
which  he  used,  and  which  he  commended 
to  lawyers — said  that  up  to  1860,  in  what 
are  known  as  Bishop's  leases,  the  tenants 
were  accustomed  to  renewals  whenever 
they  fell  in,  but  he  said  that  under  the 
legislation  of  that  year  that  was  no  longer 
the  case.  He  gave  that  as  a  parallel 
case ;  but  all  these  renewals  were  granted 
upon  renewal  fines,  every  one  of  them, 
which  meant  the  money  paid  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  value  of  the  renewal. 
Yes,  Sir,  but  it  does  not  end  there.  The 
Legislature,  by  the  Act  of  1860,  gave 
notice  of  the  transfer  of  this  property 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  and 
they  gave  notice  that  in  twenty  years 
or  twenty- four  years  there  would  be 
no  more  renewals.  But  they  did  some- 
thing more  than  that,  they  added  on  ten 
years  to  the  lease.  And  they  did  some- 
thing more  than  that,  because  they  said 
the  lessee  must  purchase  the  reversion, 
and  if  he  could  not  get  the  reversion,  the 
lessor  must  purchase  him  out  with  the  ten 
years  added  on.  Oh,  yes;  the  hon. 
Member  seed  not  shake  his  head,  I 
read  the  Act  of  Parliament  to-day. 
The  precedent  which  the  hon.  Member 
cites  is  not  a  precedent  in  his  favour, 
it  is  one  in  our  favour.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and  under  this 
Bill  say  :  *'  We  think  tliese  renewals 
ought  not  to  go  on  ;  we  will  add  fourteen 
years  to  your  term,  and  will  now  pur- 
chase out  the  whole  lot  of  them  at 
fifteen  years  purchase  of  the  value  of 
the  trade*"  But  that  is  not  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  That 
is  the  only  precedent  that  has  been  cited 
and,  as  I  have  said,  it  is  in  our  favour. 
I  pass  on  for  a  moment  to  what  happens 
M  the  end  of  this  period.  Every  single 
inuimthat  has  been  granted  is  abolished. 
^  ^t  And  there  is  something 
i**^^  The  Bill  gives  the  right 
"^ifing  the  term  of  fourteen 
>^hibition  against  new 
^prohibition  remains 
,t  is  the  result  t 
at  all.  We 
may  renew 
4  have  the 
*e  without 
"hat  is  in 
—  f    What 
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you  are  to  do  is,  you  are  to  purchase.  If 
the  licence  is  re-granted,  you  are  to  pur- 
chaHo  the  monopoly  value.  Each  licensee 
from  year  to  year  is  to  purchase  the 
monopoly  value.  I  could  quote  cases 
where  public  bodies,  like  the  Metropolitan 
])oard  of  Works,  have  sold  licensed 
promises  with  the  idea  that  the  licence 
was  to  continue,  for  enormous  sums, 
which  have  gone  to  the  benefit  of  the 
public.  I  say  there  is  no  justice  in  this 
Hill.  Then  you  set  up  a  tribunal — the 
new  Radical  idea — of  Commissioners. 
There  are  Commissioners  imder  the  Small 
Holdings  Act  who  are  to  override  the 
county  council.  There  are  Commis- 
sioners under  this  Act  who  are  to 
have  powers  of  taxation — not  taxa- 
tion by  this  House,  taxation  by  paid  V"'*^  ^*'^^^**®®^^^"^"**^^^^*****'^'*^*^ 
men.       That   i.    thn    n.w    Radical    id.a.    JJi^/pe;SLt\^^^^^^^^^^^    ""''    ^'^    "'    ^''"'^ 


{COMMONS} 

about  clubs.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemao 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  lucid  speech 
on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  spoke  of 
the  suppression  of  licences  being  followed 
by  the  growth  of  clubs.  He  said  that 
the  increase  from  a  few  years  ago  was  from 
6,371  to  7,110.  That  is  in  clubs.  Whit 
about  the  increase  of  the  members  of 
those  clubs?  What  about  the  ready- 
made  clientele  of  those  clubs?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Blackburn,  who  represents 
some  labour  distr  icts  inthis  country, 
said  that — 

**'  There  had  been  an  increase  in  the  nambv 
of  clubs  in  the  last  few  years  and  he  beUercd 
tliere  would  be  a  much  more  rapid  incmn 
if  the  power  to  form  clubs  were  left  as  it  wu 
in  the  Bill.  There  were  now  clubs  which iren 
as  much    tied-houses   as  any  public-hoiueL 


men.  That  is  the  new  Radical  idea 
Taxation  with  representation,  the  repre- 
sentation being  that  you  are  appointed 
for  a  political  job.  And  thus  you  are  to 
carry  it  out.  I  pass  from  that.  No 
appeal  to  the  Courts  is  a  small  point 
apparently.  It  is  a  great  point  in  reality. 
I  always  suspect  when  a  Government 
refuses  to  go  to  the  Courts.  (Minis- 
terial laughter.]  That  is  a  very  cheap 
sneer.  1  always  suspect  when  a  Govern- 
ment refuses  to  allow  decisions  of  these 
political  and  partisan  tribunals  to  be 
submitted  to  independent  consideration. 
One  of  the  objections  made  to  our  19iU 
Act  by  the  late  Prime  Minister — whom 
I  hope  I  shall  ever  regard  with  deep 
resiHH't — was  that  we  allowed  investiga- 
tions as  regards  the  value  of  premises 
toln^  sent  to  the8«>mersi^t  House  otHcials 
instead  of  to  the  Courts.  So  we  gave  an 
appeal  to  the  Courts.  This  Bill  takes 
away  the  appeal  to  t he  CourtvS  and  leaves 
it  to  the  Commissioners  at  Soniersi^t 
House.  1  siiv  that  all  that  shows  the 
partisan  nature  of  this  Hill.  It  all  shows 
that  you  arecoiisideriiiizune  soitionof  the 
community  o'^.ly,  i\\\d  iiot  the  comnnmity 
at  large.  1  niu>t  >iiy  ouv  more  word 
before  1  conclude.  The  matter  is  one  of 
very  extrvme  iniix^rtaiu  e.  ai;d»  mind  you. 
it  is  not  a  matter  that  is  going  to  end  by 
the  debate  to-night.  After  all  that  has 
been  done,  are  you  n^illy  going  to  efiev  t 
any  improvement,  having  rvgard  to  the 
admissions  of  your  owr.  side  in  refereiA-e 
to  bogus  clubs  i  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  to-night  as  to  the  evils 
of  the  drink  traffic  said  not  one  word 

v<{"  E.  C :r.*^. 


The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Anglesey  said — 

'*  As  to  tliut  piirt  of  the  Bill  de«Umg  with  dobs, 
it  was  abijoliitely  no  good  whatever  takinc 
away  tlie  hconcc  if  a  club  would  be  subBtitDted 
His  friends  ou  the  Government  Bench  mvt 
take  their  courage  in  both  hands  and  deal  vitk 
clubs.  It  was  no  good  their  passing^a  Liccnaini 
Bill  on  these  lines.  Tliey  .should  make  thechi 
pay  licence  duty." 

Yes,  yir,  but  the  only  matter,  so  fu 
as  1  can  see,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  is  inclined  to 
give  way  on  is  the  question  of  clubs.  I 
use  the  words  of  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Anglesey  opposite — 

'*  What  is  really  the  use  of  jiassing  this  BUI 
unless  yuu  arc  ^uin§  to  <leal  drasticalljr  with 
v\n\*s  which  are  j^in<;  to  take  the  place  of 
imblic-house.*' 

The  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  said-^ 

*•  The  clubs  were  too  strong.  You  could  not 
iniiih  then!  without  a  revolution  in  the  conntiy.** 

There  is  a  jjood  deal  of  truth  in  what  he 

said. 

♦Sir  RANDAL  CREMER  :  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  risiht  hon.  and  learned 
(ientlenian.  luit  the  statement  he  has 
put  into  my  mouth  I  never  used. 
The  riiiht  hun.  Gentleman  must  have 
Iven  misinformed  by  those  who  gave 
him  the  iivformation  which  he  has  just 
dven  to  the  House. 

5^iR  E.  CARSON  :  Yes,  I  have  been 
misii.formevi ;  I  took  it  from  infonnatioii 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  him- 
self very  srror.gly  that  it  was  impossihle 
to  touch  cluVs, 
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♦Sir  RANDAL  CREMER  :  I  did  not 
say  it  is  impossible,  but  that  it  is  very 
undesirable. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  :  I  should  like  to 
express  regret  that  I  in  the  first  place 
misrepresented  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
is  very  undesirable.     Why  undesirable  ? 

♦Sir  RANDAL  CREMER:  Because 
unnecessary. 

Sir  E,  CARSON  :  Because  it  is  un- 
necessary. Yet  we  have  the  testimony 
of  hon.  Members  below  the  gangway 
and  opposite,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  that  it  is  a  growing  evil.  It  is  no 
use  saying  that  this  Bill  is  being  passed 
in  the  interests  of  temperance  reform 
unless  you  deal  with  these  clubs.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  thinks  it 
is  impossible  to  deal  with  these  clubs. 
I  believe  clubs  are  growing  too  strong 
for  you,  and  that  the  only  remedy  is  to 
treat  these  clubs  as  licensed  premises, 
and  all  the  suggestions  have  been  in  that 
direction.  In  this  Bill  you  are  setting  up 
annual  licensing  sessions  for  these  clubs, 
and  in  the  long  run  you  will  have  the 
same  trouble  with  these  clubs  that  you 
have  with  public-houses.  The  truth  of 
the  matter  is  that  you  cannot  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  way  you  are  trying 
to  do  unless  you  are  able  to  put  forward 
the  theory  that  the  traffic  in  drink  is  an 
immoral  traffic,  and  nobody  has  said 
that  it  is.  I  should  like  to  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  if  your  Bill  passes,  I  believe 
it  will  settle  nothing.  I  notice  that  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  his 
farewell  letter  to  the  electors  of. Man- 
chester before  he  went  to  woo  a  constitu- 
ency to  which  this  \V\\\  will  not  apply, 
said  that  the  next  time  a  contest  arose 
in  North- West  Manchester  the  power 
of  the  licensed  trade — the  excessive 
political  power — would  have  vanished 
by  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  was  cxpressin«i:  the  views 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  I  think  he  is 
entirely  mistaken.  By  passing  this  Bill 
you  will  not  get  rid  of  the  difficulties 
of  the  licensing  question.  Do  not  think 
for  a  moment  that  I  believe  it  is  a  healthy 
influence  in  politics,  but  what  will  be  the 
state  of  affairs  if  this  Bill  passes  ?  For 
fcurteen   years    there    will    not    be    an 


election  or  a  by-election  at  which  the 
candidate  will  not  be  confronted  by  the 
trade  and  the  friends  of  the  trade  with  the 
question  :  "  Are  you  in  favour  or  not  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  section  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament  which  confiscates  our 
licences  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years  ?  *' 
I  do  not  believe  this  Bill  is  a  real  con- 
tribution to  temperance ;  I  do  not  believe 
the  country  looks  upon  it  as  such ;  I 
believe  that  altogether  above  and  beyond 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  the  fear  of 
the  country  is  that  you  are  by  this 
measure  creating  a  precedent  as  regards 
other  property,  and  so  far  as  I  ani 
concerned  I  will  with  all  my  heart 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  and  whom  I  thank  most  heartily 
for  his  courteous  and  kindly  references 
to  myself,  which  are  the  more  welcome 
as  coming  from  an  old  friend  and  fellow* 
worker  in  another  sphere,  is,  as  we  all 
know,  a  most  accomplished  advocate. 
I  think  that  he  need  not  have  made  any 
apology  to  the  House  for  the  length  of 
his  speech.  I  am  glad  he  ^  made  it  as 
long  as  he  did,  for  we  may  now  assume 
that  in  that  speech,  at  the  conclusion  of 
four  days  debate,  we  know  the  worst 
that  can  be  said  against  this  Bill.  I 
confess  as  I  listened  to  a  great  part  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned|friend's  speech 
it  appeared  to  me  not  to  be  directed 
against  this  measure  at  all,  but  that  it 
would  have  been  more  relevant  if  it  had 
been  uttered  in  this  House  in  the  year  1904 
against  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
of  that  day.  For  what  was  the  main 
staple  of  the  ar;jument  to  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  devoted 
the  larger  part  of  his  speech  ?  It  was 
that  the  State,  by  taxation,  and  in  other 
ways,  had  treated  the  interest  in  a 
licence  as  though  it  were  a  permanent 
and  perpetual  proi)erty.  Well,  if  that 
is  so,  what  is  to  be  said  in  justification 
for  the  confiscatory  legislation  of  1904  ? 
The  legislation  of  1904  proceeds  upon 
the  assumption  that  those  licences  may 
be  extinguished — extinguished  upon  any 
scale  which  the  justices  for  the  time 
being  think  proper ;  and  at  whose  ex- 
pense ?  When  the  public  in  the  public 
interest  takes  property  for  public  pur- 
poses, according  to  the  invariable  practice 
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of  our  law  and  Constitution  compensa- 
tion comes  from  public  funds.  But  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Grentieman  him- 
self is  the  author  of  a  proposal  which 
recognises  that,  so  far  from  this  being 
an  analogous  case,  when  in  the  public 
interest  the  extension  of  the  system  of 
suppressing  licences  is  sanctioned,  the 
cost  is  to  come,  not  from  the  coffers  of 
the  State,  but  from  the  pockets  of  the 
trade  itself.  That  is  quite  sufficient  to 
dispose  of  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument.  I  am  not 
going  to  trespass  on  the  attention  of  the 
nouse  more  than  a  few  moments,  but  I 
should  like,  at  the  conclusion  of  this 
most  interesting  and  most  momentous 
debate,  in  a  few  sentences  to  repeat 
the  questions  which  I  addressed  to 
the  Opposition  at  other  stages,  to  sec 
how  far  they  have  been  answered  by 
the  speeches  made  in  the  debate. 
Let  me  take  them  seriatim.  My  first 
question  was  this.  I  asked  it  on  the 
First  Reading,  and  again  on  the  Second 
Reading.  Is  a  compulsory  reduction  of 
licences  within  a  prescribed  time, — and 
making  due  allowances  as  this  Bill  does 
for  variety  in  local  conditions — ^upon  a 
uniform  scale — is  it,  or  is  it  not,  a 
necessary  step  to  be  taken  if  you  are  to 
make  any  real  advance  on  the  path  of 
temperance  reform  ?  When  I  asked  that 
question  in  introducing  the  Bill  I  thought 
there  was  only  one  answer  to  it.  In  point 
of  reason  it  would  seem  to  me  obvious, 
self-evident,  and  indisputable,  that  there 
must  be  a  connection  between  the  multi- 
plication of  facilities  for  the  consumption 
of  drink  and  the  use  and  abuse  of  those 
facilities.  If  you  turn  from  reason  to 
authority,  the  authorities  are  over- 
whelming and  concurrent.  Let  me  quote 
once  more  the  statement  from  a  great 
authority.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
in  giving  evidence  before  the  House  of 
Loids  Committee  some  years  ago,  said — 

"  The  enormous  number  of  public-houses, 
which  is  clearly  out  of  proportion  to  anything 
like  the  legitimate  wants  of  the  people,  must 
tend  to  increase  the  temptation." 

If  that  is  so,  a  jtro  tanto  reduction  in  those 
opportunities  will  have  its  effect  in 
reducing  this  vice  to  which  temptation  is 
so  offered.  That  is  also  the  recorded 
opinion  both  of  the  majority  and  th(» 
mi  lority  of  the  Peel  Commission,  and, 

jlfr.  Asqxiith, 


what  is  more  important  from  the  point  of 
view  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  it  is  the 
underlying  principle,  if  there  be  a  principle 
at  all,  in  the  Act  of  1904.  As  I  said  a 
few  Aaj^  ago,  the  only  answer  to  that 
proposition  is  this — ^that  if  you  reduce  the 
number  of  public-houses  without  taking 
any  further  steps,  you  will  not  provide 
an  adequate  security  against  the  upspring- 
ing  in  their  place  of  equally  extensive 
facilities  for  the  consumption  of  druk 
in  the  shape  of  clubs.  That  is  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down.  I  have  always  not 
only  admitted,  but  asserted  that  then 
was  a  danger,  and  a  real  danger  hen, 
which  has  to  be  effectually  dcAlt  with. 
But  as  the  argument  is  pushed  so  ftf, 
I  must  point  out  that  experience  doe« 
not  show  that  a  reduction  of  pabli^ 
houses  is  accompanied  by  a  corresponding 
increase  in  the  growth  of  clubs.  Since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1904,  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  clubs  has  onlj 
been  one-seventh  of  tbe  diminution  in 
the  number  of  licences  that  have  takn 
place. 

Sib  E.  CARSON:  What  has  bea 
the  increase  in  the  membership  of  tb 
clubs  1 

MB.APQXTITH:  You  will  find  no  greit 
discrepancy  if  you  take  the  membenkip 
also.  I  do  not  want  to  labour  tint 
proposition,  because  it  is  self-evidait; 
but  there  is  a  second  question.  It  ii 
this :  Is  the  change  which  we  propon 
in  this  Bill  in  the  scale  of  compensitiQi 
during  the  statutory  term  of  leduutioi 
justi&kble  and  justified  t 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Surrey,  llf^Uedon): 
No. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  The  right  hon.  Gflntfe* 
man  opposite  says  *^  No."  I  will  ahoff 
that  it  is.  The  hon.  Member  for  Eng- 
ston,  who  moved  the  Amendmoit  in  t 
speech  which  has  been  highly  praised, 
but  not  more  highly  praised  than  it  de- 
served, cited  a  number  of  figures  showing 
the  contrast  between  the  scale  of  com- 
pensation which  has  been  paid  dming 
the  last  three  years  under  the  Kennedf 
judgment  and  the  sums  which  would  ban 
been  receivable  under  the  new  scale  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  had  it  been  in  force,  Th 
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figures  were  striking  and  effective  for 
the  moment ;  but  they  were  only  effective 
because  they  proceeded  on  two  assump- 
tions :  first,  that  the  basis  of  compensa- 
tion introduced  by  the  Kennedy  judg- 
ment was  intended  by  Parliament  to 
be,  and  was,  a  reasonable  one ;  and 
next,  on  the  assumption  that  the  assess- 
ment of  the  licensed  house  under  Schedule 
A  of  the  income-tax  was  equitable  and 
fairly  represented  the  difference  in  value 
between  licensed  and  unlicensed  premises. 
I  venture  to  deny  both  these  proposi- 
tions. As  to  the  assessment  of  licensed 
houses,  we  propose  in  the  Bill — one  of 
the  most  salutary  provisions  in  the 
Bill — to  give  a  year  to  enable  the  process 
of  re-assessment  to  be  effectually  carried 
out ;  and  as  to  the  validity  and  reason- 
ableness of  the  basis  of  compensation 
adopted  in  the  Kennedy  judgment,  I 
have  never  yet  heard  any  one  practically 
acquainted  with  these  matters  defend 
the  assessment.  For  one  year  and  a 
half  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1904 
the  scale  of  compensation  actually 
adopted  by  the  Inland  Revenue  was 
that  which  is  proposed  in  the  Bill ;  and 
it  was  adopted  and  practised  as  far  as 
I  know  without  any  outcry  from  the 
brewers,  and  apparently  with  the  ac- 
quiescence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  other  authors  of  that  Act. 
Then  again — and  this  is  a  most  important 
point — the  Kennedy  judgment  establishes 
what  I  conceive  to  be  both  an  unfair 
and  an  impolitic  distinction  between  the 
quantum  of  compensation  to  be  given 
to  tied  and  free  houses.  The  tied  house 
gets  the  benefit ;  the  free  house  is  left 
out  in  the  cold.  But  in  this  Bill  we 
propose  to  put  them  on  a  level  and 
uniform  basis.  Lastly  our  Bill  secures, 
or  is  intended  to  secure — and  I  will 
take  care  in  Committee,  if  the  language 
of  the  drafting  is  not  adequate  for  that 
purpose,  that  it  shall  be  made  so — 
separate  compensation  upon  a  reasonable 
basis  for  the  publican's  loss  of  profits 
through  the  discontinuance  of  his  busi- 
ness. He  is  intended  under  this  Bill 
to  be  treated  as  a  yearly  tenant  and 
compensated  for  his  loss  of  business 
as  such,  and  the  House  will  observe 
that  his  compensation  will  not  dwindle 
or  diminish  with  the  shorter  duration 
of  the  time-limit.  The  third  question 
I  ask  is:  Are  the  conditions  we  propose 


for  the  resumption  by  the  State  of  the 
monopoly  value  in  principle  adequate  ? 
["No."]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  said  that  we  were 
dealing  in  a  very  unfair  and  uneven 
way  with  this  particular  monopoly  as 
compared  with  others,  and  he  instanced 
railways,  gasworks,  waterworks,  and 
other  undertakings  of  that  kind. 
In  the  case  of  railways  there  is  an 
Act  of  Parliament  passed  by  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  not  a  confiscator  either 
by  principle  or  by  practice,  which  enables 
the  State  to  take  them  back  again  when 
they  have  paid  a  certain  rate  of  dividend. 
There  is  not  a  single  gas  or  waterworks 
in  this  country  whose  distributable 
amount  of  profits  among  its  shareholders 
is  not  limited  and  defined  by  the  price 
which  it  charges  for  the  article.  It  is 
only  in  this  particular  case  where  we  have 
given  a  class  of  persons  the  most  valuable 
monopoly  of  all  that  the  State  has 
neglected  from  first  to  last  to  claim  any 
share  whatever.  So  much  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen's  analogies.  But  the 
question  in  this  category  which  I  am 
now  for  the  moment  discussing  may  be 
stated  in  other  words,  in  this  way : 
Are  the  equities  of  the  case  to  be  ade- 
quately met  by  a  time-limit  ?  That 
is  the  question — ^not  the  precise  duration 
of  time ;  but  can  it  be  met  by  a  time- 
limit  ? 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :   No. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No,  again.  I  want 
to  say,  if  I  may,  late  as  the  hour  is,  a 
few  words  on  this  point,  which  goes  to 
the  very  root  of  the  whole  question. 
We  have  been  confronted  in  this  con- 
nection in  the  course  of  this  debate  by 
some  of  the  strangest  paradoxes  even 
in  the  philosophy  of  confiscation.  Just 
let  me  illustrate  what  I  mean.  Take 
a  very  common  case.  A  man  becomes 
a  tenant  of  a  dwelling-house,  or  of  a  shop, 
upon  an  annual  tenancy  from  year  to 
year.  He  spends,  in  course  of  time,  if 
the  tenancy  is  renewed,  almost  as  a 
matter  of  course,  a  considerable  araoui:t 
of  capital  in  structural  improvements,  and 
in  extending  the  scope  of  the  businecs 
he  has  carried  on  in  the  shop.  He  has 
an  expectation  founded  upon  practice, 
upon  custom,  upon  what  has  happened 
between  the  landlord  and  himself  that 
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that  tenancy  will  continue  to  be 
renewed,  and  on  the  faith  of  that  ex- 
pectation he  goes  on  living  there,  as  it 
were  digging  his  root-s  every  year  deeper 
into  the  soil.  But  there  is  a  change 
of  landlord  or  there  is  a  change  of  mood 
in  the  old  landlord.  Suddenly,  like  a 
bolt  from  the  blue,  he  receives — what  ? 
Six  month's  notice  to  quit,  and  out  he 
goes,  bag  and  baggage,  reaping  none 
of  the  unexhausted  fruits  of  the  capital 
which  he  has  there  expended,  and  if  any 
purblind  and  revolutionary  Radical  ven- 
tures to  say  that  that  is  a  hard  case  he  is 
told  it  is  a  legitimate  exercise  of  the 
rights  of  property.  Is  that  confiscation  ? 
Will  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  bench 
regard  it  as  a  case  of  confiscation  ?  Is 
a  six  months  time-limit  sufficient  for 
such  a  purpose  ?  Yet  so  it  is  according 
to  the  law  of  England.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  the  t<ymerity  to 
refer  to  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1881. 
The  Irish  Land  Act  was  a  recognition 
of  the  validity  of  these  expectations 
and  customs.  It  secured  the  tenant 
to  some  extent  in  the  possession  of  it, 
and  was  denounced  by  the  whole  Tory 
Party  of  that  day.  That  was  denounced 
by  the  whole  Tory  Party  as  a  gigantic 
act  of  confiscation.  Let  us  compare 
the  case  I  have  given  with  that  of  this 
Bill.  Here  is  the  case  of  a  licence  of  a 
public-house.  We  know  very  well  who 
it  is  really  now.  It  is  not  the  licensee  at 
all.  But  let  us  take  the  theory  of  the 
law,  the  case  of  a  licensee  who  gets  an 
interest  from  the  State,  not  from  a 
private  individual,  as  the  law  says,  for 
not  more  than  one  year.  The  licensee 
pays  for  that  privilege  not  a  rack  rent 
like  many  a  tenant  in  his  dwelling-house 
or  his  shop,  but  a  most  inadequate 
sum  in  the  shape  of  licence  duty. 
He  also  expends  capital  in  building 
up  and  extending  his  business,  which 
requires  both  a  local  and  a  personal 
goodwill.  How  do  we  propose  to  treat 
him  ?  To  give  him  six  months  notice 
and  then  tuni  him  out  into  the  street  ? 
Wc  give  him  fifteen  years  notice,  ajid 
that  is  denounced  as  confiscation. 

Mr.    LYTTELTON:     He    is    paying 
compensation  all  the  time. 

•  Mr.  ASQUITH  :  What  is  ho  paying 
by  way  of  compensation  ?     He  is  paying 

Mr.  Asquifli. 


an  insurance  against  the  possibility  of  hif 
licence    being    determined     within   the 
fourteen    years.     We    give    him   fifteen 
years  notice,  and  the  very  people  who 
defend  as  the  elementary  exercise  of  the 
rights  of  property  the  action  of  the  land-  ^ 
lord  in  the  case  to  which  I  have  refened  | 
denounce  this  as  a  piece  of  unexampled 
confiscation.     I  explained  a  few  nroments 
ago  the  philosophy  of  confiscation,  and  1 
have  given  the  House  two  parallel  cases. 
I   shall   be    much   obliged   to  anybodj 
who  can  point  out  to  me  any  fliw  in  the 
parallel.     You    talk    of    confiscation  in 
connection  with  this.     Let  me  suggest 
another  way  in  which  this  matter  mi^t 
be  dealt  with.     It  is  going  to  be  my  duty, 
I  am  glad  to  say  for  the  last  time,  to 
introduce  the  Budget  in  a  day  or  two 
Supposing  on  Thursday  nejct,  this  Bill 
never  having  been  introduced,  I  came 
down  and  finding,  as  every  Chancellor  o 
the  Exchequer  finds,  that  the  State  is  in 
need  of  additional  resources  I  were  to 
say  :  **I  think  it  is  about  time  we  revised 
our  scale  of  licence  duties,"  and  that  in 
pursuance  of  that  design  I  suggested  to 
the  House  that  instead  of  the  present 
perfectly  trumpery  and  illusory  duties 
exacted  from  the  hi^er  valued  houses 
there  should  be  a  really  good,  swinging 
licence  duty — would  that  be  confiscation  ? 
I  do  not  get  any  answer.     I  will  let  the 
House  so  far  into  my  secrets  as  to  say  1 
am  not  going  to  propose  it.     But  sup- 
posing next  year  or  the  year  after  my  ridit 
hon.  friend  who  succeeds  me — assunung 
that  this  Bill  is  not  passed  into  law — being 
a  more  moderate-minded  man  than  I  am, 
were  to  say :    "  Oh,  well,  we  won't  do 
this  thing  all  at  once ;  we  will  do  it  st^ 
by  step.     I  am  going  to  propose  that, 
say,  for  the  next  ten  years  there  shall  be 
an  ascending  scale  of  Ucence  duties.'' 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  That 
is  what  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway 
propose. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  am  not  talking  of 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway.  I  am 
talking  about  what  may  happen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  Suppose,  I  say,  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Chancellor  of  At 
Exchequer,  in  his  Budget  for  next  year, 
should  propose  an  ascending  scale  of 
duties,  carefully  graduated  to  ease  tk 
application   as  far  as   poaatUe  of  tbe 
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principle  of  bringing  up  the  scale  to 
where  it  ought  to  stand,  would  that 
be  confiscation  ?  ["  No."]  No,  it  would 
not.  ["  Fiscal  reform."]  Now,  whether 
I  were  to  take  the  whole  monopoly 
value,  or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
were  to  proceed  step  by  step  with  an 
ascending  scale  of  duties  to  be  paid, 
that  would  not  be  confiscation ;  but 
here  we,  taking  nothing  at  all  now  and 
giving  fifteen  years  notice,  are  to  be 
denounced  for  "  confiscation."  Not  to 
detain  the  House  longer,  I  will  repeat  the 
question  with  which  I  ventured  to  begin 
the  debate  on  the  Second  Reading,  and 
which  hon.  and  right  hon.  (Jentlemen 
will  answer  by  their  votes  :  Do  you  or 
do  you  not  approve  of  the  principle  of  a 
time-limit  ?  [Opposition  cries  "of  No," 
and  "  Hear,  hear."]  At  any  rate,  that  is  a 
clear  issue  on  which  the  division  will  be 
taken.  Let  me  in  a  few  concluding  words 
emphasise  by  way  of  contrast  the  two 
positions  we  respectively  take  up.  We 
on  this  side — the  Government,  at  any  rate 
— say  that  a  licence  is  a  valuable  privilege, 
conferred  for  a  year  by  the  State,  which 
can  be  terminated  without  notice.  I 
do  not  dwell  on  the  question  of  ante- 1869 
beer-houses.  I  do  not  dwell  on  them, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  pass  them  by. 
What  is  the  case  ?  By  the  Act  of  1869 
they  were  given  a  privilege  which  they 
until  recently  possessed,  and  by  whom 
was  that  privilege  undermined  and 
destroyed  ?  By  two  measures  both  pro- 
ceeding from  the  Tory  Party.  The 
Act  of  1882  was  promoted  by  the  late 
Lord  Ritchie,  a  good  CJonservative  if 
ever  there  was  one.  ["  Oh."]  What, 
does  a  man  cease  to  be  a  Conservative 
when  he  goes  out  of  office  ?  He,  with 
the  assent  of  his  Party,  induced  Parlia- 
ment to  cut  ofE  without  a  penny  of 
compensation  the  privilege  of  the  ante- 
1869    beer-houses    in    their    ofE-licences, 


and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
brought  the  whole  within  the  legislation 
of  1904.  We  quite  agree  that  the  ex- 
pectation of  a  continuance  of  licences 
has  grown  up  which  makes  it  both 
politic  and  equitable  to  postpone  the 
assertion  of  the  State's  title  to  resume 
to  a  time  sufficient  in  length  for  the 
prudent  trader  to  set  his  house  in  order 
and  provide  for  the  cKsappearance  of 
monopoly  value  in  the  only  true 
sense  of  the  term.  That  is  our 
position.  What  is  the  position  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ?  We 
have  just  heard  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  the  latest  and  authorised 
version ;  and,  however  it  may  be  dis- 
guised, it  amounts  to  this,  that  a  licence 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  has 
all  the  qualities  of  a  permanent  and 
indefeasible  freehold — in  defiance  of  the 
express  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1904 
which  they  themselves  passed — and  can- 
not be  justly  taken  away  in  the  public 
interest  except  at  the  public  expense. 
If  that  is  so — and  I  am  glad  to  find  it 
assented  to — [Some  cries  of  "  No."] — 
I  venture  to  say  that  rarely  has  a  con- 
flict between  the  public  and  private 
interests  in  a  matter  of  supreme  im- 
portance to  the  public  interest  been  more 
clearly  and  definitely  presented  to  the 
House.  It  is  whether  or  not  in  a  ques- 
tion perhaps  more  vital  than  any  other 
to  the  social  progress  of  the  people, 
public  or  private  interest  shall  pre- 
dominate. That,  and  nothing  more  nor 
less,  is  the  issue  the  House  is  now  called 
upon  to  decide. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  397  ;  Noes, 
147.     (Division  List  No.  76.) 


Abrahrtm,  William  (Rhondda) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyko 
Adkins,  \V.  Ryland  D. 
Agar-Robartes  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Ainsworth,  .John  Stirlinj^ 
Aldon,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  A  'i  uH  (Christ  •liureh) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Arniitage.  R. 

Armstrong,  W.  C.  Heatoii 
Ashton,  Thoma'i  Gair 


AYES. 

As<|uith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Athorley- Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Jo.^cph  A.  (Finsbury,  E. 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark)  * 

H  irin^,  (lodfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  .lohii 

Barlow,  Sir  John  E.  (Somerset) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 


Barry,Redraond  J.  (Tyrone,N.) 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Beauchamp,  E. 
Beck,  A.  Cecil 
Bell,  Richard 
Bellairs,  Oirlyon 
Belloc,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 
Benn,SirJ.Williams(Devonp'rt) 
Benn,W.(T'w'r  Haralets,S.Geo. 
Bennett,  E.  N. 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
Bcthell,Sir  J  H.(E88ex,Roiiif' 
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HvliwW,  T.  K.  (Essex,  Maldou) 
jBirrcll,  Kt.  Hon.  Augustino 
Black,  Arthur  W. 
Boland,  John 
Boulton,  A.  C.  F. 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Brace,  William 
Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Branch,  James 
Brigg,  John 
Bright,  J.  A. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brodie,  H.  C. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.  L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 
Brunner,RtHn  Sir  J  T( Cheshire 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 
Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burnyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert  4  \   | 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn  RichardKnight 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
('banning.  Sir  Francis  Allston 
( 'hcrry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R.  m    , 
Cleland,J.  W.  .  ^. 

(lough,  William  f  .    . 

(.^ynos,  J.  R.  '■  gg 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornlcy        ^ 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
CollinH,Sir  Wm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,  A.  (^ameron  (Glasgow) 
CorbettjC  H  (Sussex.E.Grinst'd 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Corv,  Sir  Clifford  John 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan.  W.  H. 
(.*ox,  Harold 

(•raig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
( ■rcmcr.  Sir  William  Randal 
(■rooks,  William 
(•rosfield,  A.  H. 
Ooss,  Alexander 
Crosslcy,  William  J. 
( 'urran,  Peter  Franc i-s 
Dalmcny,  Lord 
Drtlziel,  James  Henry 
Da  virs,  Da  vid(  Montgomery  (.'o 
Davies:  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
l)avies,M.Vaughan-  (Cardigan) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fiilham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.  (St.  Pancras.N 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunc-au,  (.'.  (Barrow-in-Furncss 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,Major  E.Martin(WalsnlI 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
lidwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 


{CoMMoNs} 

Ellis,  lit.  Hon.  .loIm.^Edward 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Esslemont,  Creorgo  Bimie 

Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R,  C.  Munro 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walt^jr 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fullerton,  Hugh 

Fumess,  Sir  Christopher 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn  Herbert  John 

Glen.Coats,SirT.  (Renfrew, W.) 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Pcabody  (Bath) 

Gordon,  J. 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Grove,  Archibald 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Cliurchill 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,Rt  Hn  SirW.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Hardy,  CJeorge  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc*r) 

Harmsworth,R.  L(C!aithn*8s-Bh 

Hart-Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey ,W.E.  (Derby8hire,N.E. 

Harwood,  George 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthiu*  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Hclme,  Nerval  Watson 

Hemmcrde,  Edward  Croorge 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson, J. M.  (Aberdeen, W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herl>crt,(.'ol.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,  S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobnrt,  Sir  Rolwrt 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hodge.  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Holt,  Richard  Dinning 

Hooi>er,  A.  G. 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 

Hope,W.Bat«man  (SomerBet,N 

Horniman,  Emslie  John 

Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 
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Hyde,  Clarendon 

Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Ruf  us  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  Jamos  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  Jolin  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Naneaton) 

Jones,Sir  D.Brynmor  (Sv 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  ((Jamarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W, 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (RocheBter) 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Langloy,  Batty 

Layland-Barratt,  Francib 

Leose,Sir  Joseph  F.(  Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lever, A.  Levy  (Essex,  Harwich 

Lever,  W.H.  (Gheshire,  Wirnl) 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Bt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas    • 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Luttroll,  Hugh  Fownes 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R«  (Leicester) 

Macdona]d,J.M.  (Falkirk  B'ghs 

Mackamess,  Frederic  G. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Mac  Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Dowb,  8i 

M'CaUum.JohnH. 

M*Grae,  GJeorgo 

M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Beginsid 

M'Laren,  Sir  a  B.  (LeiceBtflr) 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Gharles  £. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mansfield,  H.  Bendall  (Linoob) 

Markham,  Arthur  Bacdl 

Marks,G.C^oydon  (LaunoMtan) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  £.  W.  (GovHitiy 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklcm,  NathaniiA 

Middlebrook,  William 

Molteno,  Ptercy  Alporl 

Mond,  A. 

Money,  L.  G.  Chiooa 

Montagu,  £.  a 

Montgomery,  B.  Q. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Coavall)' 

Morgan,  J.  Lkiyd  (GumaithBB) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  AlfdieiiB  CSsophM 

Murray  ,Gaiit.Hn  A  GL(KinBiidi 
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Muiray,  Jamc8  (Aberdeen,  £.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Ncwnes,  F.  (Notts.,  Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

NicholU,  George 

Nicholson,  Charles  N.(Donca«t'r 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttull,  Harry 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 

Pearson, W.H.M.  (Suffolk,  Eye) 

Perks,  Robert  William 

Philipps,Col.  Ivor  (S'thampton 

Philippe,J.WyTiford  (Pembroke 

Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

PIrie,  Duncan  V. 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Price,Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Priestley, W.E.B.  (Bradford,E.) 

PuUar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Richards,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 

Richards,T.  F.  (Wolvcrh'mpt'n 

Richardson,  A. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robert8on,Sir  G  Scott<Bradf'rd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
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Rogers,  F.  £.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 
Schwann,  C,  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.E.(Manche8ter) 
Scott,  A.  H.(  Ash  ton  under  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Seddon,  J. 
Seely,  Colonel 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Snowden,  P. 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs.  N.  W.) 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Che8h.) 
Stcadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Stuart,  James  (Simderland) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward  (Salisbury 
Tennant,H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E"* 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas,  David  Alf  red(Merthyr 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
ThompsonJ.  W.H  (Somerset,  E 
Thorne,  William 
Tomkinson,  James 
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Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Vivian,  Henry 
W^adsworth,  J. 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Joseph 
Ward,  John  (Stokeupon  Trent) 
Ward  W.  Dudley(Southampt*n 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Wa8on,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C, 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitlev,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Sir  Thomas  Palmer 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williams,Llewelyn(Carmarthen 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  ( Middlesbrough)  1 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worcester8h.N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
WiUon,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wodehouse,  Lord 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellebs  tor  ths  Ates — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-For8tcr,Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey.Fletcher,Rt.  Hn.Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  liord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Banbury,  Sir  Fretlerick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G  (Winchester 
Barnard,  E.  B. 

Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bertram,  Julius 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bottomley,  Horatio 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Bull,  Sir  William  Jamcb 


NOES. 

Burdett-Cbutts,  W. 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 

Campbell,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  H.  M. 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Castlereagh,  Viscount 

Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E 

Chamberlain,Rt  Hn.J.A(Worc. 

Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 

Clive,  Percy  Archer 

Coates,  E.  Feetham(Lewisham) 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Colling8,Rt.Hn.J.  (Birmingham 

Courthope,  G.  lioyd 

Craig,  Charles  Curti8(Antrim,S. 

Craig,  Opt.  James  (Down,  £.) 


Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Dalrymple,  Viscount 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,  Bobert(Lanark,Goyaa 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fell,  Arthur 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
(jooch,  Henry  Cubit  t(Peckham) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gretton,  John 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward 
Haddock,  George  B. 
Hardy, Laurence  (Kent,A8lif*rd 
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Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claudo  George  , 

Heaton,  John  Hennikcr 
Helmsley.  Viscount 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hills,  J.  W.  I 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hope, James  Fitzalan(Shefficld)  \ 
Houston,  Robert  Patereon 
Hunt,  Rowland 

Jojnison-Hicks,  William  I 

Kennaway,Rt.  Hn.Sir  John  H.  ; 
Kerry,  Earl  of  ' 

Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
King,Sir  HenrySeymour  (Hull) 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm.  .. 
Lee,Arthur  H.(Hant8,Farcham  \ 
Lockwood.Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col  A.R.  | 
Long,  Col.Charle8W.(Evesham)  ' 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter  (Dublin,S) 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlco 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
M'Arthur,  (.-harles 
M*Calmont,  Colonel  James 
M*Iver,  Sir  Lewis  j 

Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Marks  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 

Main  Question  put. 
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Middlemore,  John  Throgmorton 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Mooney,  J.  J.  i 

Morrison -Bell,  Captain 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murphy,  N.  J.  (Kilkenny,  S.) 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Peter8field) 
Nield,  Herbert 
Nolan,  Joseph 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Kelly,  James  (RrOscommon^N. 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend) 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert  Pike( Darlington 
Percy,  Earl 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 
RatclifT,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,JohnFrederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Rol>erts,  S.  (Sheffield,Ecclesall) 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut.- Col. Thos.  Myles 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Sheehy,  David 

Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD 
Smith,  Abel  H.(Hertford,  East) 
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Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormakirk 
Starkey,  John  B. 
StaTeley.Hill,  Heniy  (Sursh. 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abin^on) 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfniUiiiv 
Thomson, W.Mitchell.  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tukc,  Sir  John  Batty 
Walker,  Ck>l.W.H.  (Lancashire) 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Whitbread,  Howard 
Whit«,  Patrick  (Meath»  North) 
Williams,  CoL  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson, A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  R  Stuart- 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Young,  Samuel 
Younger,  Gleorge 

Tellers  fob  the  Noes — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount    Valentia. 


The  House  divided : — ^Ayes,  394 ;  Noes, 
148.    (Division  List  No.  76.) 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Acland,  Francis  Dvko 

Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 

Agar-Robartcs.  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 

Agnew,  George  William 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland (Christchurch) 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Armitage,  R. 

Armstrong.  W.  V.  Henlon 

Ashton,  Thomas  ( Jair 

As(i|uith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  .John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker.JosephA.(Fin8bury,E.) 

Balfour,  R()l)ert  (Lanark) 

Baring,  (jiodfrey(  Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  John 

Barlow,  Sir  John  E.  (8omcrsot ) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Barry,  Redmond  J.  (Tyrone  .X. ) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Beck,  A.  (-Veil 

I5.'!l,  Richard 

Bclloc,  llilaire.Iosepli  Peter  \\. 

Bcnn.Sir  .I.WilliaiMs(Dcvonp'rt 

IJcnn.W.(T'w'r  Hainlets.S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Borridgo,  T.  H.  1). 


AYES. 

Bcthcll,Sir  J.H.(Essex,Romf'rd 
Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Black,  Arthur  W. 
Boland.  John 
Boulton,  A.  0.  F. 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Brace,  William 
Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Branch,  James 
Brigg,  John 
Bright.  J.  A. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brodic,  H.  C. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 
Brunner.HtHnSir  J.T(Cheshire 
Bryce,  J.  Aiuian 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Buekmaster.  Stanley  O. 
Burns,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burnyeat,  W.  J.  W 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn. Sydney  Charles 
Byles.  William  Pollard 
C^ameron,  Robert 
Carr-Gomm.  H.  W. 
Canst  on. Rt.Hn.RichardKnipht 
Cawley,  Sir  Fn^lerick 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
(Mianning,  Sir  Francis  Ailston 
<  iierrv,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Cleland,  J.  W.-* 
Clough,  William 


I  Clynes,  J.  R. 

I  Cobbold.  Felix  Thomley 

I  Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

I  Collins,Sir  Wm.  J.(aPuicz«s,W 

I  Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Cooper,  G.  J. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 

.  Corbett,C.H.(Su88ez,KGrinBt*d 

I  Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 

•  Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

I  Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

I  Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

i  Cowan.  W.  H. 
(.V>z,  Harold 

■  (-raig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemoutb) 

i  Cremer,  Sir  William  Randal 

'  Oooks,  William 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 

,  Cross,  Alexander 

j  Crossley,  W^illiam  J. 

,  Curran,  Peter  Francia 
Dalmeny,  Lord 

;  Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davie8,David(  Montgomery  Coii 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (ISfkm) 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan-  (Cardigan 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol.  &) 

'   nickin8on,W.H.(St.PancTa«,N. 

'  Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Diike,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,C.(  Barrow-in-l 
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Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(  Walsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  V. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Esslemont,  George  Birnie 

Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 

Fenwick,  (Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Fergiuson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fullerton,  Hugh 

Fumesa,  Sir  Christopher 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,  Rt.Hn.  Herbert  John 

Glen-Coats,  SirT.  (Renfrew, W. 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Grordon,  J. 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Grove,  Archibald 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,Rt.Hn.SirW.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 

Harms  worth,R.L.  (Caithn'ss-sh 

Hart- Da  vies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey, W.E.  ( Derbyshire. N.E. 

Harwood,  George 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Hemmerde,  Edward  (»eorge 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,  J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse.  Charles  E.  H. 

Hodge,-  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Holt,  Richard  Durning 

Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,*John  Deans  (Fife,^e8t 
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Hope,W.Bateman  (Somerset, N 

Homiman,  Ems  lie  John 

Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Sir  D.Brynmor( Swansea 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kincaid-Smith,  C'aptain 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Tjamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

l^amb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Langley,  Batty 

Lay  land -Barratt,  Francis 

L3ese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lover,  A.  Levy(Essex,Harwich 

r^ver,W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Luttrell,  Hugh  Fownes 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs 

Mackarness,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Crae,  George 

M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M'Laren,  Sir  C.  B.  (Leicester) 

M'Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 

Markham,  Arthur  Basil 

Marks,  G.Croydon  (Launceston) 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Mioklem,  Nathaniel 

Middlebiook,  William 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Money,  L.  G.  Ciiiozza 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 
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Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall)      * 

Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen ) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murray,Capt.Hn.A.C.(Kincard. 

Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

Nioholls,  George 

Nicholson, Charles  N.(Donca8t'r 

Norton-,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttall,  Harry 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens  • 

Parker,  James  ( Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 

Pearson,W.H.M.  (Suffolk,  Eye) 

Perks,  Robert  William 

Philipps,CV)l.  Ivor(S'thampton) 

Philipps,J.  Wynford  (Pembroke 

Philipps,  OwenC.  (Pembroke^ 

Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Price,  Robert  John(Norfolk,E.) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford,E.   ) 

Pullar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Richards,  Thomas(W.Monm*th 

Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 

Richardson,  A. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robert8on,SirG.Scott(Bradrrd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson.  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,Sir  C.E.(Manche8ter) 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 

Sea-8,  J.  E. 

Seaverns,  J.  H. 

Seddon,  J. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shackleton.  Davi«l  James 

Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (SUfTord) 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
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8imou,  John  Alluobrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Snowden,  P. 
Soares,  fhnest  J. 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Sta£F8,  N.W.) 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(CheBh.) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Tozteth 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffc) 
Tennant,  Sir  £dward(Salisbury 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Abel  (C7armarthen,  £.) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  £. 
ThomasyDayid  Alfred  (Merthyr 
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l^hoiilasson,  Franklin 

Thompson,  J.  W.  H  (Somerset.fi 

Thome»  William 

Tomkinson,  James 

Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 

Toulmin,  (^orge 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 

Vivian,  Henry 

Wadsworth,  J. 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Walton,  Joseph 

Ward,  John  (Stoke- upon-Trent 

Ward,W.Dudley(Southampton 

Wardle,  George  J. 

Waring,  Walter 

Wason,Rt.Hn.£.(Clackmannan 

Wason,John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 

Waterlow,  D.  S. 

Watt,  Henry  A. 

Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 

Weir,  James  Galloway 

White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
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White,  J.  D.  (DumbartomthiR) 
White,  Luke  (York,  £.  B.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Heniy  (Halilii) 
Whittaker,  Sir  Thomas  PtfaiNr 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williams,  J.  (G)amoigan) 
WiUiamSfLIeweljm  (Cacmarth*B 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merionetii) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  B.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Hid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbroiigh) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcestersh.  N. 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  PancrM,8.) 
Wilson,  T.  W.  (Westboi^litoo) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wodehouse,  Lord 
Yozall,  James  Henry 

TSLLSBS   FOB  THS  AtIS— Mr. 

Whiteley    and    Mr.    J.  i. 
Pease. 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn  Hugh'O. 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey.Fletcher,Rt.Hn,  Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hu.G  (Winchester 
Barnard,  £.  B. 

Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bertram,  Julius 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bottomley,  Horatio 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Campbell,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  H.  M. 
Carlilo,  £.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Chaml>erlain.Rt.Hn..T.A.(Worc 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Coates,  E.  Foetham  (Lowisham 
('ochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  If.  A.  E. 
Collings,Rt.Hn.J.  (Birmingham 
Courthope,  G.  Loyd 
Craig.Charles  Curtis  ( Antrim, S. 
CraigfCaptain  James(Down,E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Dalrymplo.  Viscount 
Dixon-H&rllaud,Sir  FrcdDixou 


NOES. 

Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  &OS,  Arthiu:  Philip 
Duncan,Robert  (Lanark,Govan 
Faber,  GJeorge  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fell,  Arthur 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gooch,Henry  Cubitt(Peckham) 
Groulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gretton,  John 
Guinness,  Walter  Edward 
Haddock,  George  B. 
Hardy,Laurence  (Kont,Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 

Hills,  J.  w: 

Hogan,  Michael 
Ho|)c,James  Fitzalan  (Sheffield 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
Joynson-Hicks,  William 
Kennaway,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
Keswick,  Willi<im 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
King,Sir  Henry  Seymour(Hull) 
T^ambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Jx^c, Arthur  H.( Hants, Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col.A.R. 
Long,Col. Charles  W.  (Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter  (Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
M* Arthur,  diaries 


M'Calmont,  Colonel  James 
M*Iver,  Sir  Lewis 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C 
Middlemore,  John  Throgmort'B 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Mooney,  J.  J. 
Morrison-Bell,  C^{»tain 
Munts,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murphy,  N.  J.  (Kilkenny.  S.) 
Nicholson, Wm.  G.  (P^tergfidd) 
Nield,  Herbert 
Nolan,  Joseph 
O'Brien,  Pateick  (Kilkrany) 
O'Kelly, James  (RoBCfwnimwJ? 
Parker,8ir  Gilbert  (GlraTeflCid) 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,Herbert  Pike(Darliiig(oi 
Percy,  Earl 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Randies,  Sir  John  Sonrrah 
Ratoliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  M 
Remnant,  James  Farqukanos 
Roberts,  S.  (SbeffieM,  £cck«dl) 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  Jchn  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (UTerpooI) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut.-Co].  Thos.  Mytei 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  George D. 
Smith,Abel  H.  (Hertford.  Ewt) 
Smith,F.E.  (LiverpooUWaltos} 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  V.  D.  (Stnad) 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Omiakiii) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Staveley-Hili,  Hemy  (StiflVk) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Ahmidon) 
Talbot,  Lord  £.  (OUolMtar} 


1797 


Adjmtrnmenf 


Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.  (Oxfd  Univ 
ThoraBon,W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tnke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Walker,C5ol.W.  H.  (Lancashire) 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Warde,  Ck)l.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


{4  May  1908} 

Wamor,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Whitbrcad,  Howard 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Winterton.  Earl 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 


of  ths  ffmae. 


1798 


Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Young,  Samuel 
Younger*  George 

TSLLKtS    FOB  THS   NoBS — Sir 

Alexander  Aoland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Hoase  for  Monday  next. — (Mr. 
Asquith,) 


MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  BILL. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Standing  Committee. 


MONUMENT  TO  SIR  HENRY  CAMPBELL- 
BANNERMAN. 

Committee    to    consider    an    humble 
Address  to  be  presented  to  His  Majesty 


praying  that  His  Majesty  will  give  direc- 
tions that  a  Monument  be  erected  at  the 
public  charge  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of 
St.  Peter's,  Westminster,  to  the  memory 
of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannerman  (King's  Recommendation 
signified),  upon  Monday,  18th  May, — 
(Mr.  Asquith.) 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Eleven 
of  the  clock  on  Monday  evening,  Mr, 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put,  pursuant  to  the  Standing 
Order. 

Adjourned  at  ten  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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APPENDIX   I, 


PUBLIC    BILLS 

DEALT    WITH    IN    VOLUME    CLXXXVII. 

Those  marked  thus  *  are  Government  BUls.  The  figures  in  parentheses  in 
the  last  column  refer  to  the  page  in  this  volume.  ''[h.l.]''  following  title 
indicates  that  the  Bill  originated  in  the  House  of  Lords. 


(A.)    House  of  Lords. 


Title  of  BiU. 


Brought  in  by 


Progren. 


*Army  Annual 


^Companies  (Consolidation) 

[H.L.] 

♦County  Courts  [h.l.] 

Elementary    Education 
(England  &  Wales)  [H.L.] 

Moveable  Dwellings  [h.l.] 


Municipal     Representation 
[H.L.] 

♦Patents  and  Designs  [h.l.] 

♦Post  Office  Consolidation 

[H.L.] 

♦Small   Holdings  <fe    Allot- 
ments (Scotland)  [h.l.] 

Sunday     Closing     (Shops) 
[H.L.] 


Earl  of  Portsmauih 


Earl  Granard 

Lord  Lorebum 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph 

Lord     Clifford     of 
Chudleigh 

Lord     Cowiney     of 
Penmth 

Earl  of  Granard 

Earl  of  Granard 

Earl  Carrington 

Lord  Avebury 


Read  2«  31st  March  (247) 

g^^*'""*}l«t  April  (446) 

Read  d**  and  passed  6th  April 

(886) 
Royal  Assent  14th  April  (961) 

Read  V  1st  April  (447) 

Read  2«  2nd  April  (637) 

Second  Reading  (adjourned) 
30th  March  (3) 

Read  2«  1st  April  (447) 


Read  3"  and  passed  2nd  April 
(636) 

Read  3*  and  passed  1st  April 

(466) 
Read  2-  2nd  April  (636) 


Committee  2nd  April  (635) 


Report  2nd  April  (635) 
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^i5.;      nOUBE  i       IX) 


>1I8. 


Title  of  BUI. 


Brought  in  by 


*Army  Annual 

Ballot  Act  (1872)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2) 

Bankruptcy  (Scotland) 

•^Children 

Coroners'  Inquests 

"^Costs  in  Criminal  Cases 

Education     (Consolidation 
and  Amendment) 

Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons 
in  Charge  (No.  2) 

Factory  and  Workshop  Act 
(1901)  Amendment 

Ferries  (Ireland) 

Fire  Inquests 

Home  Work 

Industrial    and    Provident 
Societies  Amendment 

*Irish  Universities 
*Licensing 


Married  Women's  Property 

Municipal    Representation 

New-Born   Children    (Pro- 
tection) 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

^Port  of  London 


Mr,  HcMane 

Mr,  Dimn 

Mr.  Clelwnd 
Mr.  H.  Samuel 
Mr,  Higham 
Sir  S,  Evans 
Mr,  Wedgwood 

Mr,  W.  E,  Harvey 

Mr,  Jowett 

Mr.  Gwynn 
Sir  H.  Cotton 
Mr,  Barnes 
Mr,  Dickinson 

Mr.  Birrell 

Mr.  AsguUh 

Mr,  Hicks  Beach 

Mr,  J,  Boberison 

Lord  R.  Cecil 

Captain  Craig 
Mr,  Lloyd-George 


Royal     Assent     14th 
(1001) 


Second   Beading  (adjoomed, 
3rd  April  (879) 

Bead  !•  2nd  April  (707) 

Bead  2'  let  April  (561) 

Bead  2^  3id  April  (861) 

Bead  2*  Ist  April  (557) 

Bead  P  30th  AjHil  (U17) 

Bead  P  28th  April  (1106) 

Bead  l^  SOth  April  (1418) 

Bead  2*  1st  April  (627) 
Bead  1«  Slst  Maich  (331) 
Bead  V  28th  April  (1106) 
Bead  1*  2nd  April  (707) 

Bead  1*  3l8t  Mardi  (331) 

SecondBeading28thApr.(1107] 

„  29th  „  {im 

30th   „  (1418 

4th  May  (1676 

Bead  2*  4th  May  (1797) 
Bead  1*  4th  May  (1674) 
Bead  1'  28th  April  (1106) 

•A      ■■.'• 

'    I  '    it    •     •• 

Second  Beading  def eattri.  3i 
April  (830)  : 

1'  2nd  April  (707) 


(B.) 

Houas  OF  Commons— 0em/fniM^. 

Title  of  Bill. 

Brought  in  by 

PrOfTMt. 

♦Prosecution    of    Oflfences 
(Amendment) 

Sir  }V.  Rohson 

Committee  Ist  April  (639) 

Public  Health  Acts  Amend- 
ment (Markets) 

Mr.  Rendall 

Bead  1'  28th  April  (1106) 

♦Public  Health  (Markets  in 
Rural  Districts) 

Mr.  J.  Burns 

Bead  1'  2nd  April  (707) 

Shops 

Sir  C.  DUke 

Bead  2*  1st  May  (1534) 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ire- 
land) 

Marquess  of  HamiUon 

Bead  2"  28th  April  (1224) 

Trade  Dispcites    . 

Mr.  Gleland 

Bead  f  2iid  April  (707) 

Vivisection  (Abolition) 

Mr.  Hodge 

Bead  1«  2nd  April  (707) 

Whaling  Stations 

Mr.  J.  C.  IFason 

Bead  1*  2dth  April  (1267) 

Workmen's  Eviction  {TpvAfi 
Disputes) 

Mr.  Walsh,. 

Bead  !•  4th  Maj  (1675) 

3  u  2 
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APPENDIX  n. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS,  SESSION  1908. 

List  of  Bules,  Orders,  &o.,  which  have  been  presented  during  the  Sasaion,  and  t 
required  by  Statute  to  lie  for  an  appointed  number  of  Days  upon  the  Table 
the  House. 

[In  CentinucUion  of  List  given  inpreviouB  Volume.^ 


Title  of  Paper. 


Date  from  whieh 
the  Period  nuiB. 


Period  to  lie  «p 
the  Table. 


Universities  (Scotland)  Act,  1889  (Ordinance), — Copy 
of  University  Court  Ordinance  No.  XXIV.  (Aberdeen, 
Mo»  2)  (Regulations  for  Degrees  in  Arts)  [52  and  53  Vic , 
c.  55,  s.  20] 

Universities  (Scotland)  Act,  1880  (Ordinance),~Copy 
of  University  Court  Ordinance  No.  XXV.  (Aberdeen, 
No.  3)  (Regulations  as  to  Bursaries,  &c.)  [52  and  53  Vic, 
c  55,  s.  20] 

Criminal  Appeal  Rules, — Copy  of  Additional  Criminal 
Appeal  Rule,  1908  [7  Edw.  VII..  c  23,  s.  18] 

Irish  Land  Commission  (Rules), — CJopy  of  Rules, 
dated  26th  March  1908,  supplemental  to  and  amending 
the  Rules  dated  the  16th  March  1897,  19th  March  1900. 
17th  May  1901,  14th  March  1902,  and  (Provisional 
Rules)  4th  December  1903  [3  Edw.  VII.,  c  37,  s.  92] 

Merchant  Shipmns  (Mercantile  Marine  Fund)  Act, 
1898,-— Copy  of  Drait  Order  in  Council  altering  the 
Exemptions  in  the  Second  Schedule  to  the  Act  by  add- 
in;;;  thereto  Sailing  Yachts  not  registered  in  the  British 
Islands  which  come  into  territorial  waters  adjacent  to 
the  United  Kingdom,  with  the  sole  object  of  taking 
part  in  Yacht  Racing  [61  and  62]  Vic,  c.  44,  s.  5  (3)  ] 

Education  (Scotland),— Cop^  of  Regulations  for  the 
INeliminary  Education,  Traming,  ana  Certification  of 
Teachers  for  various  Grades  of  Schools,  1908  [35  and  36 
Vic,  c  62,  8.  67] 

Sheriff  Ck)urts  (Scotland)  Act,  1907,— Cony  of  Act  of 
Sederunt  anent  Proceedure  in  Appeals,  unaer  Sections 
5  and  30  of  the  Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  Act,  1907  [7 
Eiw.  VII.,  c  51,  8.  40] 

Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  Act,  1907,— Copy  of  Act  of 
Sederunt  regulating  the  Fees  of  Agents  and  others  in 
the  Sheriflf  Court  [7  Edw.  VII.,  c  51,  s.  40] 

Sho^  Hours  Act,  1904, — Copy  of  Order  made  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  connmied 
iiy  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  fixins^  the  Hours 
for  Closing  certain  classes  of  Shi>ps  within  the  City  [4 
Edw.  VII.,  c  31,  8.  3  (3)  ] 

Shop  Hours  Act,  1904,— Copy  of  Order  made  by  the 
Council  of  the  County  Borough  of  Croydon,  and  con- 
firmed by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, fixing  the  Hours  of  Closing  for  certain  classes  of 
Shops  within  a  certain  part  of  the  Borough  [4  Edw. 
VIL,  c  31,  8.  3  (3)  ] 


2  April 

2  April 

2  April 
6  April 

14  AprU 


14  April 


28  April 


28  April 


28  April 


April  29 


12  weeks 

12  weeks 

90  flitting  dayf 
¥i  flittiiig  dayi 

30  days 


One  month 


36  days 


36  days 


40  days 


40  days 


INDEX 
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PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 

[AUTHORISED    EDITION]. 
FIFTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION     1908. 

MARCH  ZO—MAY  4. 


EXPLANATION    OF    AKRANGEMENT    AND    ABBREVIATIONS. 

Bills  :   Kead  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time  —  IR.,  2R.,  3r.     [c]  «  Commons.    [/.]  —  Lords. 

Amendt.   a  Amendment.      Og.  a  Observations.      Qt.  ==  Questions.      As.  -i  Answern. 

Com.  Hi  Committee.    Can.  wm  Consideration.    Rep,  =  Report. 
Where  in  the  Index  *  is  added  with  Reading  of  a  Bill,  or  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,  it 

indicates  that  no  Debate  took  place  on  that  stage  of  the  Bill,  or  on  that  Vote. 
Subjects  discossed  in  Committee  of  Supply  are  entered  under  their  headings,  and  also  under 

Members'  Names,  without  reference  to  the  actual  Vote  before  the  Committee. 


Abeoknta 

Treaty  with  Alake  in  1893,  etc. 
Q,     Mr.    J.    C.    Wason;       A.     Colonel 
Seely,  May  4,  1650. 

Aberdeen 

Trawl  Fishermen,  Facilities  for  examining. 
Q«.     Mr.  Pirie  ;  A$.     Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
if  or.  SO,  90. 

Aberdeen  University 

Bursaries  and  Degrees  in   Arts — Regula- 
tions Presented,  Apr,  2,  634, 635,  640, 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.  [Cork  County,  N.E.] 

Kinihan  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.   7, 
506. 

Leader  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  Alice  Nagle, 

Apr.  28,  1067. 
Roberts  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  C.  Gleasure, 

Mar  30,  68. 

Sherlock     Estate— Case     of     P.     Kidney, 
May  4,  1626. 

Abraham,  Mr.  W*  [Glamorgan,  Rhoudda] 
Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)   Bill — Govern- 
ment Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  14,  1020. 

Abytfinia 

Adis  Abeba,  Legation  at,  Expenditure  on. 
0$,    Mr.  H.  Beach,  Apr,  2,  758;     Mr. 
Harcourt,  761,  768;     Mr.  Ashley, 
767. 


Acorington 

Population  and  Licensing  Statistics. 
Q.     Captain    Faber ;       A,    Bir.    Glad- 
stone, Apr,  eS,  1091. 


Acetone 

Import  Statistics. 
Q.     Mr.    Bellairs 
May  4,  1634. 


A,    Mr.    Kearley, 


Aoland,  Mr.  P.  'D.—FinandcU  Scnretary  to 
the  War  Office  (Yorkshire,  Richmond) 

Estimates — Figures  given  in  Memorandum, 
Apr,  29,  1237. 

Gibraltar   Garrison — Report   on   Mobilisa-* 
tion,  Apr.  29,  1236. 

Horses,   Scheme   for    Breeding,   Apr,    29, 
1237. 

Territorial    Force — Gun    Shields,    Supply 
of,  Apr.  29,  1236. 

War  Office  Expenditure  on  Warlike  Stores, 
(1907-1908),  May  1,  1534. 

Admiralty— ^r*<  Xorrf— Rt.  Hon.  R. 
McKenna.  Financial  Secretary — Dr.  T. 
J.  Macnamara. 

Contracts — British  Materials,  Use  of. 
Qa,     Mr.  Mitchell-Thomsun ;     Ae,     AT  . 
E.  Robertson,  Apr,  2.  662. 

Granite — Source  of  Supply. 
Q.    Mr.  Healy ;   A.    Mr.  £.  RoberUon. 
Apr.  2.  663. 

leonL 


Adm— Anc] 


INDEX. 
Mar.  ZO—May  4. 
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Admiralty— <;on^ 

Official   Residences   for   First   Lord,    and 
First  Sea  Lord,  Progress  made  with. 
08,    Mr.  A.  Douglas,  ^pr.  2,  731. 
732 ;    Mr.  Harcourt,  736 

Scarves,  Contract  for. 
Qs.    Mr.  Fell;    As,   Blr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Mar,  30,  74. 

ASrstedBrinkB 

Mortality    among    Persons    employed    in 
Manufacturing. 
Qa,     Mr.     Bottomley;        As,    Mr. 
Bums,  Apr,  29,  1247. 

Women  employed  in  Manufacturing. 
Q,    Mr.  Qeorge  Faber;   A.    Mr.  Bums, 
Apr.  29,  1248. 

Anglo-Russian  Convention,  Views  of  Ameer 
^  on. 

Q.  Major  Anstruther-Oray ;  A, 
Mr.  Morley,  Apr,  14,  886. 
^^  Q.  Bir.  Smeaton;  A,  Mr.  Hob- 
house,  Apr,  29,  1237. 
Qs,  Bir.  Lynch,  Mr.  Smeaton,  Sir 
H.  Cotton ;  As.  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Apr,  28,  1082. 

Africa 

British  Consulates  in. 
Os,    Mr.  Fell,  Apr,  2,  769,  760. 

Africa,  East 

[See  also  Names  of  Places.] 
Delamere,  Lord  and  Mr.  Baillie,  Circum- 
stances of  Suspension  of. 
Qs,    Sir  G.   S.   Robertson,   Sir  G. 
Parker;      As,    Mr.    Churchill, 
Mar,  30,  86. 

Grievances   of   White  Settlers,   Proposals 
for  dealing  with. 
Qs,    Bir.     Lonsdale,    Bir.     Ashley ; 
As,    Colonel   Seely,    Apr,    30, 
1390. 

Native   Labour   Regulations,   Demonstra- 
tions against. 

Qs,     Mr.  Ashley;  As,    Bir.  Chur- 
chill, Mar,  30,  86. 

Agricnltnre  and  Fisheries,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Carrington. 
Annual  Report,  Presented,  M(ty,  4, 1618. 
Premises,  Inadequacy  of. 

Os.    Mr.  Lane-Fox.   Apr.   2,   737-739; 
Mr.  Harcourt,  739 ;    Mr.  H.  Beach, 
744 ;    Mr.  Fell,  766. 
Q,    Mr.  Lane-Fox;    A,    Bir.  Harcourt, 
Ap^.  1,  486. 

Agricnltnre  and  Technioal  Inttmotion 

Department,  lrfAzXL<dL—V%ee- President 
—Rt.  Hon.  T.  W.  Russell. 

Salaries,  Increase  in  Estimate  for. 

Q,     Mr.  Delany  ;  A.    Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Apr,  14,  984. 

Salary  of  Secretary. 
Q.  Mr.  Long ;  A.  Mr.  Russell,  Apr.  29, 
1266. 

6 


Ainsworth,  lb.  J.  8.  [Argyll] 

Small  Holdings,  Sootlaiui,  Legislatioii  for, 
proposed,  Apr.  2,  687. 

Aland  Islands 

Convention  of  1856,  Proposals  for  modi- 
fying. 

Q.  Mr.  Ashley, ;   ^.  Sir  E.  Grey,  iljr. 
2H,  1089. 

Effect  of  new  Baltic  agreement. 
Q,  Bir.  Lonsdale;  A»  Sir  £.  Grey,  Ajk, 
30,  1395. 

Aloohol 

Deaths  in  Ireland  from,  see  Deaths. 

Revenue  derived  from  (188&-1907). 
Qs,  M.  H.  P.  Pease;    As.  Mr.   Lloyd. 

George,  Apr,  28,  1061. 
Q,  Mr.  H.  P.  Pease ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith,i]ir. 
.   28,  1105. 

Alden,  lb.  ?•  [Middlesex,  Tottenham] 

Customs  and  Excise,  Port  derkahipi, 
Information  as  to.  Mar.  Sl^  296. 

Notification  of  Births  Bill,  Adoption  of, 
Mar,  30,  92. 

Probation  of  Offenders  Act,  Fines  and  B^ 
stitution  of  Stolen  Honey,  Paymmt  of, 
Mar,  30,  88. 

Aliens 

Naturalisation  Fees  for. 
Q,  Bir.  Byles ;  A.  Mr.  Gladstone,  Apt.  i 
643. 

Aliens  Aot 

New  Regulations,  Issue  of, 
Qs,  Mr.  FeU ;  As.  Mr.  Gladstone.  Jfoy  4f 
1658. 

President  of  Board  of  IVade,   StatemcBti 
made  by. 
Qs,  Mr.  Hay,  Mr.  L.  Harris;  As.  Hl 

H.  Samuel,  Apr.  SO,  1408. 
Qs,  Mr.  C.  Hay,  Earl   ^^ntartos: 
Asr,  Mr.  Gladstone,  ifoy  4, 16S7. 

Allendale,  Lord 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1,  45^ 
468. 

Ambrose,  Dr.  B.  [Mayo,  W.] 

Congestion  Commission,  Cost,  of.  Mar.  3§, 
68. 

Poor  Law,  Expenditure  on  Belief  (1905-«)» 
Mar,  30,  09. 

AnsBsihetios 

Deaths  from,  in  1907. 
Q,  Mr.  ^ramodon;    A*  Mr.  Glsdstont, 
Mar,  30,  67. 

Anoient  Monnments 

Expenditure  on  Maintenanoe  of. 
Os.  Mr.  Morton,  Apr.  2,  746,  706;  Me. 
Harcourt,  740,  763;  Mr.  T.  L 
Corbett,  762,  766;  Mr.  Ltfw-f^ 
762 ;  Sir  V.  Banlniiy,  7IB;  708»  755; 
Mr.  MitcheU-Thonison;  9M, 
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Annalee 

Case  of  W.  Walker. 

Q,  Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  ^Apr, 
6,  910. 

Anfltniiher-Oray»    Major   [St.    Andrews 

Burghs] 

Afghanistan — Anglo-Russian     Convention, 
Views  of  Ameer  on,  Apr.  14,  985. 

Army 

Cavalry — Scottish  Barraoks,  Selection 

of  Sites  for,  Afar,  31,  305. 
Horses— Supply  Proposals, if ar.  30,  S2, 

Motor  Transport,  Advantages  of.  Mar, 
30,62. 

Territorial  Force 

Field  Artillery 

Ex-soldiers,    Enlistment    of, 
,  May  4,  1644. 

Training  Proposals,   May  4, 
1645. 

Fifteen-pounder  Gun,  Supply  of, 
Apr.  6,  026. 
Coastguard  Service,  Changes  on  Fife  Coast, 

Mar,  31, 302. 
Duke  of  York's  School—Chelsea  Site,  Dis- 
posal of,  Apr.  2,  740,  743. 

Hayti,  Situation  in,  Apr,  30, 1391 
Local  Qovemment,  Legislative  Proposals, 
Mar,  31,  322,  323. 

Militia 

Artillery  Staff,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr,  2, 
664. 

Fife   Artillray — ^Training   under   New 
Scheme,  Mar,  30,  83. 

Navy — Replacement  of  Lost  Vessels,  May 

4, 1639. 
Post  Office  Classification,  Method  of  Deter- 
,  mining,  Apr.  28,  1098. 

Tristan    da   Cunha — Despatch  of  .Mails, 

Apr,  2,  669. 
Whaling  Lidustry,  Petitions,  etc.,  against, 
^pr.  7,503. 

Anthrax 

Compulsory  Notification  of,  proposed. 
Q.  Mr.  L.  Hardy ;    A,  Mr.  Burns,  Mar. 

30,m. 

Qs.  Mr.  Ashley;    As.  Mr.  Bums,  Apr. 
i,499. 

Quigley,  M.,  Circumstances  of  Death  of. 
Qs.  Mr.     Jowett,     Mr.     Kilbride;     As. 
Mr.  Gladstone,  ifar.  31,  315. 

Argentine  ITorth  Eastern  Bail  way  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  Apr.  1,  445. 

c.  iB.*  Apr.  14,  968. 

2b.*  May  4,  1613. 

Arklow  Harbonr 

Accounts  and  Report  Presented,  Apr.  28, 
1048. 


Army 


Secretary    of    5te<e— Rt.    Hon.    H.    B. 

Haldane. 
ParliamerUary  Secretary — Lord  Lucas. 
Financial  Secretary— Mr.  •¥,  D.  Acland. 

Annual  Report  Presented,  May  31, 246, 295. 

Camps — Period  for  placing  Troops  under 
Canvas. 
Q.  Mr. H.  Beach;    A,  Mr. Haldane, 
May  4,  1645. 

Cavalry — Scottish  Barracks,   Selection   of 
Sites  for. 

Qs.  Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson,  Mr. 
Pirie,  Major  Anstruther-Gray ; 
As.  Mr.  Haldane,  Mar.  31,  304. 

CoUumb,  Private,  Case  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Farrell;    A.  Mr.  Haldane^  Apr, 
i.  486. 

Dillon,  Second-Corporal  C.  H.,  Funeral  of. 
Q,  Mr.  A.  Lee;    A,  Mr.  Haldane,  if  ay 
4,  1632. 

Disbandment  of  certain  Reginients — Pay* 
ment  of  Cost  of  Transfer  of  Officers. 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Long  ;    A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Mar.  31,  305. 

Establishment 

Figures     givien     in     Estimates     and 
Return. 

Qs.     Mr.     Ashley;      As.     Mr. 
Haldane,  May  4,  1643. 

Proposals  for  Raising. 
Q.  Mr.   Ashley;    A,  Mr.    Haldane, 
Apr.  6,  922. 
Expenditure   under   Military    Works    Act 
(1897-1903) — Approximate     Estimate 
Presented,  ^pr.  6,882,889. 

Qallagher,  D.,  Case  of. 

Q.  Mr.  MacNeill ;    A.  Mr.  Haldane,  Apr. ' 
2,  666. 

Horses 

Scheme  for  Breeding. 
Qs,  Mr,   Newnes,   Earl  Winterton; 
As,  Mr.  Acland,  Apr,  29,  1236. 

Supply  Proposals. 

Q.  Major  Anstruther-Gray ;  A, 
Mr.  Haldane,  Mar.  30,  82. 

Killeen,  John,  Case  of.. 

Q.  Mr.  Joyce  ;    A.  Mr.  Haldane,  Apr.  2, 
661.     • 

Maps,  Expenditure  on.^ 

Q.  Mr.  Bellairs;    A.  Mr.  Haldane,  i4pr. 
20,  1051. 
Militia,    Volunteers,   Yeomanry,   see   those 

titles. 
Motor  Transport,  Advantages  of. 

Q.  Major    Anstruther-Gray ;    A.       Mr. 
Haldane,  Mar.  30,  82. 

Officers*    Education — Improvement    since 
1904. 

Q.  Mr.  Bellairs;  A,  Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  28, 1052. 
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Army— con/. 

Oxford  Depot,  Store  of  Clothing  kept  at. 
Q.  Mr.    Bridgeman;    A.  Mr.    Haldane, 
Mar.  31,  303. 
Pimlioo  Clothing  Factory — Boots  in  Store. 
e.  Mr.  T.   F.   Richards;    A.  Mr.   Hal- 
dane,  Apr.  6,  923. 
Prisons— Report  (1907)  Presented,  Apr.  30, 

1377. 
Ravenhill,  George,  Case  of. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  B.  Harmsworth;  ■  A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  30,  1380. 

Royal  Irish  Rifles— Place  of  Training. 

Q8.  Captain  Craig,  Mr.  T.   L.   Corbett ; 
As.    Mr.  Haldane,  Apr.  1,  491. 
St.  George's  Barracks,  Disposal  of. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2,  732. 

Scottish  Horse,  Recruiting  for. 

Qs.  Mr.  Bowerman,  Mr.  Mitchell- 
Thomson  ;  As.  Mr.  Haldane,  Apr. 
6,  919. 

Soft-Metal  Caps  for  Projectiles,  Inventor  of. 
Q.  Mr.  H.  P.  Pease;    A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  6,  918. 

Special  Reserve,  Recruiting  Statistics. 
Q.   Captain   Craig ;     A.    Mr.    Haldane, 
Apr.  1,  490. 

Territorial    Force    {see   also    titles   Militia 
Volunteers,  Yeomanry) 

.   f  Adjutants  -of   Disbanded    Regiments, 

Position  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Lambton ;  A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Mar.  30,  02. 

\  .  Artillery 

'^  Estimated  cost  ot. 

Os.  Earl  of  Erroll,  Apr.  1,  470  ; 
Earl  of  Portsmouth,  471, 
472;  Earl  of  Dcnough- 
more,  471. 

1   :  Field  Artillery 

i     *  ■  Adjutants,  Pay  of. 

Q.  Mr.    Ashley;       A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  May  4,  1647. 

Brigades,  Enlistment  of  Ex- 
soldiers  in. 

Qs.  Major  Anstruther- 
Gray,  Mr.  A.  Lee  ; 
As.  Mr.  Halaane, 
3/ay^,  1644. 

Training  Proposals. 

Q.  Major  Anstnithor-Gray; 
A.  Ml'.  Haldane,  May 
4, 1645. 
Pay  of. 
Q.    Captain    Faber ;    A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  30,  1379. 
l-r  Training  with  Converted  Guns. 

Q.     Mr.    Ashley,    Mr.    Carlile ; 
As.      Mr.     Haldane,     Mr. 
S[>eaker,  May  4,  1646. 
Value  of  as  a  Fighting  Force. 
Os.    Earl  of  Erroll,  A  pr.  1,  470. 
Bands,  Provision  of. 

Qs.    Mr.  Ashley  ;  As.    Mr.  Haldane, 
May  4,   1G47.  i 
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Territorial  Force — eant. 

Colours,  Decision  as  to  granting. 
Q.  Mr.  Bennett ;  A,  Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  30,   1380. 

Q.   Mr.  Ashley ;    A.    Mi.   Haldtne. 

May  4,  1647. 
Cost,  Estimate  of. 
Qs.  Mr.  Ashley ;  As.  Mr.  Haldane, 

Mar.  30,  76. 

County  Associations 

Secretaryships 

Position  of  Officers  of  Regular 
Army  accepting. 
Os.  Lora  Haversham, 
Mar.31,2»9,m; 
Earl  of  Ports- 
mouth,  289,  290. 
291  ;  Marquess  d 
Lansdowne,  290; 
Marquess  of  Bath, 
290;  Lord  Saye 
and  Sele,  291. 

Remuneration,  Scale  of. 
Os.      Marquess    of    Lans- 
downe, Mar.  31,  290; 
Earl    of    Portsmouth, 
290. 

Description  Registers,  Keeping  of. 
Q.  Sir  W.  Bull ;   A.    Mr.    Haldane, 
Apr.  6,  919. 

EMtablishment  Grant,    Basis  of  Pay- 
ment. 
Os.   Earl  of  Portsmouth,  Nor. 
3,  253  ;  Earl  of  Dartmouth, 
253. 
Expenditure  per  Man,  Estimate  oi 
Q.    Colonel  R.   Williams;    A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  28,  1052. 
Guns 

Converted  Guns  issued  ta 
Q.   Mr.   Ashley;   A.   Mr.  Hal- 
dane.  May  4.   1646. 
Fifteen-pounder  Gun,  Supply  d* 
Qs.    Major    Anstruther-Gray ; 
As,   Mr.  Haldane,  Apr.  6f 
926. 
Shields,  Information  as  ta 
Qs.  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Courthope ; 
As.      Mr.      Acland,     Mr. 
Speaker,  Apr.  29,  1236. 
Handbook,  Supply  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Lee ;    ^.     Mr.     Haldane, 
May  4, 1647. 
Horses,  Provision  of  on  MobilisatioiL 
Os.      Earl  of  Dartmoutli,  Mar.  31, 
248,  250 ;  Earl  of  P(»rtsnioath, 
252,   255;   Lord   Lovat,   254; 
Earl  Carrington,  265. 
Ireland,  E£Feot  of  Scheme  upon. 
Qs.     Captain     Cnig;     As.     Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  2,  666w 
Medal,  Conditions  of  awarding. 
Qs.    Mr.  J.  W.  H.  ThompMMis  A. 

Mr.  Haldane,  Mar.  30,  Tfli 
Q.    Lord  Baloarrea ;   A.   Mr.   Hal- 
dane, Mar.  30,  8a. 
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Territorial  Force— con/. 

Oath  on  joining.  Terms  of. 

Qs,    Mr.  Ashley  ;  As.    Mr.  Haldane, 
May  4,  1642. 
Retirement  of  Officers  —  Privileges 
acoorded. 

Q.     Mr.     Lament ;     A.     Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr,  2,  660. 
Orders  in  Council  (19th  March)  Pre- 
sented, Mar,  31,  246,  295. 
Pocket-Book,  Proposals  as  to. 
Qa.    Colonel    Lookwood ;    As.    Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  6,  920. 
Ranges 

Provision  of. 

Qs.   Mr.  Ashley,    Mr.    Arnold- 
Forster;  As.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  6,  921. 
Qs.    Mr.  Ashley;  As.    Mr.  Hal- 
dane, May  4,  1643. 
Transfer    or    Abandonment    of, 
Ref^ulations  as  to. 
Os,    Earl    of    Dartmouth, 
Mar.     31,    248,    250; 
Earl    of    Portsmouth, 
252. 
Recruiting,  Assistance  to  be  given  by 
Military  Authorities. 

Os.     Earl  of  Dartmouth,  Mar. 

31,    248;    Earl   of   Ports- 

mouth,  252. 

Regiments  whose  Recruiting  Areas  lie 

in  more  than  one  County,  Position 

of. 

Os.     Lord  Harris.  Apr.  i,  468- 
470;  Earl  of  Portsmouth, 
469.  470. 
Heparation  Allowances  Extension  of. 
Q.   Mr.  Ashley ;   ^.    Mr.    Hal- 

dane.   Mar.   30,   77. 
Qs.     Mr.     GrettonJ    As.     Mr. 
Haldane,  May  4,  1648. 
Sheffield  Volunteer  Artillery,  Proposal 
as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  S.    Wortley;    A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  6,  904. 
Special  Reserve,  see  that  title. 
Supplemental  List,  Provision  for. 
Os.    Earl  of  Dartmouth,  Mar.  31, 
248,  249 ;  Earl  of  Portsmouth, 
252. 
Training  Period. 
Qs.    Mr.  Arnold -Forster,    Viscount 
Helmsley,    Colonel    Lockwood, 
Mr.  Ashley  ;  As.     Mr.  Haldane, 
Mar.  30,  78. 
Trophy   Tax,    Application    of,    under 
New  Scheme. 

Q.    Mr.     Bottomley;    A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  30,  1387. 
**  Unit,"  Definition  of. 

Os.    Earl  of  Dartmouth,  Mar.  31, 
248,  250  ;  Earl  of  Portsmouth, 
252  ;  Lord  Lovat,  254. 
Tidworth  Barracks,  Cases  of  Scarlet  Fever 
in. 
Q.  Captain  Faber  ;  ^.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  30,  1379. 
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Tiemey,  M.,  Case  of. 
Q.   Mr.  DufiFy  ;   A.   Mr.  Haiaane,   Apr. 
6,  905. 
Transport  by  Sea,  see  under  Defence  of 

the  Empire. 
War  Office,  see  thai  title. 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  see  thai  title. 

Army  (Annnal)  Bill 

I.  2b.,  Mar.  31,  247. 

Com.  and  Rep.,*  Apr.  h  466.        .     . 

3b.,*  Apr.  6,  885^ 

Royal  Assent,  Apr,  14,  961. 

Army  Council  Bill 

c.  IB.,*  Apr.  28,  1106. 

Proposals  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  Ashley;    A.  Mr.  Haldane,  Mar, 
30,  83. 

Army  Estimates 

Application  of  Surpluses  to  meet  Excesses 
— Minute  Presented,   Mar.  30,  55. 

Memorandum,  Figures  given  in. 
Qs.  Mr.  Cox ;   As.  Mr.  Acland,  Apr.  29, 
1237. 

AmoldForster,  Bt. Hon. H. 0.  [Croydon] 

Army 

Territorial  Force 

Ranges.    Provision    of,    Apr.    6, 
922. 

Training  Period,  Mar.  30,  78. 

Art  Galleries 

Sunday    Opening,     Reason    for    Closing 

during  Months  of  November  to  March. 

Os.  Lord   Newton,    Mar.   31,   256- 

258,  262 ;    Earl  of  Carlisle,  258, 

259 ;    Lord  Denman,  259,  262  ; 

Marquess  of  Lansdowne,   260. 

Ashbourne,  Lord 

County  Courts  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  2,  637. 

Ashley,  lb.  W.  W.  [Lancashire,  Blackpool] 
Adis  Abeba,  Legislation  at,  Expenditure 
on,  Apr.  2,  767,  768. 

Africa,  East 

Grievances  of  White  Settlers,  Pro- 
posals for  dealing  with,  Apr.  30, 
1391. 

Native  Labour  Regulations,  Demon- 
strations against.  Mar.  30,  86.  ^ 

Aland  Islands,  Convention  of  1856,  Pro- 
posals for  modifying,  Apr.  28,  1089. 

Anthrax,    {Compulsory    Notification     of, 
Apr.  1,  499. 

Army 

Establishment 

Figures  given  in  Estimates  and 
Return,  May  4,  1643,  1644. 

Proposals   for   Raianig,   Apr.   6, 
922. 
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Ashley,  Hr.  W.  W—eont 
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Territorial   Force 

^.  Artillery 

Field     Adjutants,     Pay     of, 
May  4,   1647. 

Training      with       Converted 
Gune,  May  4,  1646. 

Bands,  Provision  of.  May  4, 1647. 

Colours,    Provision    of.    May    4, 

1647. 
Cost,  Estimate  of,  Mar,  30,  76. 
Guns 

Converted    Guns   issued    to, 
May  4,  1646. 

Shields,  Supply  of,  Apr,  29, 
1236. 

Oath,  Terms  of.  May  4,  1642. 

Ranges,    Provision    of,    Apr.    6, 
921 ;     May  4,  1643. 

Separation  Allowance  for  Lance- 
Corporals,  Mar,  30,  77. 

Training  Period,  Mar,  30,  79. 

Army  Council  (Powers)  Bill,  Proposals  as 
to.  Mar,  30,  83. 

Blackpool  Post  Office,  Expenditiire  on, 
Apr,  2,  718,  723. 

Cordite,  Amount  containing  Mercuric 
Chloride  on  Board  Ships  and  Ashore, 
Apr.  30,  1383. 

Gibraltar  Garrison — Report  on  Mobilisa-' 
tion.  Apr,  29,  1236,  1236. 

Hamble  River — Mooring  of  Torpedo  Craft, 
Proposals  for,  Apr.  28,  1075,  1076. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  30,  1508,  1512. 

Clause  20,  Opportunity  for  discussing, 
Apr.  28,  1104. 

Clauses  6  and  7 — Selection  of  Licences 
for  Extinction,  Apr.  1,  619. 

New  Forest — Military  ManG9uvres,Proposals 
for  holding,  Apr.  1,  489,  490 ;  Apr.  6, 
924,  925  ;  Apr.  30, 1378. 

Paris,  Cost  of  Embassy  at,  ^pr.  2,  796. 

I        Port  Said  Consulate,  Exi)enditure  on,  Apr.  2, 
796. 

Russia — Case  of  Mr.  E.  Howarth,  Apr.  30, 
1393,  1394. 

Sleeping-out,  Police  Instructions  for  dealing 
with  Offenders,  Apr.  30,  1399. 

Trawling — Regulation  of  Operations  outside 
Territorial  Waters,  Proposals  for.  Mar. 
31,  323. 

Treaty  of  Paris,  1856— Modification,  Pro- 
posals for.  Mar.  31,  313. 

Volunteer  Garrison  Artillery  Guns,  Recall 
of.  May  4,  1646. 

Volunteers  and  Militia,  Enlistments  and 
Discharges  in  1907-8,  Jfa^^,  1642. 
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Aflhton,  lb.  T.  0.  [Beds,  Luton] 

National    Debt — ^Informatibn    as   to 
funded  Debt,  May  4,  1637. 

Ashton-nnder-Lyne 

Licensed  Houses  closed  (1905-7). 
Q,    Mr.    Scott;        A.     Mr.    Gladst< 
Mar.  30, 64. 

Asquitli,  Bt  Hon.  H.  H.— ^«>^  Lord  of 

Treasury  [Fife,  E.] 

Alcohol,  Revenue  derived  from  (1888-1! 
Apr.  28, 1105. 

Brewery  Stock  Operations — ^Protectioi 
Investors,  Mar.  31,  298. 

Budget,  Date  of  introducing.  Mar.  31, 1 
Apr.  3, 656  ;  Apr.  29, 1267. 

Business  of  the  House 

Course  of,  Apr.  2,  705  ;  Apr.  30,  U 

Wednesdays  on  which  there  are 
Notices  of  Motion,  Proposals  a 
Apr,  1,  618,  519. 

Coal   Mines   (Eight    Hours)    Bill— Sec 
Reading,  Date  of  taking,  Apr.  28,1 

Death    of    Sir   H.    Campbell-Bannern 
^pf.  27, 1033-1036. 

Dog-Tax — ^Dealers,  System  of  taxing,  .- 
27,  1029. 

Easter    Recess,    Adjournment  *Ptopofl 
Mar,  30,  110. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wai 

Bill— Second  Beading,  Date  of  t 

ing,  Mar.  31,  830 ;  Apr.  2,  701. 

Statements  made  by  Presidentcf  Bo 

of  Trade,  Apr.  30,  1413, 1414 

Finance  Act,  1907,  Section  10 — Extens 
to  Share  Oapital,  proposed,  ifor. 
299. 

Food,    Reduction   of  Import   Duties 
proposed,  Apr.  2, 700. 

Friendly  Societies 

Borrowers*  Interest,  Payment  of 

come-Tax  on.  Mm.  30, 112. 
Income-Tax  Liability*  Apr.  27, 1030 
Government    Departments — Salaries  c 
Presidents,  MiSif  4, 1667- 

Home  Rule 

Government  Poliey  as  stated  by 
President  of  ib»  Bosrd  of  Tra 
Apr,  30,  1415,  1416. ;  M99 
1667,  1668. 

Protests  against  British  Administ 
tion,  etc.  Mar.  30, 222-228. 

House  of  Commons — ^Intoxieatiiag' liqix 
Penalties  for  Sale  of,  Apr.  B,  699. 

Housing  and  Town  Planning  Bill 
Discussion  of.  Afar.  30^  112. 
Explanatory   Memorandmi,   dm 
tiotk  of,  prdposBJU^ff.  it  SSh 

Inland  Bevemm-iOais 'OC' F»  Waan^ 
Apr.  2,  699. 


Vd;  isi.]  SESSION  1908. 

3far.  30— May  4. 
Asqnitli,  Et*  Hon.  H.  K,-^ont 

Irish   Univei'sities    Bill,    Proposals   as   to 
May  4,  1669. 

Land  Purchase  Finance 

Evidence  taken  by  Committee,  Tabling 
of,  Apr.  28,  1064. 

T&j,  on  Incomes  derived^  from  Un- 
tenanted Land  refused  for  Sale, 
proposed,  Apr,  1,  519. 


[kni—kiaii 


Law  Courts,  Accommodation,  Proposals 
for  Increasing,  Apr,  2,  698. 

Licensing   Bill,   2b.,  Apr,  28,   1107-1117, 
1129;    May  4,  1778-1786. 

Clause  3,  Sub-section  2,  Application 

of,  May  4,  1670. 
Clause  20,  Opportunity  for  Discussing, 

Apr.  28,  1104. 

Clauses  6  and  7 — Selection  of  Licences 
for  Extinction,  Apr,  1,  520. 

Clauses  36-42,  Interpretation  of,  Apr, 

1,  518. 

Monopoly  Value,  Provisions  as-  to, 
Apr,  28,  1103,  1104. 

On-licences  for  which  full  Monopoly 
Value  has  been  Paid,  Provisions 
as  to,  Mar,  30,  110,  111. 

Referring  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  May  4,  1669. 

Temperance  Clubs,  Exclusion  of,  pro- 
posed, Apr,  1,  518. 

Time- Limit 

Application  of,  in  certain  Cases, 
May  4,  1669. 

Basis  of  CalcuUting,  Apr,  2,  656. 

Liquor  Traffic 

Act  of  1904,  Working  of,  Apr,  28, 
1105. 

Qovemment-owned  Property,  Sale  of, 
Apr,  28,  1102. 

Grant  of  New  Licences,  Sums  payable 
for,  Apr,  28,  1103. 

Proportion   of   Hotel,   etc..   Sales   to 
,  Total    Amount    Consumed,   Apr. 

2,  665. 

**  Queen "  and  "  Sawyers  Arms " 
(Codicote),  Assessment  of,  Apr» 
6,  891. 

Ministers  attaining  Cabinet  Rank,  Aboli- 
tion of  Re-election  for,  proposed,  Apr. 

29,  1233. 

OrdecB  in  Council — Rule  as  to  Publication, 
Apr,  29,  1266. 

Parliament,  Adjournment  of,  on  Resigna- 
tion of  Prime  Minister,  Apr.  6,  959. 

Parliamentary  Relations  between  Lords 
and  Commons,  Legislative  Proposals 
for  dealing  with,  Apr,  28,  1104. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Mar, 

30,  110. 

Pt-ime  Miniater,  Resignation  of,  Apr,  6, 
958. 

n 


As^uith,  Bt.  Hon.  H.  K.—€ont 

Railways — Free  Passes,  Imposition  of 
Stamp  Duty  6n,  proposed,  Apr.  1, 
479. 

Revenue     and     Expenditure — Suggestioils 

for  Revising  Expenditure,  etc..  May 

4,  1667. 
Roads,    Exchequer   Contribution   towards 

Upkeep,  proposed,  Apr.  1,  485. 
Sugar  Duty,  Abolition  of,  proposed,  Apr. 

27,  1029. 
Taxation 

Collection,    Powers    of    and    Control 
over  Collectors,  Apr.  6,  890. 

Status  of  Surveyors'  Clerks,  Apr,  2, 
700. 
Tea — Low-class  China  Tea,  Restricticai  of 

Importation  of,  proposed.  Mar,     30, 

66. 
Tobacco  Samples,  Conditions  of  Admitting, 

Apr.  1,  520. 
Traction  Engines,  Tax  on,  proposed,  Apr, 

27,  1030. 
Trade  Combinations,  Restriotion  of,  pro- 
posed, Apr.  29,  1267. 
Unemployment,  Opportunity  for   Discus- 

sion  of  matter.  Mar,  30, 109,  110. 

Atherley-Jones,  Mr.  L.  [Durham,  N.  w.] 

Home  Rule,  proposed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  etc.,  Mar,  30, 
194-198. 

Atherton  Station 

Railway  Accident,  Cause  of. 
Qs,  Mr.  Lonsdale,  Mr.  Wardle ;   As,  Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  Apr.  6, 942. 

Attorney-General— fl^ir  w,  8,  Robson. 
AttomeyOeneral  for  Ireland— i?<.  Hon.  R, 

R.  Cherry. 

Attymass 

Constables,  Allegations  against. 

Q.  Mr.  Sheehy ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Apr,  28, 
1064. 

Audemshaw  Urban  Distriot  Council  Bill 

/.  3b.*  Mar,  31,  245. 
c.  iR.*  ^pr.i,  473. 
2r.*  Apr.  27,  1021. 

Australia 

Compulsory  Military  Training,  Now  Scheme 
for. 

Q,  Mr.  Lonsdale  ;   A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Mar.  30,  79. 

Preferential  Tariff  on  British  Goods. 
Q.  Mr.  Lonsdale ;   A.  Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
Apr.  6,  942. 

Austria-Hungary 

Csemova  and  Slovak  Disturbances,  Report 
on. 
Qs.  Mr.  Wedgwood  ;  As.  Sir  £.  Grey. 
Apr.  2,  670. 


Bad-Ban] 


INDEX. 
Mar.  30— May  4. 


(YoLlST. 


Dog-poiaoning  Cases,  Information  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Morton ;  A.  Mr.  Sinclair,  Mar. 

Balearres,  Lord  [Lancashire,  Chorley] 
Army 

Cordite  containing  Mercnric  Chloride, 
Xew  Test  for  and  Amount  Re- 
jected, Mar,  30,  80 ;  Apr,  6.  925. 
926. 

Territorial  Force — ^Meda],  Conditions 
of  Awarding,  Mar.  30.  83. 

Colonial  Office  Documents,  Additional 
Rule  for  Disposal  of,  Apr.  6,  931. 

Duke  of  York's  School,  Chelsea  Site,  Dis- 
posal of,  Apr.  2,  750. 

National  Gallery  Extension,  proposals  as  to. 
^pr.  2,760,751 

Prosecution  of  Oflfences  (Amendment)  Bill 
— Expenses  Resolution,  Apr.  i,  529. 

Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  :?,  724- 
727. 

Balfour,  Et,  Hon.  A.  J.  [City  of  London] 
Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Apr.  2. 
706. 

Fiscal  Policy — ^lanufactured  Imports,  Ob- 
jections to  Duties  on,Mar.  3L  425-438. 

Home  Rule,  proiwsed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  eti*..  Mar.  30, 
210-222. 

Irish  UniverKilicsBill,  Iniro.,  Mar.  31,  344. 
354-300. 

Parliament,  Adjournment  of,  on  Resigna- 
tion of  Prime  Minister,  Apr.  6,  969. 

Prime  Minister,  Resignation  of,  Aj»r.  6, 
959. 

Taxation,  Widening  Basis  of,  Necessity  for. 
Mar.  31,  435-438. 

Baliaghadalla 

Cattle-drive  on  20th  inst. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Mar.  30, 
103. 

BallinbuU 

Cattle-drivo.  20th  inst. 
Q.  Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  A.  Mr.  Birroll,  Mar.  30, 
103. 

Ballintnbber 

United    Irish    I^'ugnc    Resohifion   against 
Migrant  H. 
Q.  Captain  Craig;    A.  Mr.   Birrell, 
A  fir.  /,  504. 


Ballot  Act  (1872)  Amendment  (No. 
Bill 

r.  2r., /l/w.  ;;.  H79. 


2) 


Ballycastle  Pier 

DiMMsion  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  FeihorNt^mhiiugh  ; 
RuNMoll.  Ajtr.l!,im). 
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Ballydongh 

Purchase  of  UntenmUrf  '. 
Q.  Mr.  O'Shanghnewy ;   A.  Mr.  KncO, 
Apr.  2,  668. 

Ballymore 

Case  of  S.  Rainey. 
Qa.  m,  Lonsdale ;  As.  Mr.  T.  W.  BiiMdl, 
Apr.  29,  1264. 

"Baltio  Exchange** 

Complaints  by  Crew. 
Q.  Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson;    A.  Mr.  Uoyrl. 
George,  Mar.  30,  64. 

Banbury,  Sir  F.  [City  of  Londrai] 

Ancient  Monuments,  BSzpenditnre  on  Msin- 
tenance  of,  Apr,  2,  752,  753,  755. 

Blackpool  Post  Ofllce,  Expenditnze  on, 
Apr.  2,  715. 

Civil  Service  Estimates — Printing  of.  Com- 
plaints as  to,  Apr.  2,  794. 

Coroner's  Inquests  Bill,  2B.,  Apr.  3,  8M- 

868. 

Exploiives  Act  Amendment  ProposaU^ 
Apr,  23,  1054. 

Japan — Consulate  at  Nagasaki,  Re-boild- 
ing  of,  Apr,  2,  794. 

Law  Courts,  New,  Ezpenditnre  on  and 
situation  of,  Apr,  2»  753. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross,  Bate  of  openbg, 
Apr.  2,  752. 

Martini,  Madame,  House  ol»  Eatimstf 
for  enlargement  and  adaptation  o^ 
Apr,  2,  703. 

Milk  Supply,  Report  on  Metropolitan  ai«s, 
Apr,  1,  499. 

Patent  Office  Extension,  Expenditnre  on, 
Apr,  2,  753. 

Port  Said  Consulate,  Expenditure  on, 
Apr,  2,  794,  796. 

Post  Office. 

Coal,  Estimate  for,  Apr.  2,  729,  730. 

Electricity  Sup^y  System— Cost  of 
Blaoldriars  Power  Station*  etc, 
Apr,  2,  713,  714. 

General   Post   Office  New  Buildingi, 
Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2,  713. 
Prosecution  of  Ofiences  (Amendment)  Bill 
Com.,  Apr.  1,  541-543,  645,  547, 
561. 

Expenses  Resolution,  Apr.  1,  523- 
528. 

Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  2,  713- 
716,  729. 

ShopH  Bill,  2b.,  May  1,  1540,  1562-1572i 
1599. 

South  Kensington  Post  OlBoe,  New  Build 
ings.  Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2%  7Uk 


VoL  187-] 


Bankruptcy  Aets 

Commeroukl  Travellers,   Position  of. 
Q,    Mr.  Res;     A,    Bir.  Lloyd-George, 
Apr,  1,  484. 

Prooeedings  under — Account  Presented, 
Apr,  28,  1048. 

Bankrnptoy  (Scotland)  Bill 

c  iR*.,  Apr.  2,  707. 

Barbados 

Ck>nyention  between  Qreat  Britain  and 
France  Presented,  Mar.  31,  246,  295. 

Barnard,  Kr.  K  B.  [Kidderminster] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  28,  1163-1106. 
Time  limit,  basis  of  calculating,  Apr. 

2,  656. 
"Queen"     and     "Sawyers     Arms," 
Public  House  (Godicote)  Assess- 
ment of,  Apr.  6,  891. 

BamCf ,  Kr.  0.  If.  [Glass^w,  Blackf riars] 
Home   Rule,  proposed — Protests  against 

British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30 

187-194. 
Nayy — Promotions  since   1906,  Mar.   31, 

302. 

Barra,  Island  of 

Exodus  of  Crofters  to  Vatersay,  «ee  Vatersay 

BarriCt  Mr.  H.  T.  [I^ndonderry,  N.] 

Dairies,  Cowsheds  and  Milkshops  (Ireland) 

Order — Grant    for    giving    effect    to, 

proposed,  Apr.  28,  1063. 
Homs    Rule,    proposed — Protests    againt 

British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30, 

200-205. 

Limavady  Postal  Facilities,  May  4,  1634. 

Margarine,  Sale  as  butter,  safeguards 
against.  Mar.  30,  95. 

Poor  Law  (Lreiand)  Bill,  2^,  Apr.  3,851-856. 

Bath,  Marquess  of 

Territorial  Force  Secretaryships,  Position 
of  Army  Officers  accepting.  Mar.  31, 
290. 

Battle 

Workhouse — Circumstances  of  caning  boy. 
Q.     Mr.  Cljmes;    A.     Mr.  Bums,  Mar. 
31,  319. 

Beach,  Mr.  M-  H.  [Gloucester,  Tewkesbury] 
Adis  Abeba — Legation  at,  Expenditure  on, 
Apr.  2,  758. 

Agriculture    Board    Premises    Inadequacy 

of.  Apr.  2,  744. 
Army  Camps — Period  for   placing  Troops 

imder  Canvas,  May  4,  1645. 
Borden  Camp  Post  Office,  Expenditure  on, 

Apr.  2,  728. 

China — Peitaho,  Erection  of  Bungalows 
at,  Apr.  2,  758. 
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Beach,  Mr.  M.  K.--eoiU. 
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Coal  Export  Statistics  for  1907,  May  4* 
1623. 

Egypt  Consulate  Buildings  in,  Apr.  2,  758. 

Government    Departments 

Re-housing  of,  Apr.  2,  744. 

Scotland — Increased   Expenditure    in 
Apr.  2,  744. 

Japan — Consulate  at  Nagasaki,  rebuilding 
of,  Apr.  2,  758. 

Licensed  Property  valuation   of.  May  4, 
1622. 

Revenue    Buildings,    Vote  for,    Apr.    2, 
728. 


Bees 

Foul-brood  in    Ireland,    Legislative    Pro* 
posals  for  dealing  with. 

Q.    Mr.  Lardner;  A.     Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Apr.  1,  484. 

Begley  Estate 

Sale  Proposals 

Q.    Bir.  J.  O'Donnell ;   A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Apr.  14,  996. 

Belfast 

Health  Commission  Report 

Action  to  be  taken  on. 
Q.     Mr.    Devlin;    ^.     Mr.    Birrell, 
May  4,  1631. 

Date  of  issuing. 
Q.    Mr.   J.    Devlin;   A.    Mr.    Bir- 
rell.  Mar,  30,  107. 

Hem-stitching    Factory    Workers,     Sum- 
mons against. 
Q.   Mr.  J.  Devlin;   A.    Mr.  Cherry, 
Apr.  6,  909. 

Jennings,    A. — Cause    for   committing  to 
Reformatory. 
Q.     Captain    Craig;   A.     Mr.    Bir- 
rell, May  4,  1626. 

Labourers*    Cottages    applications.   Delay 
as  to. 
Q.      Mr.       J.       Devlin;    A.     Bir. 
Birrell,  Apr  2,  692. 

Post  Office 

Acting  Overseer,  System  of  selecting. 
Q.     Mr.    Sloan;    A.     Mr.    Buxton, 
Apr.  14,  978. 

L?amers,  Position  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Sloan:    A.     Mr.    Buxton, 
Apr.  3,  812. 

New  Building,  Proposals  for. 

Bir.  J.  Devlin;    A.     Mr.  Bux- 
ton. Apr.  2,  697. 

Unemployment  Statistics. 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Devlin  ;  .4.   Mr.  Birrell,  Mar. 
30,  71. 

Belgium 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.' 6,  882. 


9el-Bir]  INDEX. 

Mar.  ZO-'May  4 
Bellairs,  lb.  C.  [Lynn  RegU] 

Aoetone,  Import  Statistics,  May  4^  1634. 

Army 

Maps,  Expenditure  on,  Apr.  28,  1051. 

Officers*    Education  —  Improvement 
since  1904,  J  pr.  28,  1052. 

Cordite 
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Amount  destroyed,  etc.,  Apr.  3,  816, 
817. 

Eynoch  Case. 

Amount  refused  by  Messrs, 
Kynoch,  Apr.  28,  1079. 

Hardships  entailed  on  Work- 
people, Apr.  30,  1388. 

Bayleigh  Committee  Resolution, 
Terms  of.  May  4,  1653. 

Re-issue  in  the  Army,  Regulations  as 
to,  Apr.  28,  1080. 

Re-issue  of,  in  the  Navy,  May  4,  1641^ 

Reserve  of  —  Disposal  of  Explosives 
containing  Meroiiric  Chloride, 
etc.,  Apr.  28,  1076,  1077. 

Silver  Test,  Mar.  30,  81 ;  Apr. 
28,  1077.  1078;  May  4, 
1641. 

Stores  on   board   Ships   and   ashore, 
Apr.  30,  1383. 
Egypt — ^Admiralty    Dredgers,    Period    of 
Lending,  Apr.  30,  1382. 

Forth  to  Clyde  Canal,  Strategical  Value, 
etc.,  Apr.  28,  1090. 

Indian    Military    Operations    imdertaken 
(1899-1908),  May  i,  1533. 

Navy 

"  Bulwark,"  Maximum  Draught  of, 
Apr.  28,  1053. 

"  Dreadnought,"  Arming  of,  Apr.  14, 
978. 

Dredging  of  certain  Harbours,  Ex- 
penditure on,  Apr.  28,  1053. 

"  Gladiator,"  Complement  of,  Apr.  29, 
1234,  1235. 

Organisation  and  Training — ^Inquiry 
into  Effect  of  New  Scheme,  Apr. 
28,  1075. 

Prisoners,  Accommodation  for,  at 
Hong-Kong,  etc.,  Apr.  28,  1070. 

Orders  in  Council — Rule  as  to  Publication, 
Apr.  29,  1266. 

Pacific  Cable,  Loss  on.  May  4,  1619. 


Belloc,  Mr.  H.  V.  P.  R,  [Salford,  s.] 

Licensing  Bill.  2r.,  May  4,  1748-1750. 
Natal — Imprisonment  La«-s.  May  4.  1649. 


Russia — Case  of  Mr.  Luxemburg,  Apr.  2S 
1088. 


Belper,  Lord 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2r.,   l|>r.*i,  4^8. 


,,  f 


Benn,  Mr.  W.  W.  [Tow^,  HamlflU,  Su 
George] 
Poor    Law    Children>-IUigu]*tlcm8    as  to 
Religious  Upbi^ing,  Apr.  14,  991 

Bennett)  Xr.'E.  ir.  EOxfordBhire^  Woodcock] 
Stow  Guardians,   SurcHarge  '(te.   May  4, 

1636. 
Territorial  JWce— Cdtom,  Decisioii  as  to 

Granting,  .^pr  ^,'13901  •  •    - 

BetheU,  Mr.  T.  E.  [Essex,  Maldon] 

Friendly  Societies,  lAOOtae-Tax  Liability, 
Apr.  27, 1029. 

Birmingham,  Bishop  of         . 

Elementary     Education     (England    and 
Wales)  Bill,  2b.,  Mat,  30, A7*' 

Birrell,  Et.  Hon.  A.— Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  [Bristol,  N.] 

Annalee— Case  of  W.  Walker,  Apr.  6,  910 

Attymass  Ckmstables,  All^gationB  against^ 

Apr.  28, 1066. 
Ballaghadalla--Gattle-drive  on  20th  inii 

Mar.  30, 108. 

Ballinbull— Cattle-drive,  20th  insL,  Mar. 
30,  103. 

Ballintubber — United  IriBh  Leagae  Reso- 
lution against  Migraato,  Apr.  1,  Ml 

Ballyclongh — ^Porchaae     of  .  Untenanted 
Lands,  Apr.  2,  659. 

Begley  Estate,  Sale  FroposalB;  -  ^jir.  14, 

997. 
Belfast 

Health  Commissibn  Report 

Action  to  be  taken  on.  May  4, 
1632. 

Date  of  iBsning,  Mar,  SO,  IjWr 
Jennings,  A.,  Case  of,  Jfoy  4,  1626. 
Unemployment  Statistics^  Mmr.  30, 7L 
Union,  Laboniers*  Cottages  Applioa- 

tions.  Delay  as  to,  Apr.  2, 662. 

Blake  Estate 

Case  of  J.  Bermingham,  Jfdr.  SO,  101 

Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  2, 660. 

Boxwell   Estate — Case  of  Mrs.    Murphy, 
Mar.  30,  lOa 

Boyle — Labourers'  Cottages  Schome,   In- 
quiry into,  Ajp^.  6,  917- 

Burrows  Estate — Farrdl's  Farm,  disposal 
of.  Mar.  30,  69. 

Garden  Estate,  Disposal  of,  Apr.  28,  1064. 
Carmicbael    OTerrall    EsUte,    Sale   pro- 
poeals,  Apr.  1,  48a 

Cashel— Case  of  Mr.  R.  Boyle,  M^  4, 1631. 

Clogheen — Laboorers'  Cottages  Sites,  Jfor. 
J(?,64. 

CloQcunj  Estate,  Sale  proposals,  Apr.  2, 
093. 

Congestion —  Date  of  issue  of  Report^  Am. 
6,  913. 

TcmA 
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Birrell,  Et.  Hon.  A.—aont, 

Constabulary  Commandant 
Park,  Regulation  as  to 
Apr.  6,  914. 
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at     Phoenix 
Religion  of, 


Croker  Estate— Case  of  M.  Power,  Apr,  2, 
693. 

Crookenden  and  Casey  Estate — Sheriflf's 
Visit  to  Tenants,  Cause  of.  Mar.  30, 
108. 

Crown  Jewels,  Loss  of 

Allegations  as  to   Identity   of   Thief, 
Apr.  i,  509,  610. 

Date  of  Theft,  Apr.  i,  609. 

Dairies,  Cowsheds,  and  Milkshops  Order — 
Grant  for  giving  effect  to,  proposed, 
Apr.   28,   1063. 

Dartrey  Estate — Case  of  J.  McKenna, 
Apr.  i,  606. 

De  Montalt  Estate— Untenanted  Land, 
Disposal  of,  Apr.  6,  916. 

Dillon  Estate — Cardenstown  Farm,  Dis- 
posal of,  Apr.  28y  1066. 

Doongeelagh  Estate,  Memorial  as  to  Pur- 
chase of.  Mar.  30,  62. 

Dysart — Assault  on  Mr.  C.  6.  Mahon, 
May  4,  1629. 

Education 

King's    Scholars    Trained     (1900-6), 
Mar.  30,  106. 

Rule   127b,   Accommodation  required 
by,  Apr.  2,  658. 

Tuberculosis  among  Children,  Preva- 
lence of,  Apr.  1,  480. 

Union   Jack,    Display   of,   on  School 
Buildings,  Mar.  30,  101. 

Ely  Estate — Case  of  J.  Keating,  May  4, 

1630. 
Ennis — Case  of  M.  Burke,  Apr.  1,  604. 

Erasmus  Smith's  Schools  Estate,  Sale 
propos&ls,  Apr.  2,  694. 

Evictions — Case  of  Mrs.  Ellen  Barry, 
Apr.  28,  1066. 

Fetherstonhaugh  Estate —  Untenanted 
Land,  Disposal  of,  Apr.  28,  1063. 

Fitzwilliam  Estate — Case  of  M.  Brien, 
Mar.  30,  67. 

Garryfine — Cases  of  R.  and  J.  Dunwork, 
Apr.  2,  658. 

Harknesa  Estate — Case  of  R.  and  J. 
Dunwork,  Apr.  1,  608. 

Hill  (Del  Re)  EsUte,  Sale  proposals, 
Apr.  2,  656. 

Hillstreet  Disturbance — Trial  of  Accused 
Persons,   Apr.   6,  917. 

Home  Rule,  proposed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30, 
153-163. 

Hospitals,  Allocation  of  Grants  to,  Apr.  6, 
911. 

Irish  Language,  Teaching  in  Schools,  Cost 
of,  Mar.  30,  106. 
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Irish  Universities   Bill,   Intro.,     Mar,  31» 
331-354,  374. 

Abandonment   of,    proposed.  May  4, 

1628. 

Senate  of  proposed  Universitiea,  May 
4,   1620,   1627. 
Keane    Estate,    Sale    proposals.    Apt:    1, 
607. 

Kenmai*e  Land  Commission  Sittings,  Bate 
fixed  for,  Apr.  3,  814. 

Kerry — Evioted   Tenants,   Progress   made 

wi^h  reinstatements,  Apr.  28,  1067. 
Keys  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  3,  816. 

Kilpulban — Case  of  Mrs.  Scanban,  Apr,  2, 
659. 

Kilmaine  Grazing  Lands,  Disposal  of,  Apr. 
U'  996, 

Kingstown  Harbour — Mail  Steamboats, 
Dispute  as  to  use  of  Piers,  Apr,  J, 
632;  Apr.  2,  701-703,  791-793. 

King-Har.man  Estate,  Cases  of  J.  Farrell 
and  J.  Heslan,  Apr.  1,  479. 

Ki.iihan  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  I, 
606. 

Knox  Estate,  Island  Farm,  Disposal  of» 
Apr,  14,  996. 

Labourers  Cottages,  Applications  for,  May 
4,  1632. 

Largy  School  Teacher,  Licensed  Premises 
owned  by,  Apr.  3,  814  ;  Apr,  14,  999. 

Leader  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  Alice  Kagle, 
Apr.  28, 1067. 

Leahy  Estate,  Situation  as  to  Aghatnbrid 
Portion,  Apr.  1,  608  ;  Apr:  3,  816. 

Leitrim  Roads,  Condition  of,  Apr.  28, 1064. 

Lisnageeragh  Sale  Proposals,  Mai.  31,  301. 

Local  Government  Board  Auditors,  Work 
and  Payment  of,  Apr,  14,  lOOa 

Longford 

Applications  for  Sales  of  Estates,  Mar. 

30,  105. 

Extra  Police,  Employment  of.  Mar, 

31,  301. 

Labourers    Act    Inquiry — Cause    for 
delay,  Jf ar.  31,  302. 

Loughglynn — Allegations  against  Stephen 
Flanagan,  Apr.  6,  916. 

Lunatics,  Maintenance  of.  Mar.  30,  107. 

Lurgan — Distress,  Proposals  for  Relief  of, 
Mar.  30,  71. 

McCloughry  Estate — Case  of  F.  Chambers, 
Apr.  28,  1065. 

Macdonnell,  Sir  A.,  Resignation  of,  May  4, 
1628. 

Maconchy  Estate,  Vesting  Orders,  Issue  o^ 
Mar.  30,  106. 

Milk  Suppl>,  Adoption  of  Local  Regula- 
tions, Apr.  i,  605.  ' 


Bir— B<m] 


BirrelL  Bt  Hon.  A.—conL 

Monaghan    Evicted    Holdings    and     Re- 
instatement PfopoBals,  Apr.  1,  481. 
Montray  Estate — Case  of  Mr.  A.  McCarron, 

Apr.  1,  481. 
Mullingar  Labourers'   Cottages   at   Rath- 

nure,  Apr.  14,  997. 
Oranmore  Estate 

Cases  of  W.  Carey  and  M.  Walsh,  Apr, 
6,  912,  913. 

Sale  of,  Apr.  6,  915. 
Pakenham     Estate     Untenanted     I/ands, 

Disposal  of,  Apr.  28,  1063. 
Phibbs  Estate — Case  of  M.  Cryan,  Apr.  28, 

1066. 
Poor  Law,  Expenditure  on  Relief  (1905-8), 

Mar.  30,  70. 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  3,  836- 

840,851. 
Portadown  Distress,  Proposals  for  Relief 

of.  Mar.  30,1]. 
Possextown — Case  of  Miss  M.  Clarke,  Apr. 

1,  482. 
Rathmines  and  Rathgar,  Vouchers  withheld 

from  Ratepayers,  Apr,  14,  998. 
Roads,    Imperial   Grant  for   Maintenance 

of,  Apr.  3,  8U. 
Roads  and  Glen  Boat  Slips,  Condition  of 

Apr.  3,  815. 
Robe  River,  Drainage  Proposals,  Apr.  14, 

995. 
Roberts  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  C.  Gleasure, 

Mar.  30,  68. 
Sherlock     Estate — Case     of     P.     Kidney, 

May  4, 1626. 
Sligo    Board    of    Guardians — Speech    of 

Mr.  J.  Gilmartin,  May  4,  1629. 

Smith  Estate  (Cavan),  Purchase  of,  Mar. 
30,  102. 

Stylepark,     Purchase     and     Disposal    of, 

Apr.2,(SQ». 
Stemes  Charities  Estate,  Sale  Proposals, 

Apr.  h  506,  507. 
Summorhill    Police,    Information    as    to, 

Apr.  2,  692. 

Templomoro  Evicted  Tenants,  Reinstate- 
ment of.  May  4,  1630. 

Tulsk — Speech  by  Mr.  J.  Keaveney, 
May  i,  1631. 

Ventry  Elstate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  2, 
604. 

Veterinary  Surpjeons  Acta,  Amendment 
Pro))osal.s,  Protests  against.  Mar.  30^ 
102. 

-Case  of  J.  Brett,  Mar.  30, 


INDEX. 

Mar.  30 — May  4. 
Births 


[Vol  187. 


Scotland— Annual  Report  Presented,  Mv. 
30,2. 


Black  Scab 

Measures  for  Checking. 
Q.    Mr.     Ffrench;      A.    Mr. 
Russell,  Mar.  31,  324. 


T.    W. 


Blackpool 

Post  Office,  Expenditure  on. 
Oa,    Sir    P.    Banbury,    Apr. 
Mr.   Ashley,   718.   723; 
court,  722,  723 


2, 
Mr. 


715; 
Ear. 


of    Mrs.    M.     Wilson, 
Patterson, 


Walker  Estaic- 
100. 

Westmeath — Case 

Apr.  6,  916. 
Whalley    Estate— Case    of    R. 

Apr.  2,  657. 
White  Estate 

Case  of  J.  McKieman,  Mar.  30,  67. 

Evicted   Tenants,    Reinstatement  of. 
Mar.  30, 101. 
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Blake  Estate 

Case  of  J.  Bermingham. 
Q.    Mr.    C.    Crnig;     A.    Mr.    BincU, 
Mar  30,  102 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q     Mr  J.  O'Donnell ;   A.    Mr.  BirreU, 
Apr.  2,  669. 

Blaydon  and  Byton  Water  (Traniftr) 
BiU 

c.  Ca/i.*  Apr.  14,  967. 
3e.*  Apr.  28,  1041. 

Bognor  Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company 

Bill 

I  Bep.*Apr.6,SSl. 

Boland,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Kerry,  S.] 

Industries,  Protection  of — ^French  Firm 
fined  for  Sale  of  Lace,  etc^Apr,  1, 
497,  498,  514,  516 ;  Apr.  2,  671. 

Kenmare  Land  Commission  Sittings,  Bate 
fixed  for,  ^pr.  5, 814. 

Leahy  Estate,  Sitiiation  as  to  Agfaatafarid 
Portion,  Apr.  1,  507,  608;  Apr.  3, 
816. 

Morrogh  Bernard  Estate,  Sale  Propoeab— 
Case  of  .r.  Golden,  Apr.  28,  llOa 

Roads  and  Glen  Boat  Slips,  Condition 
of,  Apr.  3, 815. 

Southampton,  Catholic  Attendance  at 
Secondary  Sohool,  Mar.  31,  320,  321 
Apr.  6,  946. 

Bond  Estate 

Evicted  Tenants,  Cases  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;   A.    Mr.  Cherry,  Mar. 
31,  326. 


Borden  Camp 

Post  Office,  Expenditure  on. 
Qa.     Mr.  H.  Beach,  Apr.  2,  728; 
Harcourt,  728. 


Mr. 


Boulahy 

Postal  Facilities. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell;  A. 
2,  641. 


Mr.  Boxton,  Apr 
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SESSION  1908. 
Mar.  30—May  4. 


[Bat— Bra 


Bottomley,  Mr.  H.  W.  [Hackney,  S.] 

Aerated  Drinks — ^Mortality  among  Persons 
employed  in  Manufacturing,  Apr.  29 ^ 
1247,  1248. 
Budget — Additional  Taxation,  Suggestions 

for,  Ajyr.  30,  1397. 
Education — Coins     imitated     in    Silvered 
Cardboard,  Inscription   on,   Apr.    29, 
1251. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  30,  1484-1499. 

Workmen   displaced   by.  Number   of» 
Proposals  for  Compensation,  Mar. 
31,  316. 
Lottery    Acts — Application   to   Advertise- 
ments of  Premium  Bonds,  Apr.  29, 
1249,  1250. 
Lunacy    arising    from    Religious    Excite- 
ment, Apr.  29,  1242. 

Parliamentary  Elections,  Arrests  for 
Drunkenness  during,  Apr.  29,   1242. 

Postal  Transmission  of  Lottery  Circulars, 
Apr.   29,   1250,   1251. 

Public  Trustee,  Receipts  and  Expenditure, 
Apr.  29,  1258,  1259. 

Sleeping-out,  Police  Instructions  for  dealing 
with  Offenders,  Apr.  30,  1398,  1399. 

Territorial  Force — Trophy  Tax,  Applica- 
tion of,  under  New  Scheme,  Apr.  30, 
1387. 
•  Wolverhampton  Teachers'  Examination — 
Cause  of  Failure  of  Candidates,  Apr.  30, 
1409. 

Bowerman,  Mr.  C.  W.  [Deptford] 

Navy 

Mechanician — Qualifications    required 
for  Rating,  Apr.  28,  1073. 

Pensioners,     System     of    employing, 

Apr.  28,   1074. 
Submarine  Service,  Length  of,  Apr.  28, 

1073. 
Scottish    Horse,    Recruiting    for,    Apr.  6, 
919. 

Bowles,  Mr.  G.  S.  [Lambeth,  N.] 

Cordite  —  Amount  containing  Mercuric 
Chloride  on  board  Ship  and  Ashore, 
Apr.  30,  1383. 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Ex- 
penditure on,  Apr.  2,  762,  763. 

Education — Local  Committee  Members  act- 
ing as  Magistrates,  Apr.  6,  948,  949. 

Imported  Articles — Method  of  striking 
Average  Price,  Apr.  6,  939. 

Turkey — Customs  increase,  Allocation  of 
R(Bvenue  from,  Apr.  30,   1394. 

Wheat,  Price — Method  of  striking  Average, 
Apr.  6,  938,  939. 


Boxwell  Estate 

Case  of  Mrs.  Murphy. 

Q.     Mr.     Ffrench ; 

Mar.  30,  tOO. 

VOL.  CLXXXVII.    [Fourth  Skrim.] 


A.    Mr.    Birrell, 


Boyle 

Labourers*  Cottages  Scheme,  Inquiry  into. 
Q.     Mr.     James     0'KeUy;.-4.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Apr.   6,  916. 

Bramsdon,  Mr.  T.  A.  [Portsmouth] 

AnoBsthetics,  Deaths  from,  in  1907,   Mar. 

30,  57. 
Children  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1,  682. 
Portflmouth  Postmen,  Pay  of,  Apr.  1,  477. 

Brazil 

Mining  Industry  in  the  State  of  Minas 
C^raes — Report  Presented,  Apr.  14, 
962. 

Bridgeman,  Mr.  W.  C.  [Shropshire,  Oswestry] 
Army — Oxford  Depot,  Store  of  Clothing 
kept  at,  Mar.  31,  303. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill— ^cond  Reading,  Date  of  taking. 
Mar.  31,  330. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  May  4,  1751-1765. 

Shotton  School,  Decision  as  to.  Mar.  31, 

319,  320. 
Transvaal — White  Labour  in  Mines,  Effect 

of    withdrawal  of  Chinese,  Mar.   31, 

309. 

Bright,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Oldham] 

Children  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1,  686. 

Brifltol  Post  Office 

Efficiency  Tests  for  Telegraphists. 

Q.  Mr.  Seddon;    A.  Mr.   Buxton,  Apr. 
14,  978. 

Expenditure  on. 

08.  Mr.  Harcourt,  Apr.  2,  721 ;   Mr.  H. 
Davies,  723. 

British  Masenm 

Administration,  Admission  of  Visitors, 
etc..  Account  Presented,  Apr.  30, 
1377. 

Briton  Ferry   Urban   District   Council 
BiU 

c.  2b.*  Apr.  27, 1021. 

Bromley 

Case  of  G.  Gooch. 
Q.  Sir  W.  Bull ;    A.  Mr.  McKenna,  Apr. 
6,  945. 

Bromley  and  Grays  Oas  Bill 

c.  Com.  Mar.  30,  54. 
3r.*  Apr.  2,  638. 
I.  iB.*  Apr.  2,  633. 

Bmckless 

Railway  Station,  Condition  of. 
Q.  Mr.  MacNeill ;    ^.  Mr.  Kearley,  Apr. 
2,  697. 

Branner,   Et.  Hon.  S.r  J.  T.  [Cheshire, 

Northwich] 

I         Ferro-Concrete — Loans  for  erecting,  Con- 
1  ditions  of  granting,  Apr,  28, 10&. 
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INDEX. 

Mar.  30— Jfay  4. 
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Bryce,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Inverness  Burghs] 

Education,  Soottish^Legislatiye  Proposals, 
A^,  14, 1014. 

Budget 

Additional  Taxation,  Suggestions  for. 
Q.  Mr.  Bottomley ;  ^.  Mr.  Lloyd-Qeorge, 
Apr.  30,  1397. 

Date  of  introducing. 

Q.  Mr.  A.  Chamberlain;^.  Mr.Asquith, 

Mar.  31,  330. 
Q.  Mr.     Homiman;    A.  Mr.     Asquith, 

Apr.  3,  655. 
Q.  Mr.  McCrae;    A.  Mr.  Asquith,  Apr. 

29,  1287. 

Buchanan,  Bt.  Hon.  T.  "R,— Under-Secretary 
for  India  [Perthshire,  E.] 

Afghanistan — ^Anglo  Russian  Agreement, 
Consent  of  Amir  to,  Apr.  28,  1082, 
1083. 

Army  Expenditure,  Reasons  against  Re- 
duction ia,  Apr.  28,  1086. 

Bengal — Financial  Effect  of  Partition, 
Apr.  28,  1081,  1082. 

Budget,  Date  of  taking,  May  4,  1626. 

Calcutta — Sentence  on  Boy  for  throwing 
Stone,  Apr.  28,  1084,  1085. 

Forest  Service — Case  of  Mr.  C.  W.  Allan, 
May  4,  1637. 

Military  Operations  undertaken  (1899- 
1908)  May  1,  1534. 

Prison  Medical  Officers,  Pay  of,  May  4t 
1625. 

Telegraph  Strike — Present  Position,  Apr- 
28,  1085. 

Tinnevelly  and  Tuticorin  Riots,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  Apr.  28,  1080,  1081. 

Whipping  Act,  Amendment  Proposals, 
Apr.  28,  1083,  1084. 

Bull,  Sir  W.  J.  [Hammersmith] 

Bromley — Case  of  G.  Gooch,  Apr.  6,  945. 
Civil  Service 

^  Estimates,  Memorandum,  Circulation 

of,  Apr.  6,  949. 
Territorial   Camp   Training    Facilities 
for  Civil  Servants,  Apr.  6,  926. 
Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)    Bill,    Protests 
against,  Apr.  6,  935. 

Income-Tax — ^Married  Couples,  Additional 
Relief  for,  Apr.  6,  896. 

Law  Courts,  New — Expenditure  on  and 
Situation  of,  Apr.  2,  735. 

Russia — ^Arrest  of  Mr.  Luxenburg,  Apr.  6, 
935. 

Territorial  Force — Description  Registers, 
Keeping  of,  Apr.  6,  919. 

Burdett-CouttS,  Mr.  W.  L.  A.  B.  [West- 
minster] 
Licensing  Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  14, 
1002. 
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Burke,   Mr.  E.  H.   [King's  Coanty,  Talk- 
more] 

Calcutta — Sentence  on  Boy  lor  throwing 
Stone,  Apr.  28, 1084. 

Glenaheiry  Explosion 

Anonymous  Letters,  Apr.  1,  697,  598. 

Circnmstances  of— Pablio  Enqniry 
upon  Oath,  Apr.  7,  690-69B. 

Preston,  District  Inspector— Report  of, 
Apr.  1,  59^-596. 

Bums,  Bt  Hon.  J.—President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  [Battersoa] 
Aerated  Drinks 

Mortality  among  Persons  employed 
in  manufacturing,  Apr.  29,  1247, 
1248. 

Women  employed  in  maufaoturing, 
Apr.  29,  1248. 

Anthrfkx,  Compulsory  Notification  of,  pro- 
posed, Mar.  30,  92;    Apr.  1,  499. 

Battle  Workhouse — Circumstances  of  Can- 
ing Boy,  Mar.  31,  319. 

Cattle  Slaughter,  Compensation  for,  Apr.  2, 
,     677. 

Danish  Bacon,  Diseased — Restrictions  on 
Export  of.  Mar.  30,  91. 

Ferro-Concrete — Loans  for  Erecting,  Condor 
tions  of  Granting,  Apr,  28,  1070. 

Food  Preservatives  Standard — Fixing  of, 
proposed,  Apr.  27,   1032. 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease — ^Danger  of  Ex- 
port of  Dairy  Produce  from  Holland, 
Apr.  29,  1246. 

Hackney     Unemployed — ^Application    for 
Grant,  Apr.  29,  1283. 

Herefordshire — ^Exchequer  Grant  to  County 
Council,  Apr.  28,  1071. 

Holland,    Prevalence    of  Foot-and-Mouth 
Disease  in,  Apr.  2,  685. 

Kidneys,  Imports  from  America,  Boric  Add 
found  in,  Apr.  2,  653. 

Liquor  Traffic 

Licensed  Premises,  Rateable  Value, 
May  4,  1660. 

Mortality  Statistics,  Apr.  6, 893;  Apr. 
27,  1032. 

Marylebone — Property  claimed  by  Lord 
Portman,  Apr.  30,  1405. 

Meat,  Import  Regulations,  Apr.  14,  994. 

Midwives  Act,  1902— Payment  of  Doctor's 
Fee,  May,  4,  1659. 

Milk  Supply 

Import  Statistics  and  Inspection  Sys- 
tem, Apr.  29,  1247. 

Legislative  Proposals,  Apr.  29,  1234. 

Report  on  Metropolitan  Area,  Apr.  1, 
499. 

letmL 
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BarjiB,  Et.  Hon.  J.—cont, 

Motors 

Accidents  to  Foot  Passensers,  etc. — 
Penalty  on  Motorists  for  running 
away,  Apr.  30,  1404. 

Excessive  Speed  on  Public  Roads, 
Restriction  of,  Apr,  2,  677,  678. 

Hill-climbing  Contests  on  Public  High- 
ways, Apr.  2,  662. 

Speed  Limit — Application  from  Local 
Authorities,  Mar.  30,  92,  93. 

Notification  of  Births  Act,  Adoption  of 
Mar.  30,  92. 

Poor  Law 

Chaplains — Nonconformists  and  Catho- 
lics employed,  Apr.  2,  678. 

Children — Regulations  as  to  Religious 
upbringing,  Apr.  14,  993. 

Public  Health  (Regulation  of  Foods)  Act 
1907— Regulations,  Date  of  Publish- 
ing, Apr.  14,  994. 

Small  Holdings,  Charges  for  Sinking  Fund 
and  Interest — Power  of  Local  Author- 
ity to  exclude  from  Rent,  Apr.  3,  813^ 

Stow  Guardians,  Surcharge  on.  May  4t 
1636. 

Tenement  Houses,  Sanitary  Arrangements 

— Powers  of  Local  Authorities,  Apr. 

28,  1069. 
Unemployed  Act — Grants  to  Distress  Com. 

mittees — Views  of  Association  of  Muni. 

cipal  Corporations,  Mar.  31,  318,  319^ 

Vaccination — Case  of  F.  D.  Eastman,  Mar. 
30,  63. 

Borrows  Estate 

Farreirs  Farm,    Disposal  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Delany ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Mar. 
30,  69. 

Bury  and  District  Joint  Water  Board 
BiU 

c.  3r.*  Mar.  30,  54. 
/.  IB.*  Mar  31,  245. 

Bushmills 

Post  Oflace — Case  of  Mr.  McFall. 

Qs.  Capt.  Craig ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  2,  665;  Apr.  30,  1413. 

Business  of  the  House 

Course  of. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  2,  705;  Mr.  G.  Whiteley, 
Apr.  14,  1000.  1001.  1002;  Mr.  W. 
Long,  1001  ;  Earl  Winterton,  1003, 
1004  ;  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  30,  1416. 

Notices  of  Motion.  Ballot  for. 

Oa.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Apr.  14,  1001 ;  Mr. 
Speaker,  1002. 

Wednesdays  on  which  there  are  no  Notices 
of  Motion,  Proposals  as  to. 
Qs.     Mr.     J.     Collings;      Aa.     Mr. 
Asquith,  Apr.  1,  518. 
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SESSION  1908.  [Bur— Bu 

Mar.  30— May  4. 

Butoher,  Hr.  S.  H.  [Cambridge  University] 


Home  Rule,  proposed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30, 
163-170. 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  Intro.,  Mar.  31, 
379-387. 

Land  Purchase  Finance — Evidence  taken 
by  Committee,  Tabling  of,  Apr.  28, 
1054. 

Buxton.  Bt  Hon.  S.  C—Postnuuter-Oeneral 
[Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar] 

Archer  Street  Premises,  Rebuilding  of, 
Apr.  27,  1028. 

Belfast 

Acting  Overseer,  System  of  Selecting, 
Apr.  14,  979. 

Learners,  Position  of,  Apr.  3, 812. 
New  buildings.  Proposals  for,  Apr.  2, 
697. 
Bonlahy  Postal  Facilities,  Apr.  2,  641. 

Bristol — Efficiency  Tests  for  Telegraphists, 
Apr.  14,  978. 

Bushmills — Case  of  Mr.  McFall,  Apr.  2, 
665  ;  Apr.  30,  1413. 

Cardiff — Sorting  Duties  of  Postmen,  Apr. 
2,  682. 

Civil  Servants*  Socialist  Society — Public 
Demonstration  at  Lambeth  Baths, 
Apr.  1,  500. 

Classification,  Method  of  determining, 
Apr.  28,  1099. 

Confidential  Report  System,  Apr.  2,  682. 

Cork 

American  Bfails,    Arrangements    for 
dealing  with.  Mar.  30,  57. 

Chief  Clerk,  Duties  of,  Apr.  14,  980. 
Post   Office,   Overtime  in,   M(tr.   30, 
57. 

Subsistence  allowance.     Regulations 
asto,  ^pr.  i^,  981. 

Telegraph    Staff — Increase    proposed, 
Apr.  14,  981. 

Telegraphic  Delays,  Apr.  14,  977. 
Cost  of  living  in  various  Towns,  Basis  of 
Estimating,  Apr.  28, 1099. 

Coventry  Medical  Officer,  Age  of,  Apr.  2, 
64L 

Curragimneen  Postal  Facilities,  Mar.  30, 63. 

Damage  or  Injury  to  Persons  through 
Acts  of  PosUl  Officials,  Apr.  30,  1409. 

Departmental  Inquiry  into  Classes  not 
heard  before  Hobhouse  Committee, 
Result  of,  Apr.  28,  1097. 

Dublin — Case  of  J.  Keenan,  Mar.  30,  68. 

Dudley — Wages  of  Employees,  Apr.  2,  642. 

2, 


Dundee — Wages   of   Employees,   Apr, 
643. 


Sorter 


Ex-Soldiers — Examinations      for 
ships,  etc.,  Apr.  28,  1056. 

3X2  [emiL 


Bnz— OamJ 


Buxton,  Rt  Hon.  S.  C—ccmt. 

General  Post  Office,  Eastern  Central  Sec- 
tion— Secret  Report  against  Offidal, 
Apr.128,  1068. 

Granard,  Earl  of — Duties  and  Powers, 
Apr.  2,  680,  681. 

Irish  Service,  Expenditure  on.  Mar.  30, 109. 

Irvine  Post  Office,  Decision  as  to,  Apr.  3, 
812. 

Kingstown — Mail  Steamboats,  Dispute  as, 
to  Use  of  Piers,  Apr.  7,  631,  632  ;  Apr. 
2,  701,  702. 

Limavady  Postal  Facilities,  May  4,  1635. 

Long,  D.  J.,  Case  of,  Apr.  6,  944. 

Lottery  Acts 

Application  to  Advertisements  of 
Premium  Bonds,  Apr.  29,  1249, 
1260. 

Circulars,   Transmission  of,   Apr.   29, 
1251. 
Lurgan  Postal  Officials,  Pay  of,  Apr.  1,  478. 

Mail  Service 

American  Mails — Eflfect  of  using  Fish- 
guard Route,  Apr.  1,  482. 

Canadian    Contract,    May    1,    1533 ; 
May  4,  1660,  1665. 
Manchester — Overtime  Workedby  Mechanic, 

Apr.  14,  982. 
Medical   Officers,   Salaries   and   Leave   of, 

Apr.  14,  979,  980. 
Nenagh,  Post  Office  Accommodation,  Apr, 

1,  480. 
Omagh — Employment   of  Telegraph   Mes- 
'l  sengers  in  delivering  Religious  Tracts 

■  Mar.  SI,  330. 

Political  Societies,  Regulations  as  to,  Apr. 
29,  1248,  1249. 

Portsmouth  Postmen,  Pay  of,  Apr.  1,  477. 

Provincial  Offices,  Scale  of  Pay  in,  Apr.  6, 
891. 

Rhymney  Valley  Postmen,  Pay  of,  Apr.  30, 
1408. 

Savings  Bank 

Withdrawals  on  Demand,  Frauds 
Arising  from,  Apr.  30,  1406. 

Women  Clerks'  Salaries  under  New 
Scheme,  Apr.  1,  500. 

Sea  ton   Delaval — Duties  of   Annie  James, 
Apr.  1,  478. 

Secretary's   Office,   Overwork  in,  Apr.   2, 
680. 

Shetland    Mail    Service,    Memorial    as    to, 
Apr.  30,  1406. 

Shrewsbury  Post   Office,  Classification  of, 
Apr.  28,  1098. 

Sorter  in  East  Central  District,   Case  of. 
Mar.  30,  59. 

Stoke-on-Trent    Post    Office.    System    of 
Classifying,  Apr.  28,  1098. 

Surveyors*  Districts,  Number  of,  Aw,  3, 
811. 
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Bnxton,  Bt.  Hon.  S.  C— «on^- 

Sweating  in  Post  Office,  AllegatioiiB  as  to, 
Apr,  14,  983. 

Swindon  Police  Court — Case  of  J.  Dixon, 
Apr,  6,  943. 

Telegraph  Service 

Codes — Proposals  as  to  Clause  8,  Apr. 
30,  1407. 

Learners,  Qualifications  Required  of, 
Apr,  1,  483. 

Messengers,  Adult  Night,  Pay  of, 
May  4,  1621. 

Press  Telegrams,  Loss  Livolved  by 
Cheap  Rates  for,  Mar,  30,  93; 
Apr.  27,  1029. 

Telegraph  and  Telephone  Services  Accounts 

— Work  of  Committee,  Apr,  2,  679. 
Telephone  Service 

Choice  of  Instruments — French  System, 

Apr,  30, 1407. 
Foreigners  employed,  Apr.  30,  UQS. 
Policy  as  to  Rates,  etc.,  Apr,  1,  473. 
Territorial  Force  Members*  Training 

Leave  Regulations,  Apr.  2,  M3;  Apr, 
28,  1097. 

Pay  of  Employees  during,  Apr,  30, 
1381. 

Women  Clerks — Procedure  in  Transferring 
to  Dublin,  Apr.  2,  647,  648. 


Bylcs,  Mr.  W.  P.  [Salford.  N.] 

Aliens — Naturalisation,    Fee  for,  Apr,  2, 
643. 

Home  Rule  Declarations  of  President    of 
Board  of  Trade,  May  4,  1668. 

Manchester  Post  Office^Overtime  worked 
by   Mechanic,  Apr.   14,   982. 

Natal— Trial  of  Dinizulu,  Apr.  29,  1241. 
Sleeping-out,  Police  Instructions  for  dealing 
with  Oftenders«  Apr.  30,  1399. 

Cabs 

Railway  Stations,  Petitions  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.    Wiles;       A.    Mr.    Gladstone, 
Mar.  31,  314. 

Calf-Meals 

Irish  Analyses,  Result  of. 

Qs.     Mr.    Halpin;       As.     Mr.    T.     W. 
Russell,  Apr.  1,  616  ;  Apr.  28,  1060. 

Camberwell  (Peckham) 

Parliamentary  Election : 

Drunkenness     Charges     and    Liqnor 
Consumption. 

Qs.  Captain  Fabcr,  Mr.  Collins, 
Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett,  Mr.  H.  P. 
Pease;  As.  Mr.  Qlad- 
stone,  Apr.   2,   673. 

Kxpenditure,     Legality     of — ^Inquiry, 

proposed. 

Qs.    Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald,  Sir 

B.  Gurdon,  Lord  R.  Cecil, 

Mr.  R.  Duncan  ;    As.     Sir 

W.  Robson,  Mar.  SO,  96. 
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Camberwell  and  other  Metropolitan 
Borough  Councils  (Superannuation) 
Bill 

c.  iR*,  Mar.  30,  54. 
c.  2r*,  Apr.  27,  1021. 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Land  Values  (Scotland)  Bill — Petition 
against,  Apr.  2,  633. 

Small  Holdings  and  Allotments  (Scotland) 
Bill.  Com.  Apr.  2,  636. 

Uist,  South — Seizure  of  Bornish  Farm  by 
Cottars,   Mar.   31,  264-267. 

Vatersay  and  Barra,  Condition  of  Afiairs 
in—Correspondence  between  Lady 
Cathcart  and  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Mar.  31,  262-274. 

Campbell,  Bt.  Hon.  J.    H.    M.    [Dublin 

University] 

Glenaheiry  Explosion — Report  of  District 
Inspector  Preston,  Apr.  1,  623. 

Home  Rule  Declarations  of  President  of 
Board  of  Trade,  May  4,  1667,  1668. 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  H.— 

Prime    Minister    and    First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  [Stirling  Burghs] 

Death  of. 

Os.  M.  Asquith,  Apr.  27,  1033-1036  ; 
Mr.  A.  Douglas,  1036-1038;  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor,  1038;  Sir  A. 
Thomas,  1039;  Mr.  A.  Henderson, 
1039. 

Monument  to — Committee  to  consider, 
May  4,  1797. 

Resignation — See  Prime  Minister. 

Canada 

[See  also  Names  of  States.] 

Education  Rate,  Allocation  of. 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  A.  Mr.  Mc- 
Kenna,  Apr.  6,  944. 

Fisheries,  Vessels  empoyed  in  Protecting. 
Qs.     Mr.    Cox ;       As.     Mr.    McKenna, 
Apr.  30,  1384. 

Immigration  Regulations — New  Proposals. 
Q.     Mr.  Rees;    A.     Col.  Seely,  May  4, 
1649. 

Strike  Prevention  Act,   Operation  of. 
Q.     Viscount  Helmsloy ;  A.     Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Apr.  6,  940. 

Cancer  Research  (Colonies) 

Correspondence  ])resented,  Apr.  14,  962 ; 
Apr.  27,  1024. 

Canning  Eussell  and  Co. 

Complaints  as  to  Transactions  with  Irish 
Farmers. 

Q.  Mr.  V.  Kennedy;  A.  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Apr.  28,  1051. 

Canterbury 

Post  Office,  Progress  made  \vith. 
Os.     Mr.  Harcourt,  Ajtr.  2,  722. 
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Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 

Bill,  2b.,  Mar.  30,  16-33. 
Moveable  Dwellings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr,  1,  459. 

Cape  of  Good  Hope  Observatory 

Report  (1906-7)  Presented,  Mar.  3fy  246, 
295. 


A.     Mr.     Birrell, 


of     Punishment     by 


Lnpton; 
Speaker, 


Carden  Estate 

Disposal  of. 
Q.     Mr.     Lonsdale ; 
Apr.  28,  1063. 

Cardiff 

Assizes — Sentences 
Flogging. 
Qs.    Mr.    MacNeill,    Mr. 
As.    Mr.    Gladstone,   Mr. 
Apr.  6,  936. 

Post  Office— Sorting  Duties  of  Postmen. 

Q,  Mr.   T.  P.  Richards;     A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  2,  682. 

Cardiff  Hallway  Bill 

I.  Rep.*Apr.  1,  445. 

3b.*  Apr.  6,  881. 
c.  IB.*  Apr.  U  ,  968. 

2b.*  May  4,  1613. 

Carlile,  Mr.    E.     H.     [Hertfordshire,    St. 
Albans] 
Army,  Territorial  Force— Artillery  Training 
with  Converted  Guns,  May  2,  1646. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of 

Art  Galleries— Reason  for  not  Opening 
on  Sundays  from  November  to  March, 
Mar.  31,  268,  269. 

Carmarthen 

Prison — Reason  for  Abolition  of  Female 
Quarters. 
Q.    Mr.  L.  Morgan;  A.    Mr.  Glad- 
stone, May  4,  1663. 

Carmichael  OTerrall  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Apr. 
1,479. 

Carrington,  'EBXl—PresidefU  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture. 
Army     Territorial     Force — ^Horses,     Pro- 
vision of,  Mar.  31,  256. 

Carson,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  E.  H.    [Dublin  Uni- 
versity] 

Home  Rule — Protests  against  British  Ad- 
minstration.  etc..  Mar.  30,  210.  ', 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  Iniro.,  Mar.  31,  399. 

Licensing  Bill.  2b.,  Apr.  29,  1288  ;  May  4, 
1761-1778. 


Cashel 

CaseofMr.R.  Bovle. 
^      Q.     Mr.  [Lonsdjile;      A. 
^  :i. '-.      £  May  J,  1631. 


Mr.      Birrell, 


Oas— Oha] 


Castle  Morton 

Schoolhouse,  Use  of,  for  Political  Gathering. 
Qs.    Mr.    Essex,    Viscount     Helmsley 

As.     Mr.  Gladstone,  Apr.  1,  494. 
Qs.    Mr.  Goulding,  Mr.  Moore,  Mr.  Lons- 
dale;  As.    Mr.  McKenna,  Apr.  6, 
945. 

Castlereagn,  Lord  [Maidstone] 

Clubs— ^Sunday  Entertainments  given  by 
Liberals  and  Radicals,  Apr.  6,  949. 

Navy,  Battle  Practice 

Courts  of  Inquiry  held  on    Results, 
Apr.  6,  918. 

Trial  Shots  fired,[7tfar.  30,  72. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Proposals  as  to, 
Mar.  30,110. 

Castle  Street 

Accident,  Details  of. 

Q.     Lord  R.  Cecil ;   A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Apr.  6,  937. 

Cattle 

Importation 

Canadian  Regulations. 

Q.     Mr.  Watt ;  A .     Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Apr.  28,  1057. 

Manure  from  Foreign  Animals  Wharves, 
Disposal  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Robinson;   A.     Sir  E. 
Strachey,  Apr.  28,  1056. 

Slaughter,  Compensation  for. 
Q.     Captain  Faber  ;  A.  Mr.  Burns,  Apr., 
2,  677. 
Cave,  Mr.  G.  [Surrey,  Kingston] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  28,  1117-1136; 
Apr.  30,  1472  ;  May  4,  1694. 

Cawley,  Sir  F.  [Lancashire,  Prestwich] 

Shops  Bill,  2r.,  May  1,  1573. 
Cecil,  Lord  B.   [Marylebone,  E.] 

Camberwell  (Peckham)  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion Expenditure,  Legality  of — Inquiry 
proposed.  Mar.  30,  97. 

Castle  Street  Accident,  Details  of,  Apr.  6, 

937. 
Coal  Mines   (Eight  Hours)   Bill: 

Protests  against,  Apr.  6,  935. 

Second    Reading,    Date    of     taking, 
Apr.  28,  1102. 
Cordite 

Amount  refused  to  be  taken  back  by 
•  Messrs.  Kynoch,  Apr.  28,  1079. 

Navy  Reserve  of — Disposal  of  Ex- 
plosives containing  Mercuric 
Chloride,  etc.,  Apr.  28,  1077. 

Silver  Test,  Value  of,  Apr.  28,  1078 ; 
May  4,  1642. 

Education — Religious  Instruction  given 
in  Training  Colleges,  Apr.  2,  644; 
Apr,  6,  947. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b,  May  4,  I716>1725. 

Clause  3,  Subsection  2,  Application  of. 
May  4,  1669. 
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Police  Commission  Report,  Date  of  issuing, 
Apr.  29,  1243. 

Swansea  Education  Dispute — ^Present  Posi- 
tion, Apr.  6,  948. 

Cecil,  Hr.  E.  TAston  Manor] 
Explosives 

Inspectors,  Condition  of  appointing— 
Case  of  Captain  Lloyd,  Apr.  20, 
1381. 

Kynoch  Case — Hardships  entailed  on 
Workpeople,  Apr.  30,  1387. 

House  of  Commons — Penalties  for  Sale  of 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Apr.  2,  689. 
Licensing  Bill,  2b,  Apr.  28,  1136-1145. 

Merchandise  Marks — ^Infringement  by  Con- 
tinental Tyre  and  Rubber  Company 
Advertisement,  Apr.  28,  1095. 


Census  of  Production  Act 

Inquiry  Schedules  issued. 
Q.     Mr.    Smeaton ;        A. 
George,  Apr.  6,  940. 


Mr.    Lloyd- 


Ceylon 

Opium,  see  that  titU. 

Palk  Straits,  Scheme  for  Railway  Bridge 
over. 

Q.    Mr.  Lonsdale ;   A.    BCr.  Runci- 
man,  Apr.  2,  669. 

Postal  and  Telegraph  Rates. 
Qs.    Mr.    Rees;       As.    Mr.    Chnrchill 
Mar.  30,  84. 

Road-making — Employment  of  Women 
and  Girls. 

Q.    Mr.  H.  H.  Marks ;  A.     Colonel 
Seely,  Apr.  30,  1389. 

Chairman     and     Deputy  -  Chairman— 
Bulings 

Irrelevant  Matter,  4pr.  1,  542,  547  ;  Apr.  2, 
745,  752,  754,  756,  757,  765,  799,  800. 

Shops  Bill — Committee  Points  could  not  be 
raised  on  Second  Reading,  May  1, 
1571. 

Chairmen^s  Panel 

Special  Report  Presented,  Apr.  1,  522. 

Chamberlain,  Bt  Hon.  J.  A.   [Worcester- 

shire,  E.] 

Budget,  Date  of  Introducing,  Mar.  31,  330. 

Hilsea — Sale  of  **  Coach  and  Hones " 
Public-house  by  the  War  Office,  Apr. 
30,  1455. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r,  Apr.  28,  1220,  1221; 
Apr.  29,  1286;  Apr.  30,  1436,  1444- 
1462,  1464,  1475. 

Chancellor  of  the  Buchy  of  Lanoaiter 

jRt  Hon.  Viscount  Fowler 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

JH.  Hon.  D.  Lloyd-Oeorge 
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Chaplin,  Et.  Hon.  H.  [Siirrey,' Wimbledon]. 
Hilsea— Sale    of    "  Ck)ach    and    Horses" 
Public-house  by  the  War  Office,  Avr, 
30,  1627. 

Horse  -  breeding  —  Royal  Commission 
Report,  Date  of  Presenting,  May  4, 
1661. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b,  Apr.  30,  1618-1628; 
May  4,  1676-1681. 

Charlestown 

Petty  Sessions — Decision  in  Unlawful 
Assembly  Case. 

Q.     Mr.  Lonsdale ;    A.     Mr.  T.  W 
Russell,  Apr.  29,  1264. 

Cheese 

Dutch  sold  as  Cheshire. 

Q8.     Mr.  A.  L.  Stanley;     As.     Sir  £. 
Strachey,  Mar.  30,  94. 

Cherry,  Bt.  Hon.  B.  B„—AUomey-Oen€ral  for 
Ireland  [Liverpool  Exchange] 

Belfast    Hemstitching    Factory    Workers, 
;  Summons  against,  Apr.  6,  909. 

Bond  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Cases  of, 
Mar.  31,  326. 

Burrows,  A.  C,  Charge  against,  Apr,  6, 
961. 

Clanrioarde  Estate,  Situation  on,  Apr.  6, 
899. 

Constabulary  Duties  under  Health  and 
Sanitary  Laws,  etc.,  Mar.  31,  326. 

Cooldoney— Case  of  P.  Reilly,  Mar.  31, 
326. 

Davoren  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Mar.  31, 
327. 

Drurokeerin  Estate  of  Mrs.  Tate,  Miss 
Rutledge  and  Mr.  McLoughey,  Sale  of, 
Apr.  6,  901. 

Galway — Trial  of  J.  and  P.  Joyce  and  J. 
Walsh,  Apr.  1,  614. 

Glenahiery   Explosion 

Blasting  Powder  and  Fuse,  Police 
knowledge  of  Purchase  of,  Apr. 
1,  610,  611. 

Circumstances  of — Public  Inquiry  up- 
on Oath,  proposed,  Apr.  1,  608, 
620-^26. 

Document  produced  at  Waterford 
Assizes,     Mar.     30,     104,     106. 

Insinuation  against  Lord  Ashtown, 
Apr.  1,  613. 

Preston,  District-Inspector — Report 
of.  Mar.  30,  68;  Apr.  1,  613, 
622-624. 

Killyliss— Case  of  J.  Dickie,  Apr.  6,  898. 

Knockhall  Grazing  Farm,  Purchase  and 
Disposal  of  Mar.  31,  327. 

Land  Purchase  Advances,  Inquiries  made 
before  authorising.  Mar.  31,  326. 

Lyster  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Offer  for 
— Case  of  W.  Phelan,  etc..  Mar.  31, 
329. 

Malicious  Injury  Claims  dealt  with  in 
1906  and  1907,  Apr.  6,  902. 
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Cherry,  Et.  Hon.  E.  B„—<sofU. 


Manchester  Estate — Case  of  S.  Rainey, 
Apr,  6,  890. 

Mansfield  Estate — Case  of  G.  Diver,  Apr. 
6,  904. 

Methodists,  University  Facilities  for,  Apr. 
6,  903. 

Percival  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  C.  Heally, 
Apr.  6,  898. 

Richmond  Constabulary  Training  Quarters, 
Apr.  6,  899. 

Roads — Accidents  through  defective  con- 
dition. Responsibility  for,  Apr.  6,  903. 

White  Estate— Sale  Proposals,  Mar.  31, 
328. 

Woodford — Case  of  M.  Mahon,  Apr,  6, 
962,    963. 

Cheshire  Lines  Committee  Bill 

c.  Rep*.,  Apr.  30,   1373. 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland— -Ri^^  Hon,  A. 

Birrea. 

Children  Bill 

c.  2b.,  Apr.  1,  660. 

Crdches,   Establishment  of. 
Q.     Sir   W.   J.    Collins;      A,    Mr.    H. 
Samuel,  Apr.  29,  1242. 

Expenses — Committee  to  consider  authoris- 
ing Payment  of — Motion  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease),  ^pr.i,  627. 

China 

Peitaho,  Erection  of  Bungalows  at. 
Os.    Mr.  H.  Beach,  Apr.  2,  768;     Mr. 
Harcourt,  761 ;    Mr.  Rees,  764. 

Shanghai     Consulate     Gaol — Expenditure 
on  Boundary  Wall. 
Oa.    Mr.  FeU,  Apr.  2,    799;     Mr. 
Harcourt,  801 ;  Mr.  Qoulding, 
802. 

China  and  Earthenware 

See  Earthenware  and  China. 

Churchill,  Et.  Hon.  W.  L.  B.—Under'Seere- 
tary  for  the  CoUmiea  [Manchester;  N.W.] 
Africa,  East 

Delamere,  Lord  and  Mr.  Baillie, 
Circumstances  of  Suspension  of 
Mar.  30,  86,  86. 

Native  Labour  Regulations,  Demon- 
strations against.  Mar,  30,  86. 

Ceylon  Postal  and  Telegraph  Rates,  Mar. 
30,  84. 

Colonial  Office  Legal  Appointments — Age 
Limit,  Mar.  31,  308. 

Documents,  Additional  Rule  for  Disposal 
of,  Apr.  6,  931. 

Gibraltar,  General  Sanitary  Purposes  Rate, 
Increase  in,  Mar.  30,  87. 

Jamaica  Bananas,  Subsidy  for,  Apr.  6,  934. 

\cant. 
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Churchill,  Et.  Hon.  W.  L.  S.— con*. 

Manchester  Statements  on  Government 
Policy,  8ee  under  titles  Aliens  Bill, 
Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill, 
and  Ireland — Home  Rule. 

Natal 


Administration.Proposals'for  Revising, 
Apr.  6,  929. 

Dinizulu,  Trial  of — Charge  and  Proce- 
dure, Mar,  31,  310,  312  ;  Apr.  6, 

928,  932,  933. 

Martial  Law,  Ck>ntinuance  of,  Apr,  6, 

929,  930. 

Native  Affairs  Commission,  Findings 
of,  Apr.  6,  928. 

Negotiations  with  Argentina,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  Apr.  3,  S12. 

Nyassaland,  Communication  with — Pro- 
posals for  Improving,  Mar.  30, 85. 

Opium 

Ceylon  Commission  Report,  Date  of 
Presenting,  Mar.  30,  84. 

Straits  Settlements  Commission  Re- 
port, Date  of  Presenting,  Mar.  31, 
313. 

Race  Question  in  the  Colonies — Elaboration 
of  Imperial  Scheme,  proposed.  Mar. 
31,  302. 

Transvaal 

Chinese  Labour  Continuance — Tabling 
of  Correspondence,  proposed.  Mar. 
30,  86. 

Mines — Labour  statistics,  Apr.  6,  931. 

Whita  Labour  in  Mines 

Effect  of  Withdrawal  of  Chinese, 
Mar.  31,  310. 

Report  of  Committee,  Apr.  6,  931* 

Result   of   Experiment,   Apr.    6, 
930. 
Trinidad 

East  Indian  Coolies,  Protests  against 
Importation  of,  Mar.  31,  309. 

Immigration  Ordinance,  Terms  of 
Amendment  to,  Apr.  1,  493. 

Legislative  Council  Finance  Com- 
mittee Meetings,  Admission  to, 
Mar.  31,  309. 

Port  of  Spain  Town  Properties, 
Auction  of  Land  for  Repairs  to, 
Apr.  1,  493. 

Railwav  Emploveoa,  Fines  on  (1906-7), 
iMar.  31,  308. 

City  of  Glasgow  Bill 

/.  l^*  Mar.  30, 1. 

Civil  Disorder 

Military  Assistanco  in  Qnolling,  P(>>»Tn«  of 
Magistrates  as  to— l*n>poMnlM   for  In-, 
quiry. 
Q.    Mr.    Wardle;    A.    Mr.    (JUil 
stone,  Apr,  28,  1003. 
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Civil  Servants*  Socialist  Society 

Public  Demonstration  at  Lambeth  Baths. 
Qs.     Mr.     A.     S.     Wilaon;      As.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  1,  500. 

Civil  Service 

Boy  Clerks — Register  to  JFaoilitate  Outside 
Employment,   proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Hay;    A,     Mr.  Runciman. 
Mar.  31,  323. 

Increment,  Conditions  of  Granting. 
Q.    Mr.  Hay  ;  A.     Mr.  Hobhome,  Apr. 
30,  1410. 
Superannuation,  see  that  title. 
Territorial    Camp   Training   Facilities  for 
Civil  Servants. 

Q.     Sir  W.  Bull;    A.     Mr.  Rimci- 
man,  Apr.  6, 926. 

Civil  Service  Estimates 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Btuldings,  elc. 
—£62.400,  Com.,  Apr.  2, 767. 
Supplementary    Estimate    Presented, 
Mar.  30,  65. 
Horse-racing  Prizes,  Sum  AllooAted  for. 
Q.    Mr.  Ridsdale;    A.     Mr.  Rmiciman, 
Apr.  6,  953. 

Memorandum,  Circulation  of.  *"" 

Q.    Sir  W.  Bull;    A.    Mr.   Rnncimaii, 
Apr.  6,  949. 

Page  69 — Explanation  of  Footnote. 
Q.    Mr.  Cox ;   A.    Mr.  Hobhonse,  Afr. 
30, 1380. 

Printing  of,  Comnlaints  an  to. 
Oa.     Sir  F.  Banbury,  A  pr.  2, 794. 

Public    Building8--£342,900,    Cam.,    Apr. 
2,  731. 

Re-numbering  of  Votes,  proposed. 
Oa.    Mr.    A.    Douglas,    Apr.    2,    716; 
Mr.  Haroourt,  721,  722. 

Revenue  Buildings— £473,000,  Com.,  Apr. 
2,  713. 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Dublin  Co..  N.] 

Kingstown  Piers  Dispute,  Apr.  I,  629'} 
Apr.  2,  769-774,  793;  Apr.  6, 
954-966. 

"Ulster"  Incident,  Apr.  2,  702-704 

National  School  Teaoben*  PMmion  System, 
Apr.  2,  694. 

Post  Office  Stamps — ^Embossing  Faoilities 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  Apr.  2,  606. 


Clanricarde  Estate 

Situation  on. 
Q.    Mr.   J.   Roche;      A.    Mr.   Cherry, 
Apr.  6,  899. 

Clark,  Mr.  G.  [Belfast,  N.] 

Home  Rule— Protests  against  British  Ad- 
ministration, etc..  Mar.  30,  177- 
187. 

Clifford  of  Chndleigh,  Lord 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  U  447- 
452,  463. 
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Clive,  Captain  P.  A.   [Hereford,    Ro88] 

Herefordshire — Exchequer  Grant  to  County 

Council,  Apr.  28,  1071. 
Hop   Industry,  Effect  of   American  Com- 
petition, Apr.  14,  1017. 

Cloch  Point 

Land  Purchased  by  War  Office  and  resold. 
— Annual  Value  for  Rating  . 

Q.     Mr.    J.    D.    White;      A,     Mr. 
Sinclair,  Mar.  31,  208. 

Clogheen 

Labourers  Cottages  Sites. 
Q.     Mr.    Cullinan;     A.      Mr.     Birrell, 
Mar.   30,  64. 

Cloncurry  Estate 

Sale   Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  Lundon;   A.     Mr.  Birrell, -4 pr. 
2,  693. 

Clongh,  Mr.  W,  [Yorks,  W.R..  Skiptonj 
Clubs — Number  struck  off  Register.  Apr, 

14,  d87. 
Elementary    Education        (England    and 

Wales)  Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  2 

700. 
Kirkburton  Grammar  School  Endowment, 

Inquiry  into,  Apr.  29,   1256. 
Selby  and  Woodlands  School  Accommoda- 
tion, Apr.   29,   1253,   1264. 
Yorkshire  West  Riding, 

Licensed  Houses  closed,  Apr.  14, 986. 

New  Schools  projected,  Apr.  29,  1252 

Clubs 

Number  struck  of!  Register. 

Q.     Mr.    Clough;      A.     Mr.   Gladstone, 
Apr.   14,  987. 
North   Camberwell   Radical  Club,   Allega- 
tions  against — Caseof  R.C.Drummond. 
Qa.     Captain  Faber,  Earl  Winterton; 
As.     Mr.  H.  Samuel,  Apr.  30, 
1400. 
Sunday  Entertainments  given  by  Liberals 
and    Radicals. 

Qs.     Viscount    Castlereagh ;        As. 

Sir  W.  Robson,  Apr.  6,  949. 
Q.     Mr.  S.  Roberts;   A.    Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Apr.  28,   1093. 

Clyde  Fisheries 

Seine  Net,  Effect  of  use  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Watt ,  A.     Mr.  Sinclair,  Apr.  6, 
951. 

ClyneS,  Mr.  J.  B,.   [Manchester,    N.E.] 

Battle  Workhouse — Circumstances  of  Can- 
ing Boy.   Mar.  31.  319. 

Licensing  Bill,  Workmen  displaced  by, 
Number  of  and  Pro|>osals  for  Com- 
pensation, Mar.  3U  315. 

Manchester — Licensed  Houses  closed  under 
Act,  Mar.    31,  314. 

Manchester  Unemployed  Demonstration — 
Reduction  of  Sentences  on  Leaders, 
proposed.  Mar.  3L  330;  Apr.  14, 
1018  ;     May  4,  1656. 

Unemployed  Act,  Grants  to  Distress  Com- 
mittees— Views  of  Association  of  Muni- 
cipal Corporations,  Mar.  31,  318,  319. 
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Coal 

Export  Statistics  for  1907. 
Q,    Mr.  H.  Beach  ;  A,  Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
May  4,  1623.  i,^ 

Coal  Kines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

Goyemmont  Proposals. 

Os.  Mr.  Long,  Apr,  14,  1002;  Mi. 
Whiteley,  1003;  Mr.  W.  Abraham, 
1020. 

Q.  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas, ;  A.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Apr.  14,  984. 

Qa.  Captain  Craig,  Mr.  W.  E.  Harvey, 
Mr.  Watt;  As.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
May  4,  1657. 

Protests  against. 
Qa.    Sir  W.  Bull,  Lord  R.  Cecil ;  ^.    Mr. 
Gladstone,  Apr.  6,  935. 

Second  Reading,  Date  of  taking 

Q.  Lord  R.  Cecil ;  A,  Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  28,   1102. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Honrs)  (Ko.  2)  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.  L.  Harris ;  A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Apr.  2,  675. 

Coastgnard  Service 

Fife  Coast,  Changes  contemplated  on. 
Q.     Major  Anstruther-Gray  ;  A,   Mr.  E. 
Robertson,  Mar.  31,  302. 
Stations  with  Crew  of  less  than  Four  Men. 
Qs.      Mr.  Nield  ;  As.     Dr.  Macnamara, 
Apr.  28,  1057. 

Coates,  Maj.  E.  F.  [ixwi^ham] 

Crown  Jewels.  Loss  of— Date  of  Theft, 
Apr.  1,  509. 

Cochrane,  Mr.  T,  H.  [Ayrshire,    N.] 
Children  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  1,  572-578. 
Duke     of     York's     School — Disposal     of 
Chelsea  Site,  Apr.  2,  748,  749. 

Law  Cburts,  New,  Expenditure  on  and 
Situation  of,  Apr.  2,  747. 

Prosecution  of  GflFences  (Amendment) 
Bill — Expenses  Resolution,  Apr.  1, 
633. 

Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  2,  728. 

Shops  Bill,  2r.,  May  1,  1600-1604. 

CollingS,    Et.   Hon.    J.    [Birmingham.    Bor- 
desley] 

Business  of  the  Houj^e — PropcBals  as  to 
Wednesdays  on  which  there  are  no 
Notices  of* Motion,  Apr.  1,  518,  519. 

Holland,  Prevalence  of  Foot  and  Mouth 
Disease  in,  Apr.  2,  684,  C85  ;  Aj^.  29, 
1246. 

Lirensinji  Bill,  2r..  Apr.  2S,  11(^2. 

Milk  Supply 

Import  Statistics  nnd  Inspection,  ./I pr. 

29,  1246,  1247. 
Legislative  Proposals,  Apr.  29,  1234, 

Small  Holdinprs — Charges  included  in  Rent. 
Apr.  2,  685,  686. 
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Mar.  30— Jfay  4. 

Collins,  Hr.  S.  [Lambeth,  Kennington] 

Camborwell  (Peckham)  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion— Dnmkenness  Charges  and  Liquor 
Consumption,  Apr.  2,  673. 

Collins,  Sir  W.  J.  [St.  Pancras,  W.] 

Children  Bill— Establishment  of  Creches, 
Apr,  29,  1242. 

Coroner's  Inquests  —  Proposals  for  In- 
quiry, Apr.  29,  1241. 

Education — Inquiry  into  Voice  Production 
and  Training,  proposed,  Apr.  29,  1251. 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr.  14,  1012. 

London  University,  Accommodation  pro- 
vided for,  Apr.  29,  1267.  1268. 

Royal  College  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland — 
Inclusion  within  New  University,  Apr. 
29,  1261. 

Colonial  Office 

Secretary   of   State — Rt.    Hon.    Earl   of 
Crewe. 

Under  Secretary — Colonel  Seely. 

Documents,  Additional  Rule  for  Disposal 
of. 

Q.       Lord    Balcarres ;      A.       Mr. 
Churchill,  Apr.  6,  931. 

Legal  Appointments — Age  Limit. 

Qe.       Mr.  Watt;  As.       Mr.    Churchill, 
Mar.  31,  307. 

Colonies  and  Protectorates 

[For  Particular  Colonies,  etc.,  see  their 
Names.'\ 

Race  Question  —  Elaboration  of  Imperial 
Scheme  proposed. 

Q.   Captain  Faber;^.  Mr.  Cliurchill, 
Mar.  31,  302. 

Tariflf      Reduction      Proposals      between 

Colonies. 

Q.**.     Mr.  Lamont,  Mr.  L.  Harris,  Sir  G. 

Parker,    Mr.    R.    Duncan.    Mr. 

Mit€hell-Thomson  ;  As.  Colonel 

Seely,  Apr.  28,  1087. 

Committees 

Selection,  Reports  of,  Apr.  6,  883. 
Standing,  Reports  of,  Apr.  6,  883. 

Companies 

Voting  by  Proxy — Limitation  of  Power  of, 
proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  Watt  ;^.  Mr.  Lloyd-Goorge, 
Apr.  6,  941. 

Companies  Consolidation  Bill 

/.  iR.*  Apr.  1,  447. 

Companies  (Winding-up)  Act 

Accounts  Presented,  Apr.  28,  1048. 

Congo  Free  State 

Annexation  by  Belgium — ^Terms  of  Treaty 
of  Cession. 
Qs.     Sir  C.  Dilke,  Sir  £.  Sassoon; 
As.     Sir  E.  Grey,  Apr.  30,  1392. 

Papers,  Date  of  Tabling. 

Qs.     Sir  C.  Dilke,  Sir  G.  Parker;    As. 
Sir  E.  Grey,  Apr.  28,  1089. 
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Constabnlary,  Boyal  Irish 

[See  also  Names  of  Places.] 
Commandant  at  Phoenix  Park,  BegnUtiQii 
as  to  Religion  of. 

Q.     Mr.    J.     O'Donnell;    A.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Apr.  6,  913. 
Duties  under  Health  and  Sanitary  Lavs, 
etc. 

Q.    Mr.  Mukloon  ;     A,  Mr.  Cheny, 
Mar.  31,  325. 

Strength  (1905  and  1908). 

Q.     Mr.  Long ;  A.     Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Apr.  29, 1261. 

Conway  and  Colwyn  Bay  Joint  Water 
Board  BiU 

I.  2b.*  Apr.  1,  445. 


Cooldoney 

Case  of  P.  Reilly. 
Q.  Mr.  Parrell; 
5i,  326. 


A.    Mr.  Cherry,  Mar. 


Corbett,  Mr.  A.  C.  [Glasgow,  Tradeston] 
Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  29,  1329-1333^ 

Corbett,  Mr.  T.  L.  [Down,  N.] 

Ancient  Monuments,  Expenditure  on  Main- 
tenance of,  Apr.  2,  762,  756. 

Camberwell  (Peckham  )Parliamentary  Elcc- 
tion — Drunkenness  Charges  and  Liquor 
Consumption,  Apr.  2,  673. 

Haulbowline  Works,  Granite  used  for, 
Mar.  30,  74. 

Port  Said  Consulate,  Expenditure  on, 
Apr.  2,  797. 

Royal  Lrish  Rifles — Place  of  Training, 
Apr.  1,  491, 492. 

Cordite 

See  under  Explosives. 

Cork 

Post  Office 

American    Mails, 
dealing  with. 

Q.    Mr.    A.    Roche;     A. 
Buxton,  Mar.  30,  57. 
Chief  Clerk,  Duties  of. 
Q.     Mr.  A.  Roche;    A. 
ton,  Apr.  14,  979. 

Overtime  in. 
Q.     Mr.  A.  Roche;    A. 
ton.  Mar.  30,  56. 

Subsistence    Allowance, 
as  to. 

Q.    Mr.    A.    Roche;     A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  14,  981. 

Telegraph  Staff — Increase  proposed. 
Q.    Mr.  A.  Roche;    A.    Mr.  Bux- 
ton, Apr.  14,  981. 

Telegraphic  Delays. 
Q.    Mr.  A.  Roche ;  A.    Bir.  Buxton, 
Apr.  14,  976, 


Arrangements   for 
Mr. 

Mr.  Bux- 

Mr.  Bui- 
Regulations 
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Cornwall,  Ihichy  of 

Lord  Warden— Kt.  Hon.  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh. 

leases,  Compensation  for  Non-renewal  of. 
Q8.     Sir  R.   Cremer ;    As.     Mr.  Runci- 
man,  Sir  H.  Fowler,  Apr.  1,  601. 

Coroners*  Inquests 

Inquiry,  Proposals  for. 

Qs.     Sir   W.   J.   Collins;    As.     Mr.    H. 
Samuel,  Apr.  29,  1241. 

Coroners'  Inquests  Bill 

c.  2r.,  Apr.  3,  861. 

Costs  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill 

c.  2b.,  Apr.  1,  557. 
Rep.*  May  4,  1674. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S.  [Nottingham,  E.] 

Afghanistan — Consent  of  Amir  to  Anglo- 
Russian  Agreement,  Apr.  28,  1083. 
India 

Army— Strength 

Information  given  in  Answer  of 
13  March,  1906,  Apr.  2,  646. 

Report  of  Commission  after  the 
Mutiny,  Apr.  2,  646. 

Statistics   in  Finance  Committee 
Report,  Apr.  2,  645. 
Bengal 

Financial     Effect    of     Partition, 
Apr.  28, 1081, 1082. 

Judicial  Services,  Re -arrangement 
of,  Apr.  6,  910. 

Calcutta — Sentence  on  Boy  for  Throw- 
ing Stone,  Apr.  28, 1084. 

Penal  Code — Interpretation  of  Section 
124  (a),  Mar.  31,  307. 

Whipping  Act  —  Amendment  Pro- 
posals, Apr.  2,  669;  Apr.  28, 
1083. 

County  Courts  Bill 

/.  2b.,   Apr.   2,   636. 

Courthope,  Mr.  G.  L.  [Sussex,  Rye] 

Army     Territorial     Force — Gun    Shields, 
Supply  of,  Apr.  29,  1236. 

Hops— "  Adriatic,"   Cargo,   Apr,   2,   676; 
Apr.   28,    1094. 

Kidneys    imported    from    America,    Boric 

Acid  found  in,  Apr.  2,  653. 
Larceny     Bill — Cause     for     objection     to 

Second  Reading,  Apr.  28,  1100. 
Northamptonshire  Rabies  Outbreak,  Apr 

2,  683. 
Post  Offices,  Provincial — Scale  of  Pay  in, 

Apr.  6,  891. 
Swine     Fever — Result   of    Investigation, 

Apr.   2,   685. 
Tobacco  Samples,  Conditions  of  admitting 

Apr.  1,  520. 
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Courtown  Harbour 


[Oar— Ora 


Improvements,  Decision  as  to. 

Q,    Sir  T.  Esmonde ;     A.    Mr.  T. 
Russell,  Apr.  14,  987. 


W. 


Coventry 

Post  Office  Medical  Officer,  Age  of. 
Q.    Mr.    James    0*Connor;       A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  2,  641. 

Cowan,  Mr.  W.  H.  [Surrey,    Guildford] 

Inland  Revenue— Case  of  F.  Farrington, 
Apr.  2,  698,  699. 

Cox,  Mr.  H.  [Preston] 

Army  Estimates — Figures  given  in  Memor- 
andum, Apr.  29,   1237. 

Canadian  Fisheries,  Vessels  employed  in 
protecting,  Apr.   30,   1384,    1385. 

Civil  Service  Estimates  Page  59 — Explana- 
tion of  Footnote,  Apr,  30,  1380. 

Expenditure,  Suggestions  for  Revising, 
etc..  May  4,  1663,  1664,  1666,  1667. 

Fiscal  Policy — Objections  to  Duties  on 
Manufacturea  Imports,  Mar.  31,  420- 
425. 

Government  Departments — Salaries  of 
Presidents,  May  4,  1667. 

Hop  Industry — Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition, Apr.  14,  1013. 

Jamaica  Bananas,  Subsidy  for,  Api.  6t 
933. 

Law  Courts  Accommodation,  Proposals 
for  Increasing,  Apr,  2,  698. 

Navy 

Battleships — Annual   Cost,   Mar,   30, 
60,  7^ 

Torpedo    Boats — Annual   Cost,    Mar. 
30,  60,  75. 

Torpedo     Boat     Destroyers — Annual 
Cost,  Mar.  30,  60,  75. 

Post  Office  Employees  in  Territorial  Force 
— Regulations  as  to  leave,  Apr.  28, 
1097. 

Shops  Bill,  2b.,  May  1,  1581-1588. 

South  African  War  Debt,  Amount  of,  etc.. 
May  4,  1664. 


Sugar 

Duty — Abolition 
897. 


proposed,    Apr.  6, 
(1898-1908),     Apr. 


Price — Statistics 
30,   1382. 

Telegraph  and  Telephone  Services  Accounts 
—Work  of  Committee,  Apr  2,  678. 

Craig,  Captain  J.  [Down,  E.] 

Army 

Royal  Irish  Rifles — Piece  of  Training, 
Apr,  1,  491,  492. 

Special  Reserve — Rrcruiting  Stnlistice, 
Apr.  1,  490. 

Territorial    Force — Effet^   of   Scheme 
upon  Irelind,  Apt.  2,  065. 
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Mar.  ^O-^May  4 
Craig,  Captain  J.—cont 

Ballintubber  United  Irish  League,  Resolu- 
tion against  Migrants,  Apr.  1,  504. 

Ballot  Act  (1872)  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill, 

2r.,  Apr.  3,  879. 
Belfast — Case  of  A.  Jennings,  May  4,  1626. 

Bushmills  Post  Office— Case  of  Mr.  M'Fall, 

Apr.  2,  666 ;  Apr.  30,  1413. 
Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Proposals 

as  to.  May  4,  1657. 
Dillon  Estate— Price  obtained  for  Lough 

Glynn  House,  Apr.  28,  1101. 
Bysart — Assault   on    IVIr.    C.    G.    Mahon, 

May  4,  1629. 
Ennis — Case  of  M.  Burke,  Apr.  7,  604. 

Galway— Trial  of  J.   and   P.    Joyce  and 

J.  Walsh,  Apr.  1,  513. 
Lrish      Universities      Bill — ^Abandonment* 

proposed,  May  4,  1628. 

Militia 

Lrish  Battalions — ^Recruiting  Statistics 

Apr.  1,  490. 
Movements  contemplated  under  New 
Scheme,  Apr.  2.  664,  665. 

Motors — Restriction    of    Excessive    Speed 
on  Public  Roads,  Apr.  2,  678. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  3,  818- 

830,  851. 
Porter  and  Crosbie  Estate — Sale  proposals, 

Apr.  28,  1101. 
Post    Office  —  Ex-Soldiers,    Examinations 

for  Sorterships,  etc.,  Apr.  28,  1066. 

Prosecution  of  OCences  (Amendment)  Bill, 
Com.,  Apr.  1,  546. 
Expenses    Resolution,    Apr.    1,    630- 
633. 

Sligo  Board  of  Guardians — Speech  of  Mr. 
J   Gilmartin,  May  4,  1629. 

Tulsk— Speech  by  Mr.  J.  Keaveney,  May 
4,  1630. 

Union  Jaok,  Display  of,  on  School  Build- 
ings, Mar.  30,  101. 

Craig,  Mr.  C.  C.  [Antrin  ,  S.] 

Ballaghadalla  Cattle-drive   on  20th  inst.. 

Mar.  30,  103. 
BallinbuU   Cattle-drive,    20th   inst..    Mar. 

30,  103. 
Blake    Estate — Case    of   J.    Bermingham, 

Mar.  30,  102. 
Glcnahiery  Explosion 

Bias tinjT. powder  nn'l  Fuse,  Police 
Knowledge  of  Purchase  of,  Apr. 
1,  510,  511,  512. 
Circumstances  of  —  Public  Inquiry 
upon  Oath,  proposed,  Apr.  1, 
618-620. 
Document    Produced    at    Waterford 

Assizes,  Mar.  30,  104,  105. 
Insinuations   against   Lord   Ashtown» 

Apr.  1,  512. 
Preston,     District-Inspector  —  Report 
of ,  ^far.  50,  68  ;    .4  pr.  1,  617-619. 
Walsh  Case,  Apr.  1,  620. 
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Craig,  Mr.  C.  Q,—<iont. 

Irish  Universities  Bill*  Iniro.f  Mar.  31, 
396^99. 

Linen,  Irish  Hand- Woven — ^Protection  ot 

Mar.  30,  99,  100. 
Lunatics,   Maintenance   of  Mar.  30,  106. 

Parliamentary  Procedure— Member  named 
by  the  Speaker,  Mar.  30,  184. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2s.,  Apr.  3,  846- 
860. 

Post  Office  Mail  Service^ — Canadian  Coo- 
tract,  May  4,  1660. 

Craik,  Sir  H.  [Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Uni. 
versities] 
Children  Bill,  2b,.,  Apr,  1, 587-5S9. 

Education    (Scotland)    Bill   —   Ptopotth 

for  Printing,  Apr.  2,  689. 
Indian  Education   System — ^Inquiry  into, 

proposed,  Apr.  29,  1361-1366. 

Motor-Omnibuses 

Noise    and    Vibration*    Standaid  for 
limiting,  Apr.  2,  674. 

Police  Duties  with  regard  to,  Apr.  30, 

1399,  1400. 
Regulations  for  Inapeotion  and  Choice 

of  Route,  Mar.  31,  316,  317. 

Cremer,  Sir  W.  R.  [Shoredltch,  HaggerttOD] 
Cornwall,  Duchy  of  —  Compensation  for 
Non- Renewal  of  Leases,  Apr.  1, 601. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners*  Leases,  Lia- 
bility for  Compensation  on  Non- 
Renewal  of,  Apr.  28,  1059,  1099. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  May  4,  1725-1732, 
1776. 

Woods  and  Forests,  CommiBsioiiers  of  — 
Compensation  for  Non-Renewal  of 
Leases,  Apr.  1,  502. 

Crewe,  Earl  of— Secretary   of    SUUefor  Ae 
Coloniea. 

Easter  Recess  —  Adjournment  Bx>po6ali, 
Mar.  30,  63. 

Elementary  Education  (TgngTi^^  and 
Wales)  Bill,  2b.,  Mar.  30,  3^-40, 48. 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1, 
460-463. 

Naval  Repairs  —  Return  as  to  Ezpendituro 
on  Battleships  and  Cruisers  launched 
since  January,  1898,  Apr.  i,  467. 

Criminal  Appeal 

Rules  (1908)— Copy  Presented,  Apr.  2, 
641 ;  Apr.  6,  882. 

Criminal  Appeal  Act 

Shorthand  Writers'  Fees. 
Q.    Mr.    J. ft M.0 Robertson;      A.    lir. 
Hobhouso,  May  4,  1662. 
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Criminal  Prooedore 

Minimum    Penalty   for   certain    Offences, 
Fixing  of,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.    Homiman ;      A,    Mr.    H. 
Samuei;  Apr.  29,  1243. 

Criminal  Procedure  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 


Mr.   Younger; 
Apr.  28,  lOeO. 


A.    Mr.  T.  Shaw, 


Croker  Estate 

Case  of  Mr.  Power. 
Q,    Mr.  Lundon;   A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Apr. 
2,  692. 

Crookenden  and  Casey  Estate 

Sheriffs*  Visit  to  Tenants,  Cause  of. 

Q.    Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;    ^.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Mar.  30,  108. 

Crooks,  Mr.  W.  [Woolwich] 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  30,  1499-1508. 

Sleeping-out  —  Police  Instructions  for 
dealing  with  Offenders,  Apr.  30,  1399. 

Unemployed  Demonstration  at  Manchester, 
Sentence  on  Leaders,  Apr.  14,  1019. 

War  Office  Storehouse  Clerks,  Pay  of,  Apr. 
30,  1386. 

Woolwich  Arsenal  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment— Wages  of  Packers,  Mar.  30,  69. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act — Physical 
Defects  in  Workman,  Effect  on  In- 
surance Schemes,  Apr.  30,  1404. 

Cross,  Viscount 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  1, 462. 

Crown  and  Quit  Bents 

Redemption  of  Quit  Rents — Rules  imder 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887. 

Q,     Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;   A.     Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Apr.  28,  1069. 

Crown's  Hominee  Account 

Abstract  (1907)  Presented,  Apr.  2,  640. 

Cullinan,  Mr.  J.  [Tipperary,  S.] 

Clogheen  Labourers*  Cottages  Sites,  Mar. 
30,^. 

Conagunneen 

Postal  Facilities. 
Q,    Mr.  K.  O'Brien ;    A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
Mar.  30,  63. 

Corran,  Mr.  P.  [Durham,  Jarrow] 

Navy  Shipbuilding  Programme — Probable 
Effect  of  Lock-out  in  the  Trade,  Apr. 
28,  1074. 

Customs  and  Excise 

Port  Clerkships,  Information  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.    Alden;       A.     Mr.    Runciman, 
Mar.  31,  296. 
Second  Class  Lower  Section  Clerks,  Increase 
of  Salary  of. 

Q.     Colonel  Seely;  A,     Mr.  Runci- 
man»  Apr.  6.  B91. 
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Cyprus 

Affairs — Correspondence    presented,    A  pr. 
27,  1025. 

Archbishopric,    Appointment    to. 

Q.     Mr.    Yoxall;       A.     Colonel    Seely, 
May  4,  1633. 

Dairies,  Cowsheds  and  Milkshops  (Ire- 
land) Order 

Grant  for  giving  Effect  to,  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Barrie ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Apr. 
28,  1063. 

Dartford  Oas  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Apr.  1,  472. 

3b*.,  Apr.  6,  886. 

/.  IR*.,  Apr.  6,  881. 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of 

Army    Territorial    Force 

Establishment  Grant — Basis  of  Pay- 
ment, Mar.  31,  263. 

Horses,  Provision  of  on  Mobilisation, 
Mar.  31,  248,  260. 

Ranges,    Regulations   as   to   Transfer 

or    Abandonment    of.    Mar.    31, 

248,  250. 
Recriiting,  Assistance  to  be  given  by 

Military    Authorities,    Mar.    31, 

248. 

Supplemental,  Provision  for.  Mar.  31, 
248,  249. 

"  Unit,"  Deflnition  of.  Mar.  31,  248, 
260. 

Dartrey  Estate 

Case  of  J.   McKenna. 

Q.     Mr.     Lardner;        A.     Mr.     Birrell, 
Apr,   1,  606. 

Davies,  Mr.  W.  H,  [Bristol,  S.] 

Bristol  Post  Office,  Expenditure  on,  Apr. 
2,  723. 

Davoren  Estate 

Sale   Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  Farrell;    A.    Mr.  Cherry,  J/ar. 
31,  327. 

Daylight  Saving  Bill 

Select  Committee  nominated,  Apr.  28: 
1106. 

De  Montalt  Estate 

Untenanted  Land,  Disposal  of. 

Q.     Mr.  K.  O'Brien;      A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Apr.  6,  915. 

Death  Duties 

Agreement  with  France  presented,  Apr. 
27,  1025. 

Deaths 

Ireland — Return  as  to  Deaths  from  Alcohol 
and  Tuberculosis  presented,  May  4, 
1618. 

Scotland^Annual  Report  presented.  Mar. 
SO,  2. 


Def- Doo] 


Defence  of  the  Empire 

Army  Transport  by  Sea  during  War  Time. 
Q,     Mr.  Holt ;   A,     Mr.  MoKenna,  May, 
4,  1639. 

Delany,  Mr.  W.  [Queen's  County,  Oasory] 

Agriculture  Department  Salaries,  Increase 
in  Estimate  for,  Apr,  14,  984. 

Burrows  Estate — Disposal  of  Farrell's 
Farm,  Mar,  30,  69. 

Lyster  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Oflfer 
for— Case  of  W.  Phelan.  etc..  Mar,  31, 
328. 

Westmeath — Case  of  Mrs.  M.  Wilson, 
Apr,  6,  916. 

White  Estate,  Sale  Proiwsals,  Mar.  31,  327. 

Denman,  Lord 

Art  Galleries — Reason  for  not  opening  on 
Sunday  from  November  to  March, 
Mar.  31,  259,  262. 

Denmark 

Bacon,  Diseased,  Restrictions  on  Export  of* 
Q.     Mr.    L.    Hardy ;      A.     Mr.    Bums, 
Mar.  30,  91. 

Finances — Report  presented,  A  pr.  2,  634. 

Derby  Gas  Bill 

I,  2e*,  Apr.  1,  445. 
Bep*,  Apr.  14,  961. 

Derbyshire 

^West)  Parliamentary  Election — New  Writ 
issued,  Apr.  6,  883 ;  New  Member 
Sworn,  Apr.  28,  1105. 

Devlin,  Mr.  J.  [Belfa^st,  W.] 

Belfast 

Health  Commission  Report,  Date  of 
I J  Issuing,  etc..  Mar,  30,  107  ;    May 

i,   1631. 

Hem-stitching  Factory  Workers,  Sum- 
mons against,  Apr,  6,  909. 

Post  Office  New  Building,  Proposals 
for,  Apr,  2,  697. 

Unemployment    Statistics,    Mar.  30, 
71. 
)5elfast  Union,  Labourers*  Cottages  Appli- 
cations, Delay  as  to,  Apr,  2,   692. 

Labourers*  Cottages,  Applications  for.  May 
4,  1632. 

Lurgan — Proposals  for  Relief  of  Distress, 
Mar.  30,  70. 

Milk  Supply — Adoption  of  Local  Regula- 
tions, Apr.  1,  505. 

Portadown — Proposals  for  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress, Mar.  30,  70. 

Post  Office — Case  of  D.  J.  Long,  Apr,  6, 

943. 
Tuberculosis  among  Children,   Prevalence 

of,  Apr,  i,  480. 

Dewsbnry 

Parliamentary  Election — Now  Writ  issued, 
Apr,  14,  966;  Now  Member  Sworn, 
Apr,  28,  1105. 
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Dickinson,  Mr.  W.  H.  [St.  Pancrss,  N.] 


Dog  Tax  Payment  by  Dealers,  Apr.  27, 
1029. 

Dickson-Poynder,  Sir.  J.  IWUtshire,  Chip. 

penham] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  28,  117^1180. 

Dilke,  At.  Hon.  Sir  C.  W   [Glouoestershire, 
Forest  of  Dean] 
Congo  Free  State 

Annexation    by    Belgium — ^Terms  of 

Treaty  of  Cession  Apr.  30  1382. 

Papers,  Date  of  Tabling,  Apr.  28, 1089. 

Indian  Railway  Extension  to  Afghan 
Frontier,  Apr,  29,   1238,    1239. 

Natal  Negotiations  with  Argentina,  In- 
formation as  to,  Apr   3,  811. 

Notices  of  Motion  Ballot  for,  Apr,  14, 1001. 

Shops  Bill  2k.  May  1,  1534-1543,  1545- 
1549,  1565,  1566,  1584,  1686,  1587, 
1594,  1597,  1598. 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  E.] 

Glenaheiry  Explosion,  Circumstances  of— 
Public  Inquiry  upon  Oath  proposed, 
Apr.  1,  625.  *^ 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  Intro,,  Mar.  3L 
360-367,  375. 

Dillon  Estate 

Cardenstown  Farm,  Disposal   of. 
Q,    Mr.  Sheehy;   A.    Blr^  BineU,  Apr, 
28,  1066. 

Lough  Glynn  House,  Price  obtained  for. 
Q,    Captain  Craig;  A.  Blr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Apr,  28,  llOL 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Boildingt 

Expenditure  on. 
Os,    Mr.  Haroourt,  Apr,  2,  762;    Mr. 
Bowles,  762,  763;    Mr.  Harmood- 
Banner,  766. 


Docks 


Accidents,  Inquiry  into. 
Q,     Mr.  J.  Ward;    A. 
Mar,  30,  88. 


Bfr.  Gladstone, 


Dog  Tax 

Dealers,  System  of  Taxing. 
Q.    Mr.   Dickinson;    A,    Mr.   Asquith, 
Apr,  27, 1029. 

Donelan,  Captain  A.  J.  C.  [C^rk,  £.] 

Home  Rule — Protests  aganst  British  Ad- 
ministration, etc..  Mar,  30,  198-200. 

Donoughmore,  Earl  of 

Army   Territorial    Force— Artillery,    Bsti 
mated  Cost  of,  Apr.  1,  471. 


Doongeelagh  Estate 

Memorial  as  to  Purchase  of. 
g     Mr.     O'Dowd;      A. 
Mar.  30,  6L 


Mr.     Biirell» 
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Doughty,  Sir  G.  [Great  Giimsby] 

Elem'^ntarv  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr,  14,  1002, 
1003. 

Donglat,  St.    Hon.    A.    A.    [Kent,   St 

Augustine's] 

Admiralty — OfiBicial  Residences  for  First 
Lord  and  First  Sea  Lord,  Progress 
made  with,  Apr,  2,  731,  732. 

Army — Disposal  of  St.  George's  Barraoks, 
Apr.  2,  732. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Apr,  30 » 
1416. 

Civil  Service  Estimates — Re-numbering 
of  Votes,  proposed,  Apr,  2,  716. 

Death  of  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Apr,  27,  1036-1038. 

Dover  Castle — Use  as  OfiBicial  Residence 
by  the  Warden,  Apr.  2,  734,  736. 

Duke  of  York's  School 

Furniture  removed  to  Dover,  Estimate 
for,  Apr.  2,  734. 

New  Buildings,  Date  of  Transfer  to, 
^pr.2,734. 

Law  Courts,  New,  Ex^nditure  on  and 
Situation  of,  Apr.  2,  733. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  ^pr.  30, 1434. 

Referring  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  May  4,  1669. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross — Date  of  Opening, 

Apr.  2,  731. 
National  Gallery  Extension,  Proposals  as 

to,  Apr.  2,  732. 

Post  OflBce 

Coal,  Estimate  for,  ^pr.  2,  717. 

General   Post   OfiBice   New   Buildings, 
Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2,  716. 

Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  2,  716, 

717. 
Stationery  OflBce  Warehouse,  Expenditure 

on,  Apr.  2,  734. 
Walmer  Castle,  Maintenance  of,  Apr.  2, 

734. 
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Mar,  30  -A/a^  4. 

Dromkeerin 


[Don— Dnk 


OflBcial    Residence    by  the 


Dover  Castle 

Use    of,    as 
Warden. 

08.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr,  2,  734, 
736  ;  Mr.  Haroourt,  736. 


Dover  Graving  Docks  Bill 

c.  Sep.*  Apr.  2,  638. 
Con.*  Apr.  14,  967. 

Down 

(West)  Parliamentary  Election- 
ber  sworn.  Mar.  30,  112. 

Draycott  Oas  Bill 

c.  Con.*  Apr.  6,  886. 
3r.*  Apr,  27,  1021. 
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Estate  of  Mrs.  Tate,  Miss  Rutledge  and 
Mr.  M'Loughry,  Sale  of. 
Q.     Mr.   Meehan ;  A.     Mr.  Cherry, 
Apr.  6,  900. 

Dmnkennesfl 

Convictions  in  England  and  Wales  (1905-7) 
Q,    Sir  H.  Kimber  ;  A,     Mr.  Gladstone, 
May  4,  1623. 

Dn  CrOS.  Mr.  A.  [Hastings] 

Germany — Conditions  and  Cost  of  Living  in, 
Date  of  publishing  Report,  Mar.  40, 
89. 

Dublin 

Crown  Jewels,  Loss  of,  see  under  Ireland. 

Government  Employees,  Wages  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Field ;       A.     Mr.    Runciman, 
Apr.  14,  992. 

Kingstown,  see  that  title. 

Post  Office — Case  of  J.  Koenan. 

Q.     Mr.    Nannetti ;      A.     Mr.    Buxton, 
Mar.  30,  68. 


Dublin  and  Central 
Power  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  Apr.  1,  472. 


Ireland   Electric 


Dublin  and  South  Eastern  Railway  Bill 

c.  3r.*  Mar.  30,  64. 
I.  iR.*  Mar.  31,  245. 

Dudley 

Post  Office — Wages  of  Employees. 

Qs.  Mr.  Staveley-Hill ;    As.  Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  2,  641. 

Duffy,  Mr.  W.  J.  [Galway,  S.] 

Tiemey,  M.,  Case  of,  Apr.  6,  906. 

Duke  of  Tork's  School 

Administration  of  Estate. 
Q.     Mr.  Homiman ;    A.     Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  27,  1031. 

Chelsea  Site,  Disposal  of. 
Os.  Mr.  S.  Wortley,  Apr.  2,  737  ;  Mr. 
Harcourt,  737,  742,  749;  Major 
Anstruther-Grav,  740,  743;  Mr. 
Cochrane,  748,  749  ;  Lord  Balcarres, 
760. 

Funds  for  Acquisition  of  Sites,  etc..  Origin 
of. 

Q.     Mr.  Homiman ;    A.     Mr.  Hal- 
dane, Apr.  27,  1030. 

Furniture    removed    to    Dover,    Estimate 
for. 

08.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2,  734. 

New  Buildings,  Date  of  Transfer  to. 
Os.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2,  734  ;    Mr, 
Harcourt,  736. 

New  Site,  Information  as  to. 

Q,    Mr.  Hart- Da  vies  ;  A,     Mr.  Haldane, 
Mar.  30,  62. 


Dun— Edn] 
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Duncan)  Mr.  C.  [Barrow-in-Furaess] 

Coroners*  Inquests'  Bill,  2e.,  Apr.  3,  870- 
878. 

Duncan)     Mr.     [Lanarkshire,  Govan] 

Camberwell  (Peckharn)  Parliamentary 
Kleotion  Expenditure,  Legality  of — 
Inquiry  proposed.  Mar.  30.  97. 

Colonies,  Tariff  Hoduotion  Proposals  be- 
tween, Apr.  28y  1087. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill — Statements  made  by  President 
of  Board  of  Trade,  Apr.  30,  1414. 

Dundalk  Urban  District  Council  Bill 

c.  Rp.*  Apr.  2.  038. 
Con.*  Apr.  27.  1021. 
3R.*  Apr.  30,  1373. 

Dundee 

Post  Office — Wage-*  of  Employees. 

Q.     Mr.  Wilkie  ;  .4.     Mr.  Buxton,  Apr. 
2.  643. 

Dutton  8  Blackburn  Brewery 

Re-flotation,     (-onneotion     of     Patronage 

Secretary  with. 

Oi.      Mr.  G.  Faber,  Apr.   30.  1421, 

1422;      Mau     4.      1670;      Mr. 

Speaker.  1671  ;  Mr.  G.  Whiteley, 

1671-1674. 

Dysart 

Assault  on  Mr.  C  0.  Mahon. 

Q.'j^  ('aptain  Craig  ;  A.    Mr.  Birrell,  May 
4.  1629. 

Ealing 

(iJounty  C-ourt  Business,  Facilities  for  Trans- 
acting. 

Q.     Mr.  Xield  ;  A.     Sir  W.  Robson, 
Apr.  2.  686. 

Earthenware  and  China 

Lead- poisoning    Committee,     Conbtitution 


of. 


Q.     Mr,  Wedgwood  ;  A. 
stone,  Apr.  6,  937. 


Mr.  Glad- 


Easington  and  Eilnsea 

Coast     Erosion,     Measures    necessary    to 
chork. 

Qs.      Mr.  A.  S.  Wilson  ;  As.      Mr. 
Kearley,  Apr.  29,  1243. 

Easter  Recess 

AdjournnKMit  Proposals. 

Os.     Marciuess   of    Lansdowne,  Earl   of 

(Vewc,  Mar.  30.  52. 
Q.    Mr.  Ree.^  ;  .1.    Mr.  Asquith,  Mar.  30, 
110. 
Motion  for  Adjournment  (Mr.  Whiteley,  Mr. 
Siwaker),  Apr.  14.  10(K),  1001. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 

Lc\s*M.   L"abilitv    for     Compensation     on 
N>n-rcnewil  •■'. 

Qs.        Si**  R.   (*re"»ier  ;  As. 


Tomkinson, 
1099. 


Mr. 
Apr,     28,     1059, 
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Edinburgh 

Law  Courts,  Expenditure  on. 
Os.    Mr.  Morton.  Apr.  2.  746. 

Edinburgh  Corporation  (Tramways,  etc) 
Order  Confirmation  Bill 

c   iR.*  Apr.  27,  1022. 

Education,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  W-  Runciman. 

Parliamentary  Secretary — Mr.    T.   McK. 
Wood. 

Le^al  Advisers,  Duties  and  Salaries  of. 
Qs.    Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  As.    Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr.  6,  946. 

Education  (England  and  Wales) 

[For  Particul&r  Places  see  Iheir  Names.] 
Averafire   of   Attendance  and   Number  of 
School  Places  in  1907. 

Q.  Mr.  l^ne-Fox;  ^.  Mr. McKenna. 
Apr.  1,  600. 

Code,  Date  of  Presenting. 

Q.     Sir  F.  Powell ;  A.      Mr.  MoKenni. 
Mar.  30,  94. 

Coins    imitated   in     Silvered    CardboarJ. 
Insfrription  on. 

Q.    Mr.  Bottomley  ;  A.    Mr.  Runi- 
man,  Apr.  29,   1251. 

Local     Committee     Members     actios    a 
Maocistrates. 

Qs.   Mr.  Bowie '. ;     As.  Sir  W.  Rob- 
son,  Apr.  C,  948. 

Mo:H(;al  Inspection — Tabling  Statement  a« 
to  Cost,  proposed. 

Q.       Mr.  H.  P.  Pease;    .4.      Mr. 
Runciman,   Apr.   29.   1255. 

School  Building  Grants — Stat^m'»nt  ns  to 
Applications  received,  Pros.Mited. 
^pr.  7:^,962,974. 

Secondary  Schools — Regulations  Predent^-", 
Apr.  14,  962,  974. 

Teachers  Registration  Council 

Position    of    Registrar    under    New 
Scheme. 

Q.      Sir  P.  Magnm  ;  A.     Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  2,  683. 
Proposals  as  to. 

Q.     Sir     P.     Magnus;  ,  A.    Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  2,  683. 

Training — Preliminary  Education  Regnli* 
tions  Presented,  Apr.  14,  963,  975. 

Training    Colleges*    Religious    InstmcUon 
given  in. 

Qs.      Lord    R.     Cecil;     As.    Mr. 

McKenna,  Apr.2,^i^\  Apr.  6, 

947. 

Voice   Production  and  Training,  Inquiry 

into,  proposed.  \ 

Q.       Sir  W.  J.  Collins;   A.      Mr. 

Runciman,  Apr.  29,  1251. 

Education  (Ireland) 

[For  Piitl^u^ar  Places,  see  tieir  yomes 
Grant,  P'-oposf^^s  for  Inomang. 
Q.]r.     Mr.  J.  Murphy,  Mr.  J.  Bal^mid; 
\    As.    Mr.  BiinoimAii»  .^jr.  tf.  96\ 
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Ednoation  (Ireland)-^on^. 

Intermediate 

Report  Presented,  Apr.  27,  1025. 

Rules 

Amendment,   Proposals  for  Con- 
ference on. 

Q.  Mr.  0*Malley;^.  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  Apr. 
29.  1260. 

Opportunity  for  Discussing. 
Q.     Mr.  0*Malley  ;  A.     Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell,  Apr.  29,  1269. 

King's  Scholars  Trained  (1900-6). 

Q.     Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.     Mr.  Birrell. 
Mar.  30,  106. 

National  School  Teachers'  Pension  System. 
Q.    Mr.  Clancy  ;  A.     Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  2,  694. 

Rule  1276,  Accommodation  required  by. 
Q.  Mr.  Sloan ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Apr.  2 
658. 
Tuberculosis    among  Children,  Prevalence 
of. 

Q.  Mr.    Devlin;       A.  Mr.    Birrell, 
Apr.  1,  480. 

Union  Jack,  Display  of,  on  School  Build- 
ings. 
Qs.  Captain  Craig ;   As.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Mar.   30,   101. 

Ednoation,  Scotland 

Vice-President  of  the  Council— Rt.  Hon. 
J.   Sinclair. 

[For  Particular  Places,  see  their  Names.] 

General  Reports  (1907)  Presented,  Apr.  14, 
963,  973 ;  Apr.  29,  1232 ;  Maj  4, 
1618. 

Legislative   Proposals. 
Os.  Mr.  A.  Bryce,  Apr.  14,  1014. 

Nature  Study  and  Science  Teaching — 
Memorandum  Presented,  -.4pr.  6,  882, 
890. 

Secondary  Schools  Grants — Rogulatious 
Presented,    Apr.    27,    1024. 

Training  Regulations  Presented,  Apr.  14^ 
903,   973. 

Edncation   (Consolidation   and  Amend- 
ment) Bill 

c.   IR.*  Ajtr.  30,   1418. 

Edncation  (Provision  of  Meals)  Act 

Number    of    Children    Fed    during    Wonk 
ended   Slst   March — Comparison   with 
Berlin  Schools. 
Q.  Mr.  Haddock;  A.  Mr.  MrKenna, 
Mar.  31.  321. 

Edncation  (Scotland)  Bill 

Memorandum      Explanatory,      Presented, 

May  1,  1533. 
Printing,  Proposals  for. 
Qs.  Sir   H.    Craik;      As.  Mr.    Sinclair, 
Apr.  2,  689. 
Women  Voters,  Effect  on  Position  of. 
Q,  Mr.  Watt;    A.  Mr.  Sinclair,  Apr.  1, 
603. 

YQU  CLXXXVII.  [FQuaT^  Series.] 


EdwardSf  Mr.  A.  C.  [Denbigh  District] 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr.   14,   1016. 

Bgypt 

Administration,     Competence  of  Khedive 
to  make  Changes  in. 

Q.  Mr.   Kettle;      A.  Sir  E.   Grey, 
Apr.  2,  645. 

Admiralty  Dredgers,  Period  of  Lending. 
Q.  Mr.    Bellairs;       A.   Mr.    McKenna. 
Apr.  30,  1382. 

Animals,  Protection  of,  against  Cruelty. 
Q.  Mr.   J.   M.   Robertson;     A.  Sir  E. 
Grey,  Apr.  2,  672. 

British  Advisers,  Powers  and  Duties  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Kettle ;     A.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Apr.  2, 
672. 

Consulate  Buildings  in. 

Os.  Mr.  H.  Beach,  Apr.  2,  758;     Mr. 
Fell,  759 ;    Mr.  Harcourt,  762. 

Crime,  Proposals  for  Dealing  with  Increase 
in. 

Q.  Mr.  J.  M.   Robertson ;     A.  Sir 
E.  Grey,  Apr.  30,  1396. 

Finances,    Administration,    etc. — Reports 
Presented,  Apr.   30,   1377. 
Q.  Mr.  J.  M.   Robertson;     A.  Sir 
E.  Grey,  Apr.  30,  1396. 

Mecca  Pilgrims,  Measures  for  Safeguarding. 
Q.  Mr.  Wedgwood  ;    A.  Mr.  Runciman, 
Mar.  30,  87. 

Egyptian  Guaranteed  Loan  of  1885 

Accounts  Presented,  Apr.  14,  966,  975. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)  BiU 

c.  lE.*  Apr.  29,  1225. 

Electric   Lighting   Provisional    Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill 

c.  lE.*  Apr.  29,  1225. 

Elementary    Edncation    (England  and 
Wales)  Bill  [h.l.j 

/.  2r.,  Mar.  30,  3. 

Clause    3,    Sub-section    3,    Transfers    Per- 
mitted by. 
Q.  Mr.    Xield  ;      A.  Mr.  M':^Konua. 
Apr.  2,  655. 

Government  'Proposals  as  to. 

Os.  Sir  G.  Doughty,  Apr.  14,  1002, 
1003;      Mr.    C.    Hay,    Mr.    G. 
Whiteley,   Apr.    28,    1224. 
Q.  Mr.     Clough,     Mr.     Lane-Fox  ; 
As.  Mr.  Asquith,  Apr.  2,  700. 
Statements  made  by  Mr.  Churchill. 
Qs.  Mr,    Lyttelton,    Mr.    W.    Long, 
Mr.    R.    Duncan;       As.      Mr. 
Asquith,  Apr.   30,   1413. 
Grants  included  in  Estimate. 
Q.  Mr.  Nield;  A,  Mr.  McKenna,  Apr,  2 
654.  ' 

Headmasters  of  abandoned  Schools,  Posi- 
tion of. 

9.  Sir  G.   S.   Robertson;      ^.  Mr 
McKenna,    Mar.    31,   321. 
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Elementary  Education    (England    and 
Wales  BUD—cont. 

Second  Reading,  Bate  of  Taking. 

Q.  Mr.    Biidgeman ;      A,  Mr.    Asquith, 
Mar.  31,  330. 
Teachers — Power  to  Comi)el  to  give  Re- 
ligions Instruction. 
Q3.     Colonel    Wardo  ;       A  a.     Mr. 
McKenna,  Mar.  30,  61,  93, 

Ellenborongh,  Lord 


INDEX.  [Vd.l87. 

Mar.  30— May  4. 

Estates  of  Deceased  Persons 


Convention  with  France  as  to. 
Q.     Colonel  Lookwood  ;  A.     Mr.  Rund- 
man,  Apr.  6,  896. 

EvanSi  Sir  S.  T,—^olieUor-General  [Glamor- 

gan.  Mid.] 

Costs  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  2b.,  Jpr.  I, 
667,  669. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.  Apr.  29^  1284^1297. 
Naval  Repairs — ^Retum  as  to  Expenditure  ■  Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Aoti  1907 

on  Battleships  aiid  Cruisers  If  unched  Treasury  Regulations  Prtsented,  Apr.  2$, 

since  January  1898,  Apr.  1,  466-468.  j  iq^       *  '^ 

Ellis.  Et  Hon.  J.E.  [Nottingham,  RushcUfife]  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department 


Home  Rule — Protests  against  British  Ad 
ministration,  etc..  Mar.  30,  205 — 210. 

Natal — Trial  of  Dinizulu,  Charges  and 
Procedure,  Mar.  31,  310,  312;  Apr. 
29,   1239,  1240. 

Railway  Employment  (Prevention  of  Acci- 
dents) Act,  1900 

Appointments    and    Inquiries    under 
and   Rules   formulated,   Apr.    2, 
649,  650. 
Railways — Reports  on 

Automatic  Couplings,  Apr.  2,  G49. 

Ely  Estate 

Case  of  J.  Keating. 

Q.     Mr.    Ffrench;        A.     Mr.     Birrell, 
May  4,  1630. 

Enfield 

Vaccine  Station  at. 
Os.     Mr.  Lupton,  A  pr.  2,  757. 

Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons  in  Charge) 
(So.  2)  Bill 

f.  iR.*  Apr.  28,  1106. 

Ennis 

('as<'  of  y[.  Burke. 

Q.     Captain    C^aig ;       A.     Mr.    Birrell. 
Apr.  1,  504. 

Erasmus  Smith's  Schools  Estate 

Sale  Proposals 

Q.     Mr.  Lundon  ;  -4.    Mr.  Birrell,  Apr  2, 
()93. 

ErroU,  Earl  of 

Army  Territorial   For(;e  Artillery 
Kstirnalcd  Cost  of,  Apr.  1,  470. 
Value  as  a  Fighting  Force,  Apr.  1,  47(! 

Esmonde,  Sir  T.  G.  [Wexford,  N.] 

Courtown  Harbour  Improvements,  Decision 
as  to,  Apr.   14,   987. 

Essex,  Mr.  E.    W,  [Gloucestershire,   Ciren- 
cester] 

Castle  Morton  Schoolhouse,  Use  of,  for 
Political   Gathering,  Apr.   1,  494. 

Esslemont,  Mr.  G.  B    [Abcrdeon,    S] 

Railways — Caledonian  and  North  liritish 
('oiTi})anies,  Agreement  between,  J/^r. 


Assistant  Comptroller,  Qualifications  of. 
Q.    Mr.    Field;       A.     3rlr.    RuncinuD. 
Apr.  14,  991. 

Case  of  Mr.  Gleadowe. 
Q.     Mr.    Field;       A.     Mr.    Runoiman, 
Apr.  2,  648. 
Colonial    Audit    Branch,     Conditions  of 
Appointment   to. 

Q^.    Mr.  Field;     As.     Blr.  Runci. 
man,  Apr.  6,  900. 

Comptroller  and  Auditor-General,  Age  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Field;       A.     Mr.    Runcinum. 
-4pr.  14,  991. 

Duplicate  Books  kept  in. 
Q.     Mr.    Field ;       A .     Mr.    Rum'iman, 
.4pr.  6,  908. 

Entrance  Examination,  Failures  to  Pau. 
Q.     Mr.    Field;     A.     Mr.    Runciman. 
Apr.  11,  990. 

Examiner  Class,  Position  of. 
Q.    Mr.    Field;       A.    Mr.    Runcunan. 
Apr.  14,  988. 
Principal  Clerk  of  Fifth  Division,  Honn 

Q.    Mr.  Field ;  A.    Mr.  Rancimin, 
Apr.   14,   992. 

Promotion   System. 
Qs.     y[x.   Field:  An.       Mr.   Ranrimu, 
Apr.  14,  989,  990. 

Explosions 

Dirias    Main   Colliery — Report    Presented, 


I 


.4pr  29,  1232. 


Explosives 

Cbrdite 


2S,  1090. 
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Amount  containing  Mereurio  Chkride 
on  board  Ships  and  Ajihore. 
Qa.     Mr.    Bellairs,    Mr.    Mycr. 
Lord  R.  Cecil;    A».    Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  28,  1076. 
Qs.    Mr.  Ashley,   Mr.  Bellain, 
Mr.     Bowles;       At.    Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  30,  1381 
Qs.    Mr.    Bellairs;      As.    Mr. 
McKenna,  May  4,  1641. 
Conference — ^Terms  of  Reference. 
Qs.    Mr.  Hay;    As,    Mr.  Haldaoe, 
Apr.  2,  666. 

Destruction,  Paiticulan  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.  Bellain :  ^«.  Mr.HaUiw. 
Apr,  3,  810» 

[ctmi. 
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Mar.  ZO—May  4, 
Sxplosives— <Jon^. 

Cordite — cont. 

Quantity  refused   to   be   taken   back 
by   Messrs.    Kynoch. 
Qa.     Mr.     Bellairs,     Lord     R. 
Cecil;     As.       Mr.     Haldane, 
Apr.  28,   1079. 

Re-issue,  War  Oflfice  Regulations  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.  Bellairs  ;  A.     Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  28,   1080. 

Tests,   Value  of,  etc. 

Qs.  Lord  Baloarres ;  As.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.   6,  925. 

New  Test  for  and  Amount  rejected. 

Qs.  Viscount  Helmsley,  Lord 
Balcarres,  Mr.  Mitchell- 
Thomson,  Mr.  Bellairs ; 
As.  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr. 
Speaker,  JIfar.  SO,  79. 
Silver  Test,  Value  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  Bellairs,  Lord  R. 
Cecil ;  As.  Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr.  28,  1077. 

Qs.  Mr.  Bellairs,  Lord  R. 
Cecil ;  As.  Mr.  McKenna, 
May  4,  1641. 

Inspectors,    Conditions    of    Appointing — 
Case  of  Captain  Lloyd. 
Q.    Mr.  E.  Cecil;     A.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Apr.  30,  1381. 

Kynoch  Case — Hardship  entailed  on  Work- 
people. 

Qs.  Mr.  E.  Cecil,  Mr.  J.  Hope, 
Mr.  Bellairs;  A«.  Mr.  Hal- 
dane, Apr.  30,  1387. 

Rayleigh  Committee — ^Tenns  of  Resolution. 
Q.     Mr.   Bellairs;      A.     Mr.    Gladstone, 
May  4,  1653. 

Sxplosives  Act 

Amendment  Proposals. 

Q.     Sir  F.    Banbury;      A.     Mr.    Glad- 
stone, Apr.  28,  1054. 

Ixports  and  Imports 

Lniwrted  Articles — Method  of  Striking 
Average  Price. 

Q.  Mr.  Bowles;  A.  Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Apr.  6,  939. 

Revenue  from  Imi>ort  Duties.  Sec  Revenue — 
lmi)ort  Duties. 

'alber,  Capt.  W.  V.  [Hampshire,  Andover] 
Accrington — Population      and      Licensing 
Statistics,  Apr.  28,  1091. 

Army 

Territorial  Artillery,  Pay  of,  Apr.  30, 
1379. 

Tidworth   Harra<iks — CJases  of  Scarlet 
Fever,  Apr.  30,   1379. 

Camborwell  (Peckham)  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion, Drunkenness  Charges  and  Licjuor 
Consumption,  Apr.  2,  673. 

Cattle  Slaughter,  C'omi)on8ation  for,  Apr.  2, 
677. 
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Colonies,  Race  Question — Elaboration  of 
Imperial  Scheme,  proposed,  Mar. 
31,  302. 


Faber,  Capt.  W.  Y.—cont. 

Liquor  Traffic — Government-owned  Pro- 
IKjrty,  Sale  of,  Apr.  28,  1102. 

Navy — Torpedoes,  Speed  of  and  Use  of 
Bow  Tube,  Apr.  2,  662,  663. 

Nelson — ^Population  and  Licensing  Statis- 
tics, Apr.  28,  1091. 

North  Camberwell  Radical  Clnb,  Allega- 
tions  against — Case  of  R.  C.  Drum- 
mond,  Apr.  30,  1400. 

Rifle  Clubs,  Sale  of  Converted  Rifles  to, 
Apr.  30,  1378. 

Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  1905 — ^Applica- 
tion to  Soldiers,  Apr.  30,  1378. 

Faber,  Mr.  G.  D.  [York] 

Aerated  Drinks,  Women  Employed  in 
Manufacturing,  Apr.  29,  1248. 

Costs  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1, 
660. 

Dutton's  Blackburn  Brewery — ^Reflotation, 
Connection  of  Patronage  Secretary 
with,  Api.  30, 1421, 1422  ;  May  4, 1670. 

Land  Purchase — Financial  Proposals, 
Apr.  6,  896. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  29,  1333-1338; 
Apr.  30,  1418-1428. 

Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment) 
Bill,  Com.,  Apt.  1,  663.  664. 

Factories  and  Workshops 

Accidents  Reported,  Increase  in. 

Q.    Mr.   J.    R.    Macdonald;      A.    Mr. 
Gladstone,  May  4,  1666. 

Inspector 

Nominations  for  Examinations  for. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald ;    A.  Mr. 
Gladstone,   May  4,  1664. 

Qualifications  of. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald ;    A.  Mr. 
Gladstone,  May  4,  1665. 

Factory    and    Workshops    Act    (1901) 
Amendment  Bill 

.-.  iR.*  Apr.  30,  1418. 

Farmers'  Co  operative  Societies 

Encouragement  of. 
Q.     :Mr.    Fell;      A.    Sir    E.    Strachey, 
Mar.  30,  95. 

Farrell,  Mr.  J.  [Longford,  N.] 

Anny — Case  of  Private  Collumb,  Apr. 
1,  486. 

Bond    Estate    Evicted  Tenants,  Cases  of. 

Mar.  31,  32(5. 
Bonlahy  Postal  Facilities,  Apr.  2,  641.    , 

Carmichacl  O'Ferrall  Estate,  Sale  Pro- 
posals, Ajtr.  1,  471). 

Cooldoney — Case  of  P.  Reilly,  Mar.  31, 
326. 

Davortn  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Mar.  31, 

327. 
Lisnagecragh,    Sale    Proposals,    Mar.    31% 

301. 
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Farrell,  Mr.  J,—€ont 

Longford 

Applications  for  Sales  of  Estates,  Mar. 

30,  106. 

Extra  Police,  Employment  of.  Mar. 

31,  301. 

Labourers    Act    Inquiry — Cause    for 
Delay,  Mar.  31,  301. 
Maconchy    Estate  Vesting   Orders,   Issue 
of.  Mar.  30,  106. 

Fairer,  Lord 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1,  452- 
454. 

Fell,  Mr.  A.  [Great  Yarmouth.] 

Admiralty — Contract    for    Scarves,     Mar. 
30,  74. 

Africa,  British  Consulates  in,  Apr.  2,  750, 
760. 

Agriculture,  Board  of — Inadequacy  (f 
Premises,  Apr.  2,  756. 

Aliens  Act — Issue  of  New  Regulations 
May  4,  1658. 

Egypt,  Consulate  Buildings  in,  Apr.  2,  7f/.) 

Farmers'  Co-operative  Societies,  Encourag?*- 
ment  of.  Mar.  30,  95. 

Granite 

Norwegian    Hours    of    Labour,    etc., 
Mar!  30,  89. 

Wages    and    Hours    of    Labour    in 
Quarries,  Apr.  2,  670. 

Home  Office — Internal  Structural  Altera, 
tions,  Cost  of,  Apr.  2,  756. 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr.  6,  941  ;  Apr.  14,  1014. 

Law  Courts,  Now  Exi>enditure  on  and 
Situation  of,  Apr.  2,  742. 

Manchuria — Consulate  at  Mukden,  Ex- 
})enditure  on,  Apr.  2,  760. 

Militia  Non- Commissioned  Oflieers  of 
Permanent  Staff — Position  under  New 
Scheme,  Apr.  2,  817. 

Navy 

Dockyards  Stonemasons,  Rate  of  Pav 
of,  Apr.  2,  663. 

i  Rosyth  Works— British  Granite.   Uso 

of.  Mar.  30,  73,  74. 

Paris,  Cost  of  Embassy  at,  Apr.  2,  759, 
760. 

Shanghai    Consulate    Qaol  —  Ex})cnditure 

on  Boundary  W^ll,  Apr.  l^  799. 
Shops  Bill,  2b.,  May  1,  1574-1576. 

Solent,  Jurisdiction  over  Navigation  in. 
Apr.  30,  1385  ;  May  4,  1641. 

Sugar  Production  in  United  Kingdom: 
Encouragement  of.  May  4,  1()23. 

Traasvaal  Mines— Labour  Statistics,  Avr. 
6,  931. 

White  Labour  in  Mines,  Experiment 
with.  May  4,  1651. 

Volunteers  Drill  Halls,  Proposals  for  taking 

over,  ^pr.  i.  487,  488.      * 
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Ferries  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  2B.,^pr.  i,  627. 

Ferroconcrete 

Loans  for  Erecting,  Conditions  of  Gran 
Q.    Sir  J.   Bninner;      A.    Mr.  Bi 
Apr.  28,  1069. 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Mr.  G.  [Fermanagh, 
Ballycastle  Pier,  Decision  as  to,  Af 
690. 

Killyb'ss— Case  of  J.  Dickie,  Apr.  6, 8S 

Largy  School  Teacher,  Lic^ised  Pte 
owned  by,  Apr.  3,  814 ;   Apr.  14, 

Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  Place  of  Engra 
Apr.  2.  661. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  Apt.  3. 

858. 

Quit  Rents — Redemption  of  Rules  i 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887, 
28,  1059. 

Fetherstonhangh  Estate 

Un tenanted  Land,  DisiposMl  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale;       A.     3Ir.    Bi 
Apr.  28,  1063. 

Ffrench,  Mr.  P.  [Wexford,  S.] 

Black  Scab,  Measures  for  Cheeking. 
31,  324. 

Boxwell  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  Ma 
Mar.  30,  100. 

Ely  Estate— Case  of  J.  Keating,  M 
1630. 

Industries,  Protection  of — French 
Fined  for  Sale  of  Lace,  etc.,  A\ 
483. 

RoadH,  Exchequer  Contribution  tc 
Upkeep,  proposed,  Apr,  1,  485. 

Templemore  Evicted  Tenants,  Rein 
meut  of.  May  4,  1620. 

Veterinary  Surgeons  Act  Amend 
Proposals,  Protests  against,  J/o 
102. 

Walker  Estate— Case  of  J.  Brett,  Mi 
100. 

Works  Board  Loans,  Conditions  of  ( 
ing  in  Ireland,  Mar,  31^  329 ;  A 
096. 

Field,  Mr.  W.  [Dublin,  St  Patrick] 
Brewery  Stock  Operations — Protect 
Investors,  Mar,  31,  288. 

Dublin    Government    Employeeit, 
of,  .4pr.  14,  992. 

Ex(;hequer  and  Audit  Department 

Assistant   Comptroller,    Qualifi 
of,  Apr.  14,  991. 

(^ase  of  Mr,  Gl^adowe*  Apr.  2t 

(*oloninI    Audit    Branch,    Con 

of  Api)ointm9nt  to»  Apr.  \ 

Comptroller  and  Anditor-Gciiet 
_  of,  ^pr.  1^,  99L 
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Pield,  Mr.  W.—cont 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department— con<. 

Duplicate    Books    kept    in,    Apr.    6, 
908. 

Entrance    Examination,    Failure    to 
Pass,  Apr.  14,  990. 

Examiner  Class,  Position  of,  Apr,  14, 

988. 
Principal    Clerk    of    Fifth    Division, 

Hours  of,  Apr,  14,  992. 

Promotion    System,    Apr.    14,    989, 
990. 
Food  PreservativcH,  Standard,  Fixing  of, 
proposed,  Apr,  27,  1031. 
.    Irish  Accounts,  Audit  of,  Apr,  14,  992. 

Local  Government  Board  Auditors,  Work 
and  Payment  of,  Apr,  14,  999. 

Meat 

Carcases    of    Calves    Imported    from 
Holland  and   Belgium,   Apr.   14, 
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First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 


Import  Regulations,  Apr,  14,  994. 

Post  Office 

Medical  OfiBicers,  Salaries  and  Leave 
of,  Apr,  14,  979. 

Surveyor's  Districts,  Number  of,  Apr, 
3,  811. 

Women  Clerks — Procedure  in  Trans- 
ferring to  Dublin,  Apr,  2,  647. 

Public  Health  (Regulation  of  Foods)  Act, 
1907 — Date  of  Publishing  Regulations, 
Apr.  14,  994. 

Treasury  Permanent  Assistant  Secretary 
— Selection    of    Mr.    Blain,    Apr.    2, 

648.  I 

I 

Fiennes,  Mr.  E.  E,  [Oxfordshire,  Banbury] 
Children  taken  into  Public- houses.  Report 

on,  ^pr.  2,  644. 
Transvaal — White  Labour  in  Mines,  Result 

of  Experiment,  Apr,  6,  930. 
Volunteers — Long-service    Medal,    Award 

of,  Apr,  6,  923. 

Fife  Coal  Company 

Explosion  at  Colliery — Evidence  of  McGinn. 
Q,     Mr.    T.    F.     Richards;        A.     Mr. 
Gladstone,  Apr,  6,  892. 

Finance  Act,  1907 

Section    10 — Extension   to   share    Capital 
proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  Healy;     ^1.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Mar.  31,  299. 

FinoUey  TTrban  District  Council  Bill 

c.  3r.*  Mar.  30,  54. 
L  IR.*  Mar.  31,  245. 

Fire  Inqnests  Bill 

c.  IR.*  Mar.  31,  331.  j 

First  uommissioner  of  Workj 

Rt.  Hon.  L.  Harcourt. 
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Ri.  Han,  B.  McKenna, 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

IU.Hon,H.H.A9quiih. 

•  1 

Fiscal  Polioy 

Manufactured     Imports,     Objections     to 
Duties  on. 

Oa,  Mr.  Mond,  Mar.  31,  403-413, 
431 ;  Mr.  R.  Rea,  413-415, 426  ; 
Mr.  Hills,  415-422;  Mr.  Cox, 
420-425;  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
425-438  ;  Mr.  Runoiman,  438- 
440. 
Tariff  for  Revenue  Purposes  only,  pro- 
posed. 
Oa,    Mr.  Mond,  Mar.  31,  411-413. 


Fisheries 

Nets  destroyed  by  Trawlers — ^Measures  for 
Prosecution  of  Offenders. 
Qa,    Mr.  Weir;    A  a,    Mr.  Sinclair, 
Apr,  2,  688. 
Scotland— Protection  of  Fishing  Grounds. 
Q,    Mr.  Morton  -,  A.    Mr.  McKenna, 
May  4,  1640. 
Funds  available  for  Additional  Cruiser, 
Q.    Mr.   Weir;     A,    Mr.  Sinclair , 
Apr,  2,  688. 
Trawling 

British  Vessels  registered  in  Norway — 
Provision  of  Norwegian  Law. 
Q,    Mr.    Watt;      A,    Sir    E. 
Grey,  Mar.  31,  313. 
Prosecutions    round    Scottish    Coast 
(1907). 

Q.    Mr.     Weir;  A.    Mr. 

Sinclair,     Apr.     2,     688. 

Regulation     of     Operations     outside 

Territorial  Waters,  Proposals  for. 

Q,     Mr.    Ashley;  A,     Mr. 

Sin?Uir,   Mar.   31,  323. 

Fishgnard  and  Bosslare  Bail  way  i  and 
Harboars  Bill 

I.  3b,*  Mar.  31,  245. 

c.  IB.*  Apr.  1,  473. 

2R.*^pr.27, 1021. 

Fitzmaurice,     Lord  —  Undar-Sccreiary  for 
Foreign  Affairs. 
Persian     Frontier,     Safeguarding     British 
Interests  on,  Mar.  30,  10-52. 


Fitzwilliam  Estate 

Case  of  M.  Brien. 

Q.     Mr.   James    O'Connor ; 
Birrell,  Mar.  30,  67. 


A,    Mr. 


Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Cork.N.] 

Hill    (Del    Re)    Estate     Sale    Proposals, 
Apr.  2,  656. 

Natal— Dinizulu,    Trial    of.    Charges    ani 
^  Procedure,  Apt.  6,  933. 


Fod-Ola] 


INDEX. 

Mar,  30— May  4. 


[VoLl«7 


Fodder  and  Litter 

Peat  Moss  Importation,  Danger  of. 
Q.    Mr.  L.  Hardy ;  A,  Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Mar.  30,  94. 

Food 

Preservatives    Standard,  Fixing  of,  pro- 
posed. 

Q,    Mr.  Field;        A.    Mr.   Burns, 
Apr,  27,  1031. 

Reduction  of  Import  Duties  on,  proposed. 
Q,    Mr.  J.  F.  Mason  ;   A.    Mr.  Asquith , 
Apr.  2,  700. 

Foot  and  Month  Disease 

Holland,  Export  of  Dairy  Produce  from. 
Q,    Mr.  J.  Collings ;      A,    Mr.  Bums, 
Apr,' 29,  1246. 

Foreign  Office 

Secretary  of  5tote— Rt.  Hon.  Sir  E.  Groy. 
Under-Secretary — Lord  Fitzmaurice. 

Forestry 

Ireland — Report,  etc.,  Presented,  Apr,  14, 
963,  972. 

Action  to  be  taken  on. 

Q,     Mr.   Lonsdale;         A,     Mr.   T. 
W.  Russell,  Apr.  29,  1265. 

Forster,  Mr.  H   W.  [Kent,  Sevenoaks] 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr,  14, 1010. 

Forth  to  Clyde  Canal 

Strategical  Value,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.    Bellairs;  A,    Mr.    Lloyd- 

George,  Apr,  28,  1090. 

Foster,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  W.  [Derby,  Ilkeston] 

Coroners*    Inquests     Bill,    2r.,    Apr,    3, 
871-873. 

Fowler,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  H.  R.^Chancelhr  of 

tfie  Duchy  of  Lancader  [Wolverhampton, 

Cornwall,    Duchy    of — Compensation     for 
Non -renewal  of  Leases,  xipr.  1,  502. 

France 

Number     shipi^d     from    United    Statw, 
Duty  on. 
•  Q.     Mr.  Holt ;      A,     Sir  E.  Grcv. 

May   4,    1634. 
Paris,  Cost  of  Embassy  at. 

Oa,  Mr.  Fell,  Ajtr.  2,  759,  700;  Mr. 
Harcourt,  762;  Mr.  Morton,  764; 
Mr.  Ashley,  795. 

Friendly  Societies 

Borrowers*  Interest,  Payment  of  Income 
Tax  on. 
Q,    Mr.  L.  Lever  ;  A.    Mr.  Asquith. 
J/«r.  30    111. 

Conversion — Inquiry    into     Subject   pro- 
ix)8ed. 

Q.     Mr.  O'Grady  ;  A,     Mr.  Runci- 
man,  Apr,  6,  950, 
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Friendly  Societies— «©♦*/. 

Income-Tax  Liability. 
Q.  Mr.  T.  R.  Bethell ;     A.  it.  Asqu 
Apr,  27,  1029. 

Royal  London  Friendly  Society  Con' 
sion.  Proposals  for. 
Q.     Mr.  O'Grady  ;  A.     Mr.  Bin 
man,  Apr,  6,  949. 

Galway 

Trial  of  J.  and  P.  Joyce  and  J.  WalsL 
Qs.     Captain  Craig,  Mr.  MacNeill ; 
Mr.  Cherry,  Apr.  1,  613. 

Garrydnff 

Railway  Level  Crossing. 
Q,     Mr.  J.  O'DonneU ;  A.     Mr.  Uo] 
George,  Apr.  27,  1027. 

Ganyfine 

Cases  of  R.  and  J.  Dunworth. 

Q.    Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  A.    Mr.  Bim 
Apr,  2, 65S, 

Garw  and  Ogmore  Oas  Bill 

c  Bep,*  Apr.  30,  1373. 

Germany 

Berlin  Unemployment  Statistics. 
Q,      Mr.  Goulding;  A.      Mr.  Keark 
Apr.  2,  676. 

Commercial  Travellers'  Samplos  —  Agr 
ment  Presented,  Apr.  14,  9i2,  972. 

Conditions  and  Cost  of  Living,  Invn 
gations  into — Date  of  publishing  I 
I)ort. 

Q.     Mr.  Du  CroB  ;  A.     Mr.  lio; 
George,  Mar.  30,  89. 

Cost  of  Living,  etc. — Report  Present 
Apr.  14,  964,  973. 

Gibb,  Mr.  J.  [Middlesex,  Harrow] 

Liquor  Traffic — Grant  of  Now  lieeoc 
8ums  payable  for,  Apr.  28,  1103. 

Gibraltar 

Garrison — Report  on  Mobilisation. 
Qs.       Mr.  Ashley;  At,       Mr.  Acb 
Apr,  29,  1236. 

General  Sanitary  Purposes  Rate,  Incn 
in. 

Q,  Sir  G.Parker;  A   Mr.  Churcl 
Mar,  30,  87. 

Gladstone,  Et.  Hon.  H.  J.Secrftarft 

State     for     the     Home      Departn 

[Leeds,  W.] 

Accringlon  —  Population  and  Licen 
Statistics,  Apr,  28,  1092. 

Aliens 

Naturalisation,  Fee  for,  Apr.  2,  645 

Xew  Regulations,   Issue  of,   Jfai 
1G58. 

President  of  Board  of  Trade,  St 
ment  by.  If  ay  tf,  166& 

Annn^thetics,  Deaths  from  in  1907,  2 

30,  58. 

\em 
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Bladstone,  St.  Hon.  H.  J.—cont  j 

Anthrax — Circumstances  of  Death  of  Mr.  : 
Quigley,  Mar.  31,  316,  316.  I 

Ashton-under-Lyne  —  Licensed  Houses  i 
closed  (1905-7),  Mar,  30,  64. 

Cabs  at  Railway  Stations,  Petitions  as  to,  i 
Mar.  31,  314. 

Camberwell  (Peckham),  Parliamentary  El-  | 
ection.  Drunkenness  Charges  and  ' 
Liquor  consumption,  Apr.  2,  673,  674.  , 

Cardiff  Assizes — Sentences  of  Punishment 
by  Flogging,  Apr.  6,  936,  937.  i 

Carmarthen  Prison — Abolition  of  Female 
Quarters,  May  4,  1664.  1 

Castle  Morton  Schoolhouse,  Use  of,  for 
Political  Gathering,  Apr.  1,  495.  ' 

Castle  Street  Accident,  Details  of,  Apr.  6, 

937.  j 

Clubs 

Number  struck  off  Register,  Apr.  14, 
987. 

Simday    Entertainments    in    Liberal 
and  Radical  Clubs,  Apr.  28,  1093. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill. 

Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  14,  984  ;  May  4, 

1657. 
Protests  against,  Apr.  6,  935. 

Coal  xMines  (Eight  Hours  (No.  2)  Bill),  Pro- 
))08als  as  to,  Apr.  2,  675. 

Dock  Accidents,  Inquiry  into.  Mar.  30, 
89. 

Drunkenness — Convictions  in  1905-7,  May 
4,  1624. 

Earthenware  and  China — Lead-Poisoninvj 
Committee,  Constitution  of,  Apr.  6, 
937. 

Explosives   Act. 

Amendment  Proi)osals,  ^  pr .  2S^  1055. 
In8i)eotor8,    Conditions  of  Appointing 
— Case  of  Capt.  Lloyd,  Apr.  30. 
1381. 

Rayleigh       Committee       Resolution, 
Terms  of,  May  4,  1653. 

F.I  calorics 

Accidents  Reported,  Increase  in.  May 
4,  1655. 

Ins  jxT  tors 

Nominations    for    Examinations, 

May  4,  1654. 
Qualifications  of.   May  4,   16.5.5.     I 
Fife  Coal  Company,  Explosion  at  Colliery  j 

— Evidence  of  McGinn,  Apr.  6,  892. 
Hamstead  Colliery   Disaster 

Inquiry,  Proposal  for,  Mar.  31,  316. 
Recognition    of    Efforts    for    Rescue, 
May  4,   1657. 
Hillsborough— Fatality    to    C.    E.    Gash, 

Apr.  1,  496. 
Licensing   Bill,   2r..   Apr.   30,   1428-1444, 
1450,    1451,    1452. 
Reduction  of  Licences,   Estimate  of, 
Apr.  6,  937. 
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Gladfltone,  St.  Hon.  H.  J.--«<m/. 


Licensing  Bill — cont. 

Workmen  Displaced  by.  Number  of 
and  Proposals  for  Compensation, 
Mar.  31,  316. 
Liquor  Traffic 

Borrowing  by  Local  Authorities,  In- 
formation as  to,  Apr.  1,  483. 

Children  taken  into  Pablio-houses, 
Report   on,  Apr.   2,   644. 

(}ompen8ation  Paid  (1906-1907), -4  pr. 

14,  986. 
Dnmkenness   on    Licensed   Premises. 

Convictions  for  (1905-1907),  Apr, 

1,  496. 

Transfer  Statistics,  Apr.  6,  938. 

Manchester 

Licensed  Houses  Closed  imder  Act, 
Mar.  31,  314. 

Unemployed  Leaders,  Reduction  of 
Sentences  on,  proposed.  Mar.  31, 
330 ;    May  4,  1666. 

Miskin,  Higher — Licensed  Premises,  In- 
formation as  to,  Apr.  14,  983. 

Motor  Omnibuses 

Noise  and  Vibration,  Standard  for 
Limiting,  Apr.  2,  674. 

Regulations  for  Inspection  and  Choice 
of  Route,  Mar.  31,  316,  317. 

Nelson — Population  and  Licensing  Statis- 
tics, Apr.  28,  1092. 

Newcastle- under-Ly me — Licensed  Premises 
Closed,  Apr.  2,  674. 

Nottingham  Licensing  Statistics,  Apr.  28, 
1055. 

Pelosi,  Mrs.,  Case  of — Sentence  Inflictod, 
etc.,  Apr.  3,  813. 

Police — ^\Veekly  Day  of  Rest,  Proposals 
for,  Apr.  2,  673  ;    May  4,  1653. 

Prisons 

Flogging  Regulations,  Apr.  1,  485. 

Taylor,  Ernest,  Case  of,  Apr.  28,  1091. 

Probation  of  Offenders  Act — Payment  of 
Fines  and  Restitution  of  Stolen  Money, 
Mar.  30,  88. 

Shops  Bill,  2R.,  May  1,   1643-1660. 

Staffordshire — Licensed    Houses    Closed 

(1905-1907),  Mar.  30,  89. 
Tipton— Case  of  Dr.  Pearson,  Apr.  2,  644. 

Trade  Disputes,  Military  Assistance  in 
Quelling — Proposals  for  Inquiry,  Apr. 
28,  1093. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act — ^Women 
Affected  by  and  Proposals  for  Ap- 
pointing Women  Doctors  as  Medical 
Referees,  Apr.  28,   1092. 

Yorkshire,  West  Riding — Licensed  Houses 
Closed,   Apr.   14,   986. 

Glasgow  TTniverBity 

Finances — Annual  Report  PfosenteJ,  Apr, 
2,  634,  641. 
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Glenaheiry  Explosion 

Anonymous  Letters. 

08,  Mr.  H.   Burke,  ^pr.   i,  697,  698  ; 
Mr.  Power,  601,  602. 

Blasting-powder  and  Fuse,  Police  Know- 
ledge of  Purchase  of. 
Qa,    Mr.  C.  Craig,  Mr.  Moore  ;    As. 
Mr.  Cherry,  Mr.  Speaker,  Apr, 
1,  610. 

Circumstances  of  —  Public  Inquiry  upon 
Oath,  proposed. 
08.  Mr.  H.  Burke,  Apr.  i,  690- 
699 ;  Mr.  Power,  599-603  ;  Mr. 
Moore,  603-616;  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  607;  Mr.  Cherry,  608, 
620-626;  Mr.  C.  Craig,  618- 
620 ;  Mr.  Dillon,  626 ;  Mr.  W. 
Long,  626,  626. 

Document  Produced  at  Waterford  Assizes. 
Q8.    Mr.  C.  Craig,  Mr.  Moore  ;  A8,    Mr. 
Cherry,  Mar.  30, 104. 

Insinuations  against  Lord  Ashtown. 
Os.    Mr.  Moore,  A  pr.  i,  609. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  A,    ^Si.  Cherry,  Apr. 
i,  612. 

Preston,  District  Inspector,  Report  of. 

Os.     Mr.   H.   Burke,  Apr.   1,  692-696 
Mr.  Power,  600,  601 ;    Mr.  Moore 
610-613;      Mr.   Cherry,   613,   622- 
624  ;    Mr.  C.  Craig,  617-619  ;    Mr 
J.  Campbell,  023. 

Q.    Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  A.    Mr.  Cherry,  Mar 
30,  08. 

Walsh  Case. 

Os.    Mr.  Power,  Apr.  i,  601 ;     Mr.  C. 
Craig,  620, 

Olen-CoatS}  Sir  T.  [Renfrewshire,  W.] 

Militia — Disbanded  Battalion  Officers,  Pro- 
posals for  Transfer  of,  Apr.  2,  660. 

Olyncorrwg  Urban  District  Council  Bill 

c.  Con.*,  Mar.  30,  54. 

3R.*Apr.2,mS. 
I.  IR.*  Apr.  2,  633. 

Gosport  Gas  Bill 

c.  Con.*,  Apr.  6,  886. 
*6Bi.*Apr.27,\\)2\. 

Gonlding,  Mr.  [Worcester] 

Berlin  Unemployment  Statistics,  Apr.  2, 
076. 

Castle   Morton    Schoolroom,    Use   of,   for 
Political  Meetings,  Apr.  6,  945,  946. 

Shanghai  Consulate  Gaol — Expenditure  on 
Boundary  Wall,  Apr.  2,  802. 

Unemployment  —  Opportunity     for     Dis- 
cussion of  Matter,  Mar.  30, 109, 110. 

Government  Departments 

Fuel  and  Lighting,  Estimate  for. 

Os.     Mr.  Rees,  Apr.  2,  741,  744 ;     Mr. 
Harcourt,  743. 

Fumitiu^,  Expenditure  on. 
Os.    Mr.   Morton,  Apr.   2,   746;      Mr. 
Harcourt,  748. 
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Ghovemment  Departmenti— ^n^ 

Presidents,  Salaries  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Cox ;   A.    Mr.  Aaqmih,  Man 
1667. 

Rehousing  of. 
Os.    Mr.  H.  Beach,  Apr.  2,  1U;    \ 
Harcourt,  748. 

Scotland — Increased  Expenditure  in. 
Os.    Mr.  H.  Beach,  Apr.  2,  lU;    \ 
Morton,  746. 

Securities  held  by — Betum  ordered,  Ai 
29, 1232. 

Government  Insnranoes  and  Annnitiei 

Accounts  Presented,  Apr.  6,  883,  889. 

Granard,  Earl  of 

Post  Office  Consolidation  Bill,  2k.,  Apr. 

636. 
Postmaster-General,  AssiBtance  to. 
Qs.    Mr.  Hay;    As.    Mr.  Buxton,  ^| 
2,080. 

Granite 

British  and  Foreign,  RelatiTO  Cost  of. 
Q.    Mr.    Mitchell-Thomson;       A.    II 
Kearley,  Apr.  28,  1094. 

Norwegian  Hours  of  Labour,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.  F611,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;    A 
Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mar.  30,  89. 

Railway  Carriage  per  Ton. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    Ward:       A.     Mr.   U03 
George,  Mar.  30,  90. 
Wages  and  Hours  of  Labour  in  Qnanies. 
Q.    Mr.  FeU ;     A.    Mr.  Keariey,  A 
2,  676. 

Great  Eastern  Railway  (General  Powe 

Bill 

c.  Con.*,  ^pr.  5,809. 
3E.*^pr.  i4,  966. 

Great  Western  Railway  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  Mar.  31,  245. 

Great  Western  Railway  (Superannnati 
Scheme)  BiU       "^       *^ 

c.  2b.*  J[far.5i,29L 
Rep.*Apr.30,\2>lZ. 

Greek  Loan,  1898 

Acoounts  Presented,  Apr.  14,  966»  975. 
Greenwood,  Mr.  G.  [Peterbonmgh] 

Natal 

Case  of  Cakijana,  JToy  4,  1852. 

Martial    Law,   Natives  Arrested 
Punished  under,  Apr.  2,  670. 

Gratton,  Mr.  J.  [Kutlandj 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  Amerioaa  C 

petition  on,  Apr.  14, 1011. 
Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Maif  4,  1696. 

Madrid  Embassy  Buildings,  KypjiyMli 
on,  Apr.  2,  799-802. 

Poet  Officer-Territorial  Force  T^aii 
Pay  of  Employees  dnring,  Apr. 
1381. 

Territorial  Force — SeparatSon  Allowf 
ifayrf,  1648.^ 
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Grey,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  K-^ecreiary  of  StaUfor 
Foreign  Affairs  [Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick] 

Aland  Islands 

Convention  of  1856,  Proposals  for 
Modifying,  Apr.  28,  1089. 

Effect  of  New  Baltic  Agreement, 
Apr.  30,  1395. 

Austria- Hungary — Osernova  and  Slovak 
Disturbances,  Report  on,  Apr.  2,  071. 

Congo  Free  State 

Annexation  by  Belgium — ^Terms  of 
Treaty  of  Cession,  Apr.  30,  1392, 
1393. 

Papers,  Date  of  Tabling,  Apr.  28,  1089, 

Egypt 

Administration,  Competence  of  Khe- 
dive to  make  Changes  in,  Apr.  2, 
645. 

Animals,  Protection  of,  against  Cruelty, 
Apt.  2,  672. 

British  Advisers,  Powers  and  Duties 
of,  Apr.  2,  672. 

;.:  Crime,    Proposals    for    Dealing    with 

Increase  in,  Apr.  30,  1396. 

Finance,  Administration,  etc..  Report, 
Date  of  Presenting,  Apr.  30,  1397. 

Prance — Duty  on  American  Lumber,  May 
4,  1634. 

Hayti,  Situation  in,  Apr.  30,  1391. 

Irish  Industries,  Protection  of  —  French 
Firm  Fined  for  Sale  of  Lace,  etc., 
Apr.  2,  671,  672. 

Russia 

Howorth,  Mr.  E. — Case  of,  Apr.  30* 
1394. 

Luxemburg,    Mr. — Imprisonment    of, 
!  Apr.  28,  1088. 

Tchayskovsky,  N. — Case  of,  Apr.  27, 
1027. 

Siam,  Agreement  with — Proposals  for 
Tabling,  etc.,  Apr.  30,  1393. 

Sugar 

Brussels  Convention — Renewal  Pro- 
posals, Apr.  28,  1090. 

Russian  Stocks  and  Provisions  of 
Convention  as  to  Russian  Export, 
Apr.  30,  1395,  1396. 

Trawling — British  VesselH  registered 
in  Xorway — -Provisions  of  Nor- 
wegian Law,  Mar.  3J,  313. 

Treaty  of  Paris,  1856— Proposals  for  Modifi- 
cation, Mar.  31,  313. 

^       Turkey 

Customs      Increase,     Allocation      of 
.  Revenue    from,    Apr.    30,    1394, 

1395. 

Memorandum  by  Adjoints  of  the 
Powers  at  Salonika,  Date  of 
Presenting,  Apr.  28,  1089. 
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Griffith,  Mr.  E.  J.  [Anglesey] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b,,  Apr.  28,  1188-1193. 
Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment)  Bill. 

Com.  Apr.  1,  547. 
Vivisection — Dog    Licences    Report,    Apt. 

2,  687. 

Gainneu,  Mr.  W.  [Bury  St.  Edmonds] 
Children  Bill,  2e.  Apr.  J,  560-568. 

Galland,  Mr  J.  W.  [Dumfries  Burghs] 

Barra  and  Vatersay — Lord  Advocate,  Ad» 
vice  given  by,  Apr.  6,  894. 

Children  Bill,  2b.  Apr.  1,  668-572. 

Stranraer — Result  of  Inquiry  into  Death  ot 
Boy,  Apr.  2,  689. 

Gurdon,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  W.  B.  [Norfolk,  N.] 

Camberwell  (Peckham) — Parliamentary 
Election  Expenditure,  Legality  of 
Inquiry  proposed.  Mar.  30,  97. 

Gwynn,  Mr.  S.  L.  [Galway] 

Home  Rule  proposed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30, 
204. 

Hackney 

Unemployed  Grant,  Application  for. 
Q.     Mr.  Hart- Da  vies ;     A.     Mr.  Burns, 
Apr.  29,  1233. 

Haddock,  Mr.  G.  B.  [Lancashire,  North  Lons- 
aalej 

Education  (Provision  of  Meals)  Act — 
Number  of  Children  Fed  during  VV^eok 
ended  3l8t  March — Comparison  with 
Berlin  Schools,  Mar.  31,  321. 

Patents  and  Designs  Act — Representations 
from  Foreign  Countries,  Mar.  31, 
318. 

Haldane,  Et.  Hon.  B.  B.—Sccrciari/  of  state 

for   War  [Haddington] 

Army  Council  (Powers)  Bill,  Proposals 
as  to,  Mar.  30,  83. 

Australia — Compulsory  ADlitary  Training, 
New  Scheme  for.  Mar,  30,  79. 

Camps — Period  for  Placing  Troops  under 
Canvas,  May  4,  1646. 

Cavalry — Scottish  Barracks,  Selection  of 
Sites  for.  Mar.  31,  304,  305. 

CoUumb,  Private — Case  of,  Apr.  1,  486. 

Cordite 

Amount     Destroyed,     etc.,    Apr.     3, 

816,  817. 
Conference — Terms  of  Reference,  Apr. 

2,  666. 

Kynoch  Case 

Amount  refused,  Apr.  28,  1079. 

Hardships    Entailed    on    Work- 
people, Apr.  30,  1388. 

Re-issue,  Regulations  as  to,  Apr.  28, 

1080. 
Silver    Test    for    Mercuric    Chloride, 

Mar.  30.  80,  81  :     Apr.  6,  926, 

926, 

[eani. 
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Mar.  30— May  4. 

Haldane>  Et.  Hon.  'A.  B.—cont. 


Dillon,  Second  Corporal  C.  H.,  Funeral 
of.  May  4y  1632. 

Disbandment  of  Certain  Regiments — Pay- 
ment of  Cost  of  Transfer  of  Officers, 
Mar.  31,  306. 

Duke  of  York's  School 

Administration  of  Estate,  Apr.  27, 
1031. 

Funds  for  Acquisition  of  Sites,  etc.. 
Origin  of,  Apr,  27,  1030. 

New  Site,  Information  as  to,  Mar. 
30,  62. 

Establishment 

Figures  given  in  Estimates  and  Re- 
turn, May  4,  1643,  1644. 

Proposals  for  Raising,  Apr.  6,  922. 

/"Jallaghor,  D.— Case  of,  Apr.  2,  666. 

IforHCs — Supply  Proposals,  Mar.  30,  82. 

Indian  Army,  Pensions,  System  of  Counting 
Service  towards,  Apr.  30,  1387. 

Killeon,  John — Case  of,  ^pr.  2,  661. 

Ma,ps,  Expenditure  on,  Apr.  28,  1052. 

Militia 

Artillery  Staff,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr. 
2,  b(i4. 

Colours  of  Disbanded  Units,  Expenses 
of  Escort  for  Handing  over. 
Apr.  1,  492. 

Disbanded  Battalion  Officers,  Pro- 
posals for  Transfer  of,  Apr.  2. 
660. 

Enlistments  and  Discharges  in  1907-8, 
May  4,  1643. 

Fife    Artillorv — Training   under   Now 

Schcmo,'^J/ar.  30,  83. 
Irish  Battalions — Recruiting  Statistics, 

Apr.  7,  490. 

Movements  Contom])lated  under  Now 
Seheine,  Apr.  2.  604,  665. 

Non-commissioned  Officers  of  Per- 
manent Staff — Position  under 
New  Scheme,  Apr.  3,  817. 

Motor  Transport,  Advantages  of.  Mar. 
30.  83. 

New  Forest  Military  Manoeuvres,  Pro- 
posals for  holding,  Apr.  1,  488,  489, 
490  ;  Apr.  0,  924,  925  ;  Apr.  30,  1378. 

Officers'  Education — Improvement  since 
1904,  Apr.  28,  1052. 

Oxford  Depot,  Store  of  Clothing  kept  at, 
Mar.  31,  303. 

Pimlico  Clothing  Faotory — Boots  in  store, 
Apr.  6,  923. 

Ravenhill,  George,  Case  of,  Apr.  30,  1380. 

Rifle  Clubs,  Sale  of  converted  Rifles  to, 

Apr.  30,  1379. 
Royal    Irish   Rifles — Place    of    Training, 

Apr.  1,  491,  492. 
Scarborough — Use    for    Bumiston     Road 

Barracks,  Mar  30,  82. 
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Scottish  Horse,  Recruiting  for,  Apr.   S, 

920. 
Soft  Metal  Caps  for  Projeotiles,  Inventor 

of,  Apr.  6,  910. 
Special    Reserve — Recruiting    StatiBtics, 

Apr.  1,  490. 
Territorial  Force 

Adjutants  of   Disbanded  Regimenta, 
Position  of,  Jfor.  30.  62. 

Artillery 
Field 

Adjutants,  Pay  of.   May  4, 

1647. 
Ex-soldiers,     Enlistment  of. 
May  4,  1644,  1645. 

Training  Pioposals,   May  4, 
1645. 

Pay  of,  Apr.  30,  1379. 

Training   with  Converted    Guns, 
May  4,  1646. 

Bands,   Provision  of,    May  4,   1647, 

1648. 
Colours,   Decision    as    to     granting, 

Apr.  30, 1380  ;  May  4,  1647. 
Cost,  Estimate  of.  Mar.  30,  76. 
Description     Registers,     keeping    of, 

Apr.  6,  919. 
Expenditure  per  Man,   Estimate  of, 

Apr.  28,  1052. 

Guns 

Converted  Guns  issued  to.  May  4, 
1647. 

Fifteen  Poimder  Gun,  Supply  o.', 
Apr.  6,  926. 

Handbook,  Supply  of.  May  4,  1647. 

Ireland,  Effect  of  Scheme  upon,  Apr. 

2,  665. 
Medal,  Conditions  of  awarding.   Mar* 

30,  79.  83 
Oath,  Terms  of.  May  4,  1G42. 
Pocket-book,    Proposals   as   to,   Apr. 

6,  920,  921. 
Ranges,   Provision  of,  Apr.   6,  922; 

May  4,  1643. 
Retirement     of     Oflioers  —  Privilegrs 

accorded,  Apr.  2,  660. 

Separation     Allowance     for      Lance 
Corporals,  Mar.  30,  77  ;    May  4, 

1648. 

Sheffield  Vohmteer  Artillery,  Proposal 
as  to,  Apr.  6,  905. 

Training  Period,  Mar.  30,  78,  79. 

Trophy  Tax,   Application   of,   nnder 
New  Scheme,  Apr.  30,  1887. 

Tidworth   Barracks   —  Cbses   of   Scarlet 
'FeyeT,Apt.30, 1379. 

Tiomey,  M. — Case  of,  Apr.  6,  905. 

Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  Apr.  30,  1378. 

[eoiO. 
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Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  S.  B,—cont, 

Volunteers 

Bishop,    George — Case    of,  Apr.    28, 

1078,  1079. 
Conditions  of  Transfer  to  New  Force, 

Apf.  2,  061. 
Drill  Halls,  Proposals  for  taking  over, 

Apr,  1,  488. 

Enlistments  and  Discharges  in  1007- 
1908»  May  4,  1643. 

Garrison  Artillery  —  Recall  of  Guns. 

May  4,  1646. 
Long-Service  Modal,  Award  of,  under 

New  Scheme,  Mar.  30,  79 ;    Apr. 

2,  661  ;   Apr.  6,  923. 

Quartermasters    —     Position     under 
New  Scheme,  Mar.  SO,  77. 

Strength  on  31st  March,  May  4,  1648. 
War  Office 

Boot     Contracts,     Specifications     in, 
Apr.  6,  924. 

Contracts   given   Abroad,    Return   as 
to,  Apr.  6,  906. 

Official  Residences,  Provision  of,  Apr. 

6,  926. 
Storehouse  Clerks,  Pay  of,  Apr.  30, 

1386. 

Woolwich  Arsenal  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment— Wages  of  Packers,  Mar.  30, 
60. 

Yeomanry  —  Conditions  of  joining  Tcrri-  | 
torial  Force,  Mar.  30,f^l;  Apr.  1,  487  ;  | 
^Ipr.  6,  921.  I 

Halpin,  Mr.  J.  [Clare,  W.l  : 

Calf -Meals — Irish  Analyses,  Result  of,  Apr. 
1,  515  ;   Apr.  28,  1060. 

Hamble  Siver 

Mooring  of  Torpedo  Craft,  Proposals  for. 
Qs.     Mr.'llshley  ,  Mr.  A.  I>t»e  ;   As.     Mr.  I 
McKenna,  Apr.  28,  1075.  j 

Hamstead  Colliery  Disaster  I 

Inquiry,  Proposals  for.  I 

Q8.     Dr.    Hazel ;     As.     Mr.    Gladstone,  ■ 

Mar.  31,  316.  I 

Recognition    of    Efforts    made    to    rescue 

Kntombed  Miners.  ; 

Q.     Mr.  Meysey -Thompson  ;  -4.  Mr.  ; 

Gladstone,  May  4,  1657.  I 

HarCOOrtt  Rt.  Hon.  Ja.— First  Commissioner  \ 
of  Works  [Lancashire,  N.  E. ,  Kossendalej  j 
Adis  Abeba.  legation  at,  Expenditure  on,  i 
Apr.  2,  761,  768.  I 

Admiralty—  Official  Residemes  for  First  | 
Lord  and  First  Sea  Lord,  Progress  ^ 
made  with,  Apr.  2,  735.  i 

Agriculture  Board  —  Office  Accommoda- 
tion, Apr.  1,  486  ;  Apr.  2,  739. 
Ancient     Monuments,      Expenditure     on 

Maintenance  of,  Apr.  2,  749,  753. 
Blackpool    Post    Office,    Expenditure    on, 
Apr.  2,  722,  723. 
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Harcoort,  Et  Hon.  L.— «<>«<• 

Borden  Camp    Post   Office,   Expenditure 


•  I 


on,  Apr.  2,  728. 

Bristol  Post  Office,  Expenditure  on,  Apr. 
2,  721. 

Canterbury    Post    Office,    Progress   made 
with,  Apr.  2y  722. 

China 

Peitaho,  Erection   of   Bungalows   at, 

Apr.  2y  761. 
Shanghai       Consulate       Gaol  —  Ex- 
penditure   on    Boundary    Wall, 
Apr.  'J,  801. 
Civil  Service  Estimates— Re-numbering  of 

Votes,  proposed,  Apr.  2,  721,  722. 
Diplomatic   and  Consular   Buildings,   Ex- 

I)enditure  on,  Apr.  2,  762. 
Dover  Castle,  Use  of  as  Official  Residence 
by  the  Warden,  Apr.  2,  736. 

Duke  of  York's  School 

Chelsea  Site,  Disposal  of,  Apr.  2,  737, 
742,  749. 

New  Buildings,  Date  of  Transfer  to, 
Apr.  2,  736. 

Egypt — Consulate   Buildings   in,   Apr.    2, 
762. 

Government  Offices 

Fuel  and  Lighting,  Estimate  for, 
Apr.  2,  743. 

Furniture,  Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2, 
748. 

Rc-housing  of,  Apr.  2,  748, 
Home  Office — Internal  Structural  Altera- 

tions.  Cost  of,  Apr.  2,  756, 
Hull  Post  Office,  Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2, 

721. 
Law  Courts,   New,   Expenditure  on  and 

Situation  of.  Apr.  2,  736,  743.  749. 
Madrid   Embassy    Buildings,   Expenditure 

on.  .4pf.  2,  801. 
Mall  to  Charing  Cross,  Date  of  Opening, 

Apr.  2,  735,  754. 
Manchuria — CouHulate    at    Mukden,    Ex- 

ixjnditure  on,  Apr.  2,  762. 

National  Gallery  Extension,  Proposals  as 

to,  ^pr.  5,  736,  751. 
Paris,  Cost  of  Embassy  at,  Apr.  2,  762. 
Patent  Office  Extension,  Expenditure  on, 

Apr.  2,  754. 
Port    Said    Consulate,    Expenditure    on, 

Apr.  2,  795. 
Post  Office 

Coal,  Estimate  for,  Apr.  2,  722,  730. 

Electricity  Supply  System — Cost  of 
Blackfriars  Power  Station,  ete., 
-Ipr.  2,  720. 

General   Post   Office   New   Buildings, 
Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2,  720. 
Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  2,  719, 

726. 
Sheffield  Post  Office,  Expenditure  on  and 

ProgroHs  made,  Apr.  2,  723. 

[conL 
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Harooort,  Et.  Hon.  L.—cont 

South  Kensington  Post  OfiKce  New  Build- 
ings, Expenditure  on,  Apr.  2.  721. 

Trade,  Board  of — Renovation  of  Buildings, 
Apr.  2,  743. 

Walmer  Castle,  Maintenance  of,  Apr,  2, 
736. 

War    Office   New     Buildings,    Alterations 

in,  proposed,  Apr.  2,  743. 
Whitehall 

Duke  of  Cambridge's  Statue — Election 
of  Lamps  near,  proposed,  Apr.  2, 
743. 

Hardie,  Mr.  J.  K  [Merthyr  Tydvil] 

India — Education,    Inquiry    into    Scope, 
».   Character     and    Methods,     proposed, 
Apr.  29,  1347-1350. 

Hardy,  Mr.  L.  [Kent,  Ashford] 

Anthrax,  Compulsory  Notification  of,  pro- 
posed, Mar.  30,  91. 

Banish  Bacon,  Diseased — Restrictions  on 
ExiJort  of,  Mdf.  30,  91. 

Northamptonshire  Rabies   Outbreak,  Apr. 

2,  683,  684. 
Peat  Moss  Importation,  Danger  of,  Mnr. 
.    ;   30,94. 

Harkness  Estate 

Case  of  R.  and  J.  Dun  worth. 

Qfi.     Mr.     O'Shaughncssy ;  A  fi.     ^Ir. 

Birrell.vlpr.  7,  508. 

Hannood  -  Banner,   Mr.  J.  S.  rLivcrpool. 

Everton] 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Ex- 
ix'nditurc  on,  -1  pr.  2,  700. 

Harmsworth,  Mr.  C.  B.   [Worcester,   Droit- 
wich] 

Army — Case  of  (».  Ravenhill  ,Apr.  ZO, 
1380. 

Xatal — Native  Rei)re8entation  in  Parlia- 
mcnt.  Legislative  Proposals  for,  Apr, 
30,  1390. 

Harris,  Lord 

Territorial  Force — RcgimentK  whose  Re- 
cruiting Areas  lie  in  more  than  one 
County,  Position  of,  Apr.  J,  4(>8- 
470. 

Hanis,  Mr.  F.  L.  rrow(rHari!ets,Sti-tnry] 
Aliens  Act—  Statements  made  by  President 
of  Board  of  Tn.do,  Apr.  30,  14(.3. 

Coal   Mines   (Eight   Hours)   (No.    2)    Bill, 
,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  2,  675. 

Colonies,  Tariff  Reduction  Proposals  be- 
tween, Apr.  28,  1087. 

_      Home  Rule — Government  Policy  as  Stated 

by    the    President    of    the    Board    of 

Trade.  Apr,  30,  1415;    May  4,  l(i()8. 

Licensed    Premises,    Rateable    Value    of 

Mai/  4,  1659. 
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Mar,  30— ifay  4. 

Hart-Davies,  Mr.  T.  [Hackney,  N.] 


Duke  of  York's  Sohool — ^New  Site,  Infor- 

mation  as  to.  Mar,  30,  62. 
Hackney — Application     for     Unemployed 

Grant,  Apr.  29,  1233. 
India 

Eduoation 

Claims  of  Indian  Graduates,  Mar. 

31,  297. 
Expenditure  on,  Apr,  29,  1344. 
Inquiry    into    Scope,    Character 
and  Methods,  proposed,  A  pr. 
29,  1343-1346. 

Harvey,  Mr.  W.  B.  Perbyshire,  N.E.] 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Proposals 
as  to,  May  4,  1657. 

Harwood,  Mr.  G.  [Bolton] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  May  4,  1732-1739. 

Haslam,  Mr.  J.  [Derbyshire,  Chesterfield] 
Licensing  Act  of  1904,  Working  of,  Apr. 
28,  1104. 

HaslaxXL,  Mr.  L.  [Monmonth  Boronghs] 
Children  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1,  689. 

Haversham,  Lord 

Territorial  Force  Secretaryships,  Position 
of  Officers  of  Regular  Army  accepting, 
Mar,  31,  289,  291. 

Hay,  Mr.  C.  0.  D.  [Shoreditch,  Hozton] 

Aliens  Act — Statement  of  President  of 
Board  of  Trade,  Apr,  30,  1402,  1403; 
May  4,  1657. 

Civil  Service 

Boy  Clerks  Register  to  Facilitate 
Outside  Employment,  proposed, 
Mar.  31,  323,  324. 

Conditions  of  Granffbg  Increments, 
Apr.  30,  1410. 

Cordite  Conference — Terras  of  Reference, 
Apr.  2,  666. 

Elementary  Education  Bill,  Date  of  Pro* 
ceeding  with,  Apr,  28,  1224. 

Post  Office 

Confidential  Report  System,  Apr,  2, 
68L 

("Jranard.  Earl  of — Duties  and  Powers. 
Apr.  2,  680,  (i81. 

Officials,  Damage  or  Injury  to  Pereons 
through  Act  of,  Apr, ^30,  14U9i. 

Secretary's  Office,  Overwork  in,  Apr, 
2,  679,  680. 

Territorial  Force  Members,  Training 
Leave  for,  Apr.  2,  642. 

Prose(!Ution  of  Offences  (Amendment)  Bill, 
Com.,  Apr.  1,  639,  513,  546, 
548,  5.'>3. 

SxpenscH  Resolution,  Apr.  7,  534^ 
536. 
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Hay,  Mr.  C.  0.  D.— «on<. 

Rhymnoy  Valley  Postmen,  Pay  of,  Apr, 

30,  1406. 
Royal  Warrants,  Conditions  of  Confirming, 

Apr,  30,  1401. 
Tailoring     Industry — Proseoutions    under 

Particulars  Clause,  Apr,  30, 1401, 1402. 

Telephone  Service— Foreigners  employed, 
Apr,  30,  1408. 

Haytt 

Situation  in. 

Q,     Major    Anstruther-Gray ;      -4.     Sir 
E.  Grey,  Apr,  30,  1391. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E.  W.  [West  Bromwich] 

Hamstead  Colliery  Disaster  Inquiry,  Pro- 
posals for.  Mar,  31,  316. 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.  [Louth.  N.] 

Admiralty — Granite,  Source  of  Supply, 
i4pr.  2,  663. 

Finance  Act,  1907,  Section  10 — Extension 

to  Share  Capital,  proposed.  Mar,  31, 

299. 
Glenaheiry    Explosion,    Circumstances    of 

— Public  Inquiry  upon  Oath,  proposed, 

Apr.  1,  607. 
Granite — Norwegian  Hours  of  Labour, etc., 

Mar,  30,  90. 
Home    Rule    proposed — Protests    against 

British  Administration,  etc..  Mar,  30, 

228-234. 
Kingstown — Mail  Steamboats,  Dispute  as 

to  Use  of  Piers,  Apr.  1,  630;     Apr. 

2,  701-703,  780-788. 
Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act, 
1891. 

Amount  of  Insurance  Fund  accum.i- 
lated.  Mar.  31,  299. 

Stamp  Duties  Payable,  Mar.  31,  3<)0. 

Poor  Law  Chaplains — Nonconformists  and 
Catholics  employed,  Apr,  2,  678. 

Post  Office — Irish  Service,  Expenditure 
on,  Mar.  30,  108. 

Railways 

Free    Passes,    Im{>08itiun    of    Stamp 
Duty  on,  proposed,  *4pr.  1,  479. 

Heighington  Fen 

Case  of  W.  Mitchell. 
Q8,     Mr.  Lupton ;    As,     Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  29,  1254. 

Helmsley,    Viscount    [Yorkshire,    N.R. 

Thirsk] 
Army 

Cordite  containing  Mercuric  Chloride 
New  Test  for  and   Amount    Re- 
jected, Mar.  30,  79,  80. 
Territorial    Force,    Training    Period, 
Mar.  30,  78. 
Canadian  Strike- Prevention  Act,  Operation 
of,  Apr.  6,  940. 

Castle  Morton  Schoolhouse,  Use  of,  for 
Political  Gathering,  Apr.  1    495. 
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Helmsley,  Yi»eojiat— com 

Coroners*  Inquests  Bill,  2b,  Apr.  3,  873- 
876. 

Costs  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1, 
560. 

Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment) 
Bill,  Com.,  Apr,  1,  644. 

Yeomanry,  Conditions  of  joining  Territorial 
Force,  Mar.  SO,  81  ;  Apr.  6,  921. 

Hemphill,  Lord 

Sat  first  in  Parliament  after  the  Death  of 
his  Father,  Apr.  14,  961. 

Henderson,  Mr.  A.  [Durham,  Barnard  CaBtle] 
Death    of    Sir    H.    Campbell- Bannerman» 

Apr.  28,  1039. 
Licensing  Bill,  2b,  May  4,  1755-1761. 

Herbert,  Mr.  T.  A.  [Bucks,  Wycombe] 

Natal — Dinizulu,  Trial  of — Charges  and 
Procedure,  Apr,  6,  932. 

Herefordshire 

Exchequer  Grant  to  County  Council 
Q.     ('aptain  Clivo  ;  A.     Mr.  Bums,  Apr. 
2S.n)l\. 

Heme  Bay  Pier  Bill 

c  Rep*,  Apr.  2,  638. 
3b*,  Apr.  6,  886. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Apr.  14,  961. 

Herschell,  Lord 

Vatersay  and  Barra,  Condition  of  Affairs 
in  —  Correspondence  between  Lady 
Cathcart  and  Secretary  for  Scotland 
Mar,  31,  274-276. 

Highfini,  Mr.  J.  8.  [Yorkshire, W.R.,  Sowerby] 
Coroners*  Inquests  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  3,  861. 

Hill  (Del  Be)  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  Flynn  ;  .4.     Mr.  Birrell,  Apr.  2, 
656. 

HiUs.  Mr.  J.  W.  JDurham] 

Fiscal  Policy — Manufactured  Imports,  Ob- 
jo(?tioni  to  Duties  on.  Mar,  31,  415- 
422. 

Hillsborough 

FaUlity  to  C.  E.  Gvsh. 

Q.     Mr.  H.  J.  Tennant ;    .4.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone,  .4pr.  1,  496. 

Hillstreet 

Disturbance — Trial  of  Accused  Persons. 
Q,     Mr.     Jamos     (V Kelly ;         A,     Mr. 
Birroll,. 4  pr.  5, 917. 

Hilsea 

'*  Coach  and  Horses  "  Public-house 

Sale  of,  by  the  War  Office,  Price  ob- 
tained, etc. 

0$,  Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  A  pr.  30, 
1455;  Sir  T.  Whittaker, 
1475 ;  Mr.  Chaplin,  1527  ; 
Mr.  Lyttelton,  May  4, 
1.708. 


Hob— Hot]  INDEX. 

Mar.  SO— May  4. 

Hobart,  Sir  R.  [Hampshire,  New  Forest] 

New  Forest 

Burning  of  Gorse  and  Heather,  Me- 
morial as  to.  May  4,  1662. 

Military  Manoeuvres,  Proposals  for 
holding,  Apr,  1,  488. 

Hobhonse,  Mr.  E.  H. — Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  [Bristol,  E.] 

Afghanistan — Consent  of  Amir  to  Anglo- 
Russian  Agreement,  Apr.  29,  1238. 

Civil  Service 

Estimates,  Page  59 — Explanation  of 
Footnote,  Apr.  30,  1380. 

Increment,  Conditions  of  Granting, 
Apr.  30,  1410. 

Criminal  Appeal  Aot^ — Shorthand  Writers* 
Fees,  May  4,  1662. 

India 

Education 

Expenditure  on,  Apr.  29,  1307. 

Inquiry  into  Scope,  Character 
and  Methods,  Apr.  29,  1366- 
1372. 

Mohmand  Rising,  Afghan  Attitude 
towards,  Apr.  29,  1238  ;  Apr.  30, 
1389. 

Railway  Extension  to  Afghan  Frontier, 
Apr.  29,  1238,  1239. 

Tinnevelli  and  Tuticorin  Disturbances, 
Apr.  30,  1388. 

Irish  University  Bill — Sui)eraimuation  Pro- 
visions, May  4,  1619. 

Kingstown  Pier  Dispute — Date  of  Printing 
Correspondence,  May  4,  1666. 

London  University,   Accommodation  Pro- 
vided for,  Apr.  29,  1257, 1258. 

Naval    Prisoners — Accommodation   for,  at 
Hong  Kong,  etc.,  Apr.  28,  1071. 

Now  Forest — Burriinii-  of  Gorse  and  Heather, 
Memorial,  May  4,  H)(>2. 

Norwich — F.icilitics    for    Stamping    Docu- 
ments, Mny  4,  1(535. 

Public  Trustee — Kxpcnditureaml  Receipts, 
Ayr.  29,  1258,  1259. 

Quit  Rents,  Redemption  of — Rules  under 

Land  L;iw  (Ireland)  Act  1887,  Apr.  28, 

1059. 
Revenue  and  Rxpcnditure 

R'-visiiivr   l']x]>en(Iitur. 

10(i4. 
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-^Suggest  ions  for 
,    May  4,   1G()3. 


Shannon  River  Tolls,  Average  of,  A  pr.  2S, 
1000. 

South  African  War  Debt,  Amount  of,  etc., 
May  4,  1004. 

Hogan,  Mr.  M.  [Tipperary,  N.] 

Nenagh  Post  OiHce  Accommodation,  Apr.  1, 
480. 

Post  Office  Mail  Service — Canadian  Con- 
tract, May  4,  1600. 

Holland 

8ce  under  Netherlands. 
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Holland,  SiriW.  H.  [Yorkshire^  W.R.^  Rother- 
ham] 

Ministers  attaining  Cabinet  Rank,  Abolitioa 
of  Re- Election  for,  proposed.  Aw.  29, 
1238. 

Holt,  Mr.  E.  D.  [Northumberland,  Hexham] 
Army  Transport  by  Sea  in   War  Time, 
May  4,  1639. 

France — Duty  on  American  Iramber,  Jfciy 
4,  1634. 

Navy—"  Rover "  Tug,  Engines  supplied 
to,  Apr.  3,  812. 

Home  Office 

Secretary  of  State— B,t,   Hon.  H.  Gtid- 

stone. 

Under-Secretary — ^Mr.  H.  SamueL 
Internal  Structural  Alterations,  Cost  of. 
Os.     Mr.    Fell,   Mr.    Harcourt,   Apr.  2, 
756. 

Home  Eule 

See  under  Ireland. 

Home  Work  Bill 

c.  IR.*  Apr.  28,  1106. 

Hope,  Mr.  J.  D.  [Fife.  W.] 

Kynoch  Case  —  Hardships  entailed  on 
Workpeople,  Apr,  30,  1388. 

War  Office  Expenditure  on  Warlike  Stores 
(1907-8),  May  1,  1534. 


Hops 


"Adriatic,"  C^rgo  of. 
Qa.     Mr.  Courthope  ;  Aa.     Mr,  Keuley, 

Apr.  2,  676. 
Q.     Mr.  Courthope;    A.    Mr.  Kearlej, 

Apr.  28,  low. 

American  Competition,  Effect  of. 


Os. 


Q- 


Sir  G.  Parker.  Apr,  14,  1004-1007, 
1009;  Mr.  Lloyd-Goorge,  100>- 
1010;  Mr.  Forster,  1010;  Mr.  P. 
Penso,  1010;  Mr.  Gretton,  1011; 
Sir  W.  J.  Collins,  1012;  Mr.  H. 
Cox,  1013;  Mr.  Fell,  1014;  Mr. 
Jowett,  1015;  Mr.  C.  Edwards, 
1016;  Captain  Clivo,  1017;  Mr. 
Verney.    1018. 

Mr.   Fell;     A.     Mr.   Lloj-d-George, 
Apr.  6,  941. 


Homiman,  Mr.  E.  J.  [Chelsea] 

Budget,  Date  of  Introducing,  Apr.  3, 
()55. 

Criminal  Procedure — Fixing  Minimum 
Penalty  for  certain  Offences,  proposed, 
Aj»\i^J,  1243. 

Duke  of  Yoik's  School 

Apr.   27. 


AdminiRt  ration    of    Estate, 
1031. 


Funds  for  AequiHition  of  Sites,  etc.. 
Origin  of,  Apr.  27,  103a 
Tenement  IfouHas,  Sanitary  Arrangements 
—Powers  of  Local  AuthoriUeB,  Apr, 
28,  1069. 
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Hone-breeding 

Royal  Commission  Report 

Date  of  Presenting. 

Qs.  Mr.  Lonsdale,  Mr.  Chaplin ; 
As.  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr. 
Speaker,  May  4,  1661. 

Presented,  Apr,  14,  964,  975. 

Hotham,  Baron 

Representative  Peer  for  Ireland — Petition, 
Apr,  6,  881. 

Honsing  and  Town  Planning  Bill 

Discussion  of. 

Q,     Mr.  Mackamess ;    A,     Mr.  Asquith, 
Mar,  SO,  112. 

Explanatory  Memorandum,  Circulation  of, 
proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  Lyttelton;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith,  Apr,  i,  521. 

Hnddersfield  Water  Bill 

c.  2b,*  Mar,  30,  54. 
Rep,*  Apr,  30,  1373. 

Hndson,  Mr.  W.  [Newcastle-on-Tyne] 

Mica  Boiler  Covering  Company,  Police 
Court  Judgment  against,  Apr.  30, 
1384. 

Navy — Shipbuilding  Programme,  Lock-out 
in  the  Trade,  Probable  Effect  of, 
Apr,  28,  1074. 

Railway  Superannuation  and  Pension 
Funds — Proposals  for  Liquiry,  Mar. 
31,  317  ;    Apr.  28,  1094. 

Telephone  Service,  Policy  as  to  Rates, 
etc.,  Apr,  1,  473. 

Hull 

Post  Office,  Expenditure  on. 
Oa.     Mr.  Harcourt,  Apr,  2,  721. 

Hnll  and  Bamdey  Bailway  Bill 

c  Con.*  Mar,  31,  291. 

3k.*  Apr.  3,  809. 
/.   IR.*  Apr,  6,  881. 

Hnmber  Commercial  Bailway  and  Dock 
Bill 

c.  Rep.*  Mar,  31,  292. 
Con,'*  Apr,  6,  886. 
3r.*  Apr.  ^,  1021. 

Hungary 

Stc  Austria-Hungary. 

Hunt,  Mr.  £•  [Shropshire,  Ludlow] 

Knighton— Sale  by  Auction  without 
Licence  on  10  January,  Mar.  31,  324. 

Imports 

See  Exports  and  Imports. 

Incest  Bill 

c.  Report  from  Standing  Committee  A., 
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Apr.  1,  521. 
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Investments  abroad,  Revenue  from. 
Qs.    Sir  £.   Sassoon;   Aa,   Mr.  Lloyd - 
George,  Apr.  SO,  1397. 
Liquor  Traffic,  see  that  title. 

Married  Couples,  A(|ditional  Belief  for. 
Q,     Sir   W.  Bull ;    A.    Mr.  Bunciman, 
Apr,  6,  896. 

India 

Army 

Chnrehes 

Nnmber  Consecrated,  etc. 
Q,    Mr.  J.  D.  White  ;    A,  Mr. 
Morley,  Apr,  28,  1007. 
Papers  Presented,  Apr.   6,  882, 
889. 
Expenditure. 
Us,    Mr.  Laidlaw,  Apr.  S9,  1341  ; 
Mr.  Bees,  1350. 

Beasons  against  Beduction  in. 
Q,      Mr.      Lynch  ;     A,      Mr. 
Buchanan,  Apr,  28,  1086. 
Military      Operations      Undertaken 
(1899-1908). 
Q,     Mr.     Bollairs;     A.     Mr. 
Buchanan,  May  7,1533. 

Officers'  Pensions,  System  of  Calculat* 
ing  Service  for. 
Q.  Mr.  Smeaton ;  A,  Mr.  Mor- 
ley, Apr.  f ,  668. 
Q,  Mr.  Smeaton ;  A,  Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  Apr.  SO,  1386. 

Beturn  as  to  Strength,  etc.,  at  certain 
Periods,  Ordered,  May  4,  1618. 

Strength 

Information  given  in  Answer  of 
13  March,  1906. 
Q,  Sir  H.  Cotton  ;  A,  Mr. 
Morley,  Apr,  2,  646. 

Beport  of   Commission  after  the 
Mutiny. 
Q.    Sir  H.  Cotton  ;  A.  Mr. 
Morley,  Apr.  2,  646. 

Statistics  in  Finance  Committee 
Beport. 

Q.  Sir  H.  Cotton  ;    A.   Mr. 
Morley,  Ajh-.  i\  645. 

Baroda — Measures  introduced   by  Mahn- 
rajah. 

Q.  Mr.  O'Grady;    A,   Mr.  Morley, 
Mar.  31,  306. 
Bengal 

Financial  Effect  of  Partition. 

Qs,  Sir  H.  Cotton  ;  As,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Ajn-.  28,  1081. 

Judicial  Services,  Be-arrangement  of. 
Q.  Sir  H.    Cotton  ;     A.    Mr.  Mor- 
ley, Apr.  6,  910. 

Budget,  Date  of  Taking. 
Q,  Mr.  Bees  ;  A.  Mr.  Buchanan,  May 
4,  1625. 

Calcutta — Sentence  on  Boy  for  throwing 
Stone. 

Qs,  Sir  H.  Cotton,  Mr.  H.  Burke, 
Earl  Winterton  ;  As.  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  Speaker,  Apr, 
JS,  1084. 

[cont. 
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India— co«<. 
EducatioD 

Claims  of  Indian  Graduates  for  Em- 
ployment. 
Q.    Mr.  Hart-Davies ;   ii.  Mr. 
Morley,  Mar,  SI,  297. 
Expenditure  on. 
08,   Mr.   Laidlaw,   Apr,   29,   1341, 
1343 ;  Mr.  Hart-Davies,  1344 ; 
Mr.  Rees,  1354 ;  Mr.  C.  Hob- 
house,  1367. 
Inquiry  into  System,  proposed. 
Os.  Mr.  Laidlaw,   Apr,  S9,  1338- 
,.    .     V  1343,1372;    Mr.  Hart-Davies, 

1343-1346  ;     Mr.    K.    Hardie, 
,  i;i47-1360;     Mr.    Rees,    1350- 

1368;    Sir   J.    Jardine,    1358- 
1.361 ;  Sir  H.  Craik,  1361-1366  ; 
Mr.   C.   Hobhouse,  1366-1372; 
Earl  Percy,  1372. 
Vernacular  Languages,  Use  of. 

Q,     Mr.    Rees ;    A.     Mr.    Morley, 
Apr.  2y  667. 
Forest  Service— Case  of  Mr.  C.  W.  Allan. 
Q.   Sir  S.    King ;    A.   Mr.    Buchanan. 
May  4, 1637. 
Loans    raised  in    England— Return  Pre- 
sented, Apr.  14,  964,  974. 
Mandi  Chiefs  hip.  Memorial  as  to. 

Q,    Mr.   MicKlem  ;     A,    Mr.   Morley, 
Apr.  g,  645. 
Mohmand   Rising,  Afghan   Attitude  to- 
wards. 

Q.  Mr.  Smeaton ;  A,  Mr.  Hobhouse, 

Apr,  S9,  1238. 
Q,  Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  A,  Mr.  Hobhouse, 
Apr,  SO,  1389. 
North-WestFrontierDefence—Equipment 
of  Troops. 

Q,  Mr.  Lonsdale  ;    A.  Mr.  Morley, 

Apr.  2,  669. 

Penal    Code— Interpretation    of    Section 

124A. 

Qs,    Mr.  O'Grady,  Sir  H.  Cotton  ; 

As,  Mr.  Morley,  Mar,  SI,  306. 

Prison  Medical  Officers,  Pay  of. 

Q,     Mr.     Rees ;     A.     Mr.   Buchanan, 
May  4, 1625. 
Railways  ~  Afghan  Frontier    Extension, 
Local  Attitude  towards. 

Qs,  Mr.  Smeaton,  SirC.  Dilke,  Mr. 
Rees,  Mr.  Lupton  ;     As,    Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Apr,  29,  1238. 
Tea  Export  by  Quctta-Nushki  Route. 
Qs.  Mr.  Rees,  Mr.  O'Grady  ;   ^1*.   Mr. 
Morley,  Ai^r.  J,  667. 
Telegraph  Strike—Present  Position. 
Qs.  Mr.  Rees,  Mr.  J.  Ward  ;  .4*.  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Apr.  28 y  1085. 

Tinnevelly  and  Tuticorin  Riots,  Informa- 
tion as  to. 
Qs.  Mr.  Rees,  Dr.  Rutherford  ;  As, 

Mr.  Buchanan,  Apr,  28,  1080. 
Q,   Dr.  Rutherford  ;    -4.  Mr.  Hob- 
house, Apr,  SO,  1388. 

Whipping  Act— Amendment  Proposals. 
Qs,  Mr.  O'Grady,  Sir   H.  Cotton;  As. 

Mr.  Morley,  Apr.  i,  668. 
Qs,  Sir  H.  Cotton  ;  As,  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Apr,  28,  1083. 

48 


INDEX. 
Mar.  SO— May  4. 

India  Office 

Secretary 


[Vol.  187. 


of   Stat&—Ut.  Hon.  Viscount 
Morley. 

Under  -  Secretary  —  Rt.    Hon.    T.   R. 
Buchanan. 

Industrial     and    Provident     Societiei 
(Amendment)  Bill 
c.  1R.«  Apr.  g,  707. 

Industrial  and  Beformatory  Schools 

See  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools. 

Inland  Revenue 

Case  of  F.  Farrington. 
Qs.   Mr.    Cowan,    Mr.    Suowden,    Mr, 
Watt  ;As.Mt.  ABquith,^j9r.  2, 698. 

Inter-Oceanic  Eailway  of  Mexico  Bill 

c,  2r.*  Apr.  6,  887. 

Ireland 

Chief  Secretary— Rt.  Hon.  A.  Birrel). 
Lord-Lieutenant — Earl  of  Aberdeen. 
Attorney-General— Rt.Hon.  R  U.  Cherry. 
Solicitor-General — Mr.  R.  Barry. 

[For  Particular  Places,  Estate 4,  etc.,  Ht 
their  Names,] 

Agriculture    and    Technical   Instruction 
Department,  see  that  title. 

Audit  of  Public  Accounts. 
Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  Runciman,  Apr. 
2^,992. 

Burrows,  A.  C. — Chaise  aAainat. 

Q.  Mr.  Muldoon ;  A,  Mr.  Cherry,  Apr. 
6,  951. 

Cattle-drivinff,  Casea  during  1908. 
Q,    Mr.    Lonsdale;    A.    Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell,  Apr.  g9, 1263. 

Congestion 

ConimiBsion,  Cost  of. 
Q.   Dr.  Ambrose;  A.   Mr.  Bund- 
man,  Mar,  SO,  68. 

Date  of  issue  of  Report. 
Q,    Mr.    J.    O'Donnell;    A.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Apr.  6,  912. 

Constabulary,  see  that  title. 

Crown  Jewels,  Loss  of 

Allegations  as  to  Identity  of  Thief. 
Os.  Mr.  Birrell,  Mr.  MacNeUl,  J/ir. 
i,  509. 

Date  of  Theft. 
Q,  Major  Coates ;  A.   Mr.  Birrell, 
Apr.  i,  609. 

Deaths  from  Alcohol,  etc,  see  Deaths. 

Drunkenness,  Arrests  for  (1906  and  1907) 
—Return  Presented,  Apr.  S8, 1049. 

Education,  see  that  title. 

Evictions 

Barry,  Mrs.  Ellen— Case  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Reddy ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Apr. 
f8,  1066. 
Notices  hied— Return  Preseoted,  Jj)r. 
27,  1026. 
Fisheries,  sec  that  title. 
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Afforestation,  see  Forestry. 
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Government  policy  as  stated  hy  Mr. 
Churchill. 
Qs,    Mr.    W.     Long,   Mr.    L. 

Harris,  Mr.  H.  P.   Pease; 

As,  Mr.  Asquith,  Apr.  SO, 

1414. 
Qs,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr. 

L.  Harris,  Mr.  Byles ;  As. 

Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Speaker, 

May  4y  1667. 

Protests  against  British  Administra- 
tion, etc. 
Os,  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  Mar.  30, 
115-1.3.3,  145;  Mr.  Rainy, 
13.3-137;  Earl  Percy,  137- 
153  ;  Mr.  Birrell,  163-163 ; 
Mr.  Butcher,  163-170  ; 
Mr.  Masterman,  170-175  ; 
Mr.  Mallet,  175  177  ;  Mr. 
Greorge  Clark,  177-187 ; 
Mr.  Barnes,  187-194  ;  Mr. 
Atherley  -  Jones,  1 94-198  ; 
Captain  Donelan,  198-200 ; 
Mr.  Barrie,  200-205  ;  Mr. 
G^^-ynn,  204;  Mr.  Ellis, 
205-210;  Sir  E.  Carson, 
210;  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
210-222 ;  Mr.  Asquith, 
222-228  ;  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  228  -  234  ;  Mr. 
Simon,  237-240. 


Hospitals,  Allocation  of  Grants  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Kidsdale;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  ^»r. 

By  910. 

Industries,  Protection  of— French  Firm 
lined  for  Sale  of  Lace,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.   Ffrench;   A.    Mr.   Lloyd- 
George,  Apr.  i,  483. 

Q.    Mr.    Boland;    A.    Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Apr.  1,  497. 

Q.    Mr.     Boland,  A.    Mr.    T.  W. 
Ku8s«ll,  Apr.  1.  514. 

Qs.  Mr.  Boland  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grev,  I 
Apr.  i\  671.  "I 

Irl**h  Language,  see  that  title. 

Land  Acts,  Land  Commi>sion,  I^nd 
Jn  ;ge:»  Court,  ami  l^nd  Purcliase,  sec 
those  titles. 

Macdonncll,  Sir  A — Resignation  of. 
i^.     Mr.     Lonsdale;    A.    Mr.    Birrell, 
Maij  4,  1628. 

Malicious  Injury  Claims  dealt  with  in 
1906  and  190/. 

Q.  Mr.  Lonsdale;   A.  Mr.  Cherry, 
Ajn-.  6',  902.  ' 

Metliodists,  University  Facilities  for. 
Q.     Sir  J.   Randies ;   A.     Mr.   Cherry, 
Apr.  6',  903. 

Police,  see  Constabulary  and  Dublin 
Metroj>olitan  Police. 

Poor  Law,  see  that  title. 

Roman  Catholic  University  Question. 
0$.     Mr.  J.  Redmond,  Mar.  SO,  121. 

Irish  Universitie-s  Bill,  sec  that  title. 
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of  Surgeons — Inclusion 
within  New  University,  Memorial  as 
to. 

Qs.  Sir  J.  W.  Collini ;  As.  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell,  Apr,  €9, 1261. 

Works  Board  Loans,  Conditions  of  Grant  • 
ing  in  Ireland. 
Qs.  Mr.    Ffrench;  As.  Mr.  Runci- 
man,  Mar.  31,  329  ;  Apr.  5,  696. 

Irish  Language 

Teaching  in  Schools,  Cost  of. 
Q.    Mr.      W.       Redmond;      A.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Mar.  SO,  106. 

Irish  Provident  Assurance  Company 

Position  of. 
Q.  Mr.   N.  Murphy  ;  A,  Mr.  Kearley, 
Apr.  2,  650. 

Irish  Universities  BiU 

e.  Intro,  and  iR.,  Mar.  SI,  331,  403. 

Abandonment  of,  Proposed. 

Q.  Capt.  Craig  ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  May  4, 
1628. 

Articles  of  Charter  (Belfast  and  Dublin)— 

Copy  of  Preliminary  Drafts,  Presented. 

Apr.  £7,  1024. 

Debate  on  Introduction  (Commons)  Mar. 

31,  331. 

Affiliation,  Powers  for,  349-351,  384, 

.385. 
Buildings,  Provision  of,  352,  353. 

Catholic  Attitude  towards  the  Scheme, 

362-367.  .369,  372,  376,  397. 
Charters,  Draft-*  of,  344. 

Establishment  of  New  Universities,  in 

Dublin  and  in  Belfast,  )'roi)osaIs 

for,  342. 
Governing  indies  or  **  Senates"  : 

Con>*titution  'of,    344,    345,    346, 
374.  375,  383. 

NoniinatioQ  of  for  Five  Years,  344. 

Powers  of,  .347. 

Right    of    Crown   to    Nominate, 
344.  .364. 
Grants  for,  :r)l,  3o2,  363, 373,  .392,  39.3. 
Irl^h   <  'hurch    Fund,  Grant  from  for 

New  Universities,  343,  351. 

Monies  Paid  to  University  or  Colleges 
shall  not  be  Applied  for  Mainten- 
ance of  Churches  or  Religious  Ob- 
servances, etc.,  351,  364. 

Present  Provision  for  University  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland,  333-340. 

President  of  College  in  Dublin  to  be  a 
Layman,  .348,  349,  36(5. 

Professors, A pfKiintment  and  Dismissal 
of.  Regulations  for,  347,  348,  357, 
358, 3«7. 

Religious  Tests,  Abssnee  of,  343,  382, 
387,  388. 

Royal  Universities,  Proposals  for  Dip- 
solution  of,  :U3. 

Statutory  Commissions,  Proposals  for, 
348. 
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Irish  TJnivenities  Bill— eon^. 
Debate — eont. 

Trinity  College  not  Included  in  Scope 
of  the  Bill,  341,  356,  357,  371, 
389. 

Proposals  as  to. 
Q,    Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  A.    Mr.  Asquith, 
May  4,  1669. 
Senate  of  Proposed  Universities,  Clas^i- 
fication  and  Constitution  of. 
Q,    Mr.  Massie ;  A.    Mr.   Birrell, 

Maif  4. 1620. 
Qs.  Sir  J.  Randies ;  ^«.  Mr.  Birrell, 
May  4, 1627. 

Superannuation,  Maximum  Terms  of. 
Q.    Mr.    Kawlinson ;     A.    Mr.     Hob- 
house,  May  4i  1619. 

Irvine 

Post  Office,  Decision  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.     Younger;  A.     Mr.     Buxton, 
Apr.  5,  812. 

Isaacs,  Mr.  E.  D.  [Reading] 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  May  4, 1739-1748. 
Jackson,  Mr.  K.  S.  [Greenwicli] 

Vaccination — Case  of  Mr.  F.  D.  Eastmar, 
Mar.  an,  02. 

Jacoby,  Sir.  J.  A.  [Derl.y  shire,  Mid  J 

Kitchen  Committee  accounts,  annual 
Return  as  lo,  Ajtr.  30,  1410. 

Jamaica 

Bananas,  Subsidy  for. 

Q.  Mr.  Cox  ;  A.  Mr.  Churchill,  Apr.  0, 
933. 

Japan 

C/onsulate  at  Nagasaki,  Rebuilding  of. 
Os.  Mr.  H.  lirearh,  yl;w.  f ,  758 ;  Sir  F. 
Banbury,  794. 

Jardine,  Sir  J.  [Uoxburghshire] 

Indian  Education  System — Inquiry  into, 
Apr.  ;/9,  1.358-1361. 

Jenkins,  Mr.  J.  L^'hathamj 

Chatham  floHpital  Cookinj;  Staff,  .Ifnr.  Jn. 
60. 

Joicey,  Lord 

National  (Jallerv  -Numl>cr  of  Visitors  on 
Sundays,  M'ftr.  31,  261. 

Joicey  Cecil,   Lord   J.   I  Lincolnshire,  Stam- 
ford] 

Militia  disbanded  unit-*.  Expenses nf  escort 
for  handing::  over  Colours  of,  Apr.  1 
492. 

Peterborough  Rjiilway  Station— Const nic- 
tion  of  Subway,  proi>o8ed,  Apr.  .i,  (mI. 

Jones,  Mr.  L.  [Westmoreland,  Appleby] 

Licensin;^  J)ill,2K.,  Apr.  QS,  1145  ;  Apr.  2U. 
1270,  1277  ;  Apr,  30,  1486 ;  May  4, 
1700,  1710. 

Monopoly  Value  paid  for  on  Licenses, 
Provisions  as  to,  Apr.  28,  1104. 

On-licenses  for  which  full  monopoly  value 
has  been  paid,  provisions  as  to,  Mar, 
30,  HI. 
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Journal  Committee 


Heport  as  to  Vol. 
447. 
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139,  Presented,  Apr.  I 


Jowett,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Bradford,  W.] 

Anthrax — Circamstances  of  Death  of  M. 
Quigley,  Mar,  $1^  315. 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr,  IJi^  1015. 

Press  Tele;:ram8,  Revision  of  arrange* 
mente  for  tranamittiog,  Apr,  37^  10^ 

Joyce,  Mr.  M.  iLimerick] 

Army-— Case  of  J.  Killeen,  Apr.  f  ,  661. 

Judges 

Circuit — Order  in  Council,  Presented, 
Mar,  SI,  247,  2»4. 

Judioial  Statistics 

Civil  Judicial  Statistics,  Presented,  Aiir. 
U,  963,  973. 


Eeane  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 
Q.  Mr.  O'Shee;  A. 
507. 


Mr.  Birrell,  Apr.  /, 


Eearley,   Mr.  H.  TL,—I'f^rliam€ntary  Setft- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  [Devonport] 
Acetone  Import  Statistics,  May  4,  1634. 

Bnickless  Railway  Station,  condition  of, 
Apr.  S,  698. 

Easin^n  and  Kilnsea  Coast  Erosion, 
Measures  necessary  to  check,  Apr.  t9, 
1244. 

Germany— Berlin  Unemployment  Statis- 
tics, Apr.  3,  675. 

Granite 

British  and  Foreign,  Relative  Cost  of 
Apr.  SS,  1094. 

Wa^^es    and    Hours    of    Labonr  in 
Quarries,  Aj)r,  2,  676. 

Hops  -**  Adriatic,"  Cargo  of,  Apr,  S,  676; 
Apr.  SS,  1095. 

Irish  Provident  Aiasor<ince  Company,  Posi* 
tion  of,  Aj>r.  2,  651. 

Merchandise  Mark^  Act — Infringement  by 
Conti::ental  Tyre  and  Kabber  Coiu- 
|»any  advertisement,  Apr,  f8,  1095. 

Merchant  Shipping  Commission  on  Bingi>, 
Date  of  issuing  Report,  Apr,  S,  615, 

Patents  and  DeHigiis  Act — Representa- 
tions from  Foreign  Couniries,  Mar.  SI, 
318. 

Peterhorongh  Railway  Station — Con- 
Htructiou  of  Subwrty,  propmed,  Apr.  t, 
051. 

Railway  Employment  (Prevention  of 
Accidents)  Act,  1900— Appoint- 
ments and  Inquiries  under,  and 
Rules  fonnulated,  Apr,  2,  649, 660^ 

Railways 

Automatic    Couplings,   Reports   <», 
Apr,  g,  649, 

\0tmL 
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Mar.  30— May  4 
Kearley,  Mr.  H.  E,—cont 

Hallways— con^ 

Caledonian  and  North  British  Com- 
panies, Agreement  between,  Aitr. 
;.%  1096. 

Superannuation  Funds  Inquiry — 
Constitution  of  Committee,  Apr, 
28,  1094. 

Revenue  and  Expenditure — Revenue  from 
Import  Duties,  Apr.  f ,  676. 

Shrewsbury   Railway  Disaster— Finding 
of  Inquiry,  Apr,  £9,  1245,  1246. 

Solent,  Jurisdiction  over  Navigation  in, 
Apr,  30,  13S6. 

Spanish    Reference  Law,  Translation  of, 
Apr,  S8,  1094. 


Sugar  Price— Statistics  (1898-1908),  Apr^ 
SO,  1382. 


Trade  Reports — Revision 
posed,  Apr,  28, 1097. 


of  Form,  pro- 


Eenmare 

Fair  Rent  Applications,  Number  of. 
Q.    Mr.    Omiley;    A,    Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell,  Apr,  29,  1260. 

lAnd  Commission  Sittings,  Date  fixed  for. 
Q,  Mr.  Boland  \  A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Apr,  3, 
814. 

Kennaway*  £t.  Hon.  Sir  J.  H.  [Devon 

Honiton] 
Licensing  Bill,  2r.  Apr,  28, 1166-1172. 

Kennedy,  Mr.  V.  P.  [Cavan,  W.] 

Annalee — Case  of  W.  Walker,  Apr,  6\ 
910. 

Canning  Russell  &  Co. — Complaints  as  to 
Transactions  with  Irish  Farmers,  Apr. 
28,  1051. 

Crookenden -Casey  Estate — Sheriffs  Visit 
to  Tenants,  Cause  of,  Mar.  30,  108. 

Smith  Estate  (Cavan),  Purchase  of.  Mar. 
30,  101. 

Kerry 

Evicted  Tenants — Progress  made  witii 
ReinsUitcmentH. 

Q.    Mr.     T.    O'Donnell;    A.     Mr. 
Birrell.  Ajtr.  28,  1066. 

Kettle,  Mr.  T.  M.  [Tyrone,  E.] 
Egypt 

Administration,  Com|»etence  of  Klic 
dive  to  make  Changes  in,  Ajn\  ^\ 
()45. 

Britisli  Advisers,  Powers  and  U\ities 
of,  Apr.  3,  672 

Keys  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Law 
815. 


[Kea--Kin 


Kilbride,  Mr.  D.  [Kildare,  S.] 

Anthrax— Circumstances  of  Death  of  Mr. 
Quigley,  Mar,  31,  316. 

Blilgnlban 

Case  of  Mrs.  Scanlan. 
Q,  Mr.  O^Shaughnessy ;  A,  Mr.  Birrell, 
Apr,  2,  659. 


Killyliss 

Case  of  J.  Dickie. 
Q,    Mr.    Fetherstonhaugh  ; 
Cherry,  Apr,  6,  898. 


Mr. 


Kilmaine 

Grazing  Lands,  Disposal  of. 
Q,  Mr.  J.  O'Donnell ;  A, 
Apr,  14,  996. 


Mr.  Birrell, 


A,  Mr.  Birrell,  Ajrr.  3, 


Kidneys 

Imi>orts  from  America,  Boric  Acid  found 
in. 
Q.  Mr.  Courthope  ;  A.  Mr.  Burn?, 
Ajtr.  2,  653. 
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Kimberi  Sir  H.  [Wandsworth] 
Drunkenness  —  Convictions 
May  4,  1623. 

Licensing  Bill  —  Application  of  Time- 
limit  in  certain  Cases,  May  4,  1669. 

Liquor  Traffic — Proportion  of  Hotel,  etc.. 
Sales  to  Total  Amount  Consumed 
Apr.  2,  655. 

Kincardine 

Parliamentary  Election  —  New  Writ 
Issued,  Apr,  6,  883;  New  Member 
Sworn,  Apr,  29,  1267. 

King,  Sir  H.  S.  [Hull,  Central] 

Indian  Forest  Service — Case  of  Mr.  C.  W. 

Allen,  May  4,  1637. 
Moody,  Stoker,  Revision  of  Sentence  on, 

proposed,  Apr.  7,  485. 

Pea,  Low-Class  China,  Restriction  of 
Importation  of,  proposed.  Mar.  30, 
65. 

King-Harman  Estate 

Cases  of  J.  Farrell  and  J.  Hcslan. 

Q.     Mr.   J.    Phillips;      A,     Mr.   Birrell, 
Apr.  1,  479. 

Kingstown  Harbour 

Dispute  as  to  I'sc  of  Piers. 
Os.     Mr.    Clancv,    Ajir.    7,    020:     Mr. 
Mooney.  030,  632  ;  Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy, 
G:J0;    Mr.    Buxton,    631,   632;    Mr. 
Birrell,  6:}2  ;    Mr.  S.  MacNeill,  032  ; 
Mr.    Runciman,    032 ;    Mr.    Clancy, 
709-774,   793;    Mr.    Mooney.   774- 
770,    780.     793;     Sir    W.     RohHou, 
770-781 ;  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  780-788  : 
Mr.   Moore,  788-790;   Mr.  S.   Mae- 
Neill,  790;  Mr.  Birrell,  791-793. 
Qs,     Mr.  J.  Redmond  ;   As.  Mr.  Runci- 
man, Apr.  7,  510. 
Qs.     Mr.   Clancy,  Mr.  MacNeill,  Mr.  J. 
Redmond;     As.     Mr.     Runciman, 
Apr.  (5,954. 
Correspondence    Presented,    Apr.    6, 
882,  889. 

Qs.     Mr.    J.    Redmond ;      As, 
Mr.  Hobhouse,  May  4, 1666. 

3  z  2  cont 
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Engstown  Harbour— con^. 

Dispute  as  to  use  of  Piers— con^. 

"  Ulster  "  Incident. 

Qs,  Mr.  Mooney,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Clancy,  l^Ir.  MaoNeill,  Mr.  J. 
Redmond ;  As,  Mr.  Buxton, 
Mr.  Birrell,  Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  2,  701. 

Victoria  Wharf,  Use  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  Mooney,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ; 
As.  Mr.  Runciman,  Apr.  6, 
953. 


INDEX. 
Mar,  SO— May  4. 

Laidlaw,  Mr.  E,— con<. 
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Kinihan  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  W.  Abraham  ;    A. 
Apr.  ly  606. 


Mr.  Birrell, 


Kirkburton 

Grammar  School  Endowment,  Inquiry  into. 
Q.     Mr.    Clough ;     A .     M>.    Runciman, 
Apr.  29, 1256. 

Kitchen  Committee 

See,  under  Parliament — House  of  Commons. 

Knighton 

Sale  by  Auction  without  Licence  on  10th  \ 
January. 

Qs.    Mr.   Hunt;      As.     Mr.   Runci- 
man, Mar.  SI,  324. 

Knockhall 

Grazing  Farm,  Purchase  and  Disposal  of. 
Q.     Mr.  James  0' Kelly ;  .4.    Sir.  Cherry, 
Mar.  3h  327. 


Knox  Estate 

Island  Farm,  Disposal  of. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  O'DonncU  ; 
Apr.  14 y  995. 

Knott  End  Railway  Bill 

c.  Rep  *  Apr.  2,  (i38. 
Von.''  Apr.  14^  967. 
3r.*  Apr.  28.  1041. 


labourers  (Ireland)  Acts 

Cottages,   A})pli(uition8   for. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    Devlin;]    A, 
May  4y  1632.      ^ 


A.   Mr.  Birrell, 


Mr.    Birrell, 


Lagos  I 

Expropriated        Natives,       ComiKjnsation  i 
awarded  to.  , 

Q.     Mr.  J.[C.  Wason  ;    A,    Colonel  | 
Seely,  May  4,  1650. 

Laidlaw,  Mr.  R.  [Renfrew,  E.] 
India 

Education 

Expenditiure   on,    Apr.   29 y  1.341, 
1343. 

Inquiry  into  SyHtem,    etc.,    Apr, 
29,   1338-1343,    1372. 

Military  Expenditure,  ^pr.  29, 1341. 
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Opium — Straits  Settlements  Commission 
Report.  Date  of  Presenting,  Mar.  3L 
312. 

Russia — Arrest  of  Mr.  Luxemburg,  Apr. 
6,  935. 

Lambert,  Mr.  Q,—Lord  of  the  Admiralty^ 
[Devon,  S.  Molton] 

Battle  Praotioe — Courts  of  Inquiry  held 
on  Results,  Apr,  6,  918. 

Soft-Metal  Caps  for  Projectiles,  Value  of, 
Apr,  6,  918. 

Lambton,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Durham,  S.K] 

Army  Territorial  Force — Position  of  Ad- 
jutants of  Disbanded  Regiments,  Mar. 
30,  62. 

Lament,  Mr.  N.  [Buteshire! 

Army  Territorial  Force — Retirement  of 
Officers—^  pr.  2,  660. 

Colonies,  Tariff  Reduction  Plroposals  be- 
tween, Apr,  28,  1087. 

Land  Commission  (Ireland) 

[For  Particular  Estates,  etc.,  ace  their 
Names.] 

Proceedings — Return  Presented,  Apr,  27, 
1025  ;   May  4,  1617. 

Rules  (26th  March,  1908),  Presented,  Apr. 
6,  882,  889. 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland) 

[For  Particular  Estates,  etc.,  eee  thtir 
Names.] 

Advances 

Inquiries  made  before  Authorising. 
Q.     Sir     W.     Nugent;         A.     Mr. 
Cherry,  Mar.  31,  325. 

Returns  Presented,  Apr.  14,  963, 
974;    Apr.  28,  1048. 

Annuities — Legal  Proceedings  for  Recovery 
of  Arrears. 

Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale;       A.     Mr.    T. 
W.  Russell.  Apr.  29,  12C4. 

Finance 

J^A'ideuce  taken  by  Committee,  Tabling 
of. 

Q.     Mr.     Butcher;        A,    Mr. 
Asquith,  Apr.  28,  1054. 

Tax  on  Incomes  derived  from  Un- 
tenanted Land  Refused  for  Sale, 
proposed. 

Q.     Mr.     O'Shee;         A.    Mr. 
Asquith,  Apr,   1,  519. 
Financial  Proposals. 
Qs,     Mr.  George  Faber,  Mr.  Lonsdale; 
As.     Mr.  Runciman,  Apr,  6,  896. 

Fund — Accounts  Presented,  Apr.  14,  964, 
975. 

Staff  of  Estates  Commissioners,  Additions 
to. 
Q,    Mr.  Long ;    A,    Mr.  T.  W.  ftussell, 
Apr.  29.  1262. 
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Land  Values  (Scotland)  Bill 

Petition  against. 

Oa.     Earl  of  Cam'perdown,  Apr.  2,  633. 

Lane-Fox,  Mr.  G.  [Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Bark- 
ston  Ash] 

Agriculture  Board  Office  Accommodation, 
Apr.  i,  485  ;   Apr.  2,  737-739. 

Ancient  Monuments,  Expenditure  on  Main- 
tenance of,  Apr.  2y  752. 

Education — Average  of  Attendance  and 
Number  of  School  Places  in  1907, 
Apr.  i,  500. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  2, 
701. 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Army  Territorial    Force  County  Associa- 
tion Secretaryships. 

Position  of  Army  Officers    accepting. 

Mar.  31,  290. 
Remuneration,  Scale  of.  Mar.  31,  290. 
Art    Galleries — Reason    for    not    Opening 
on  Sunday  from  November  to  March, 
Mar.  3U  2G0. 

Eiister  Recess — Adjournment  Proposals, 
Mar.  30,  52. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill  2r.,  Mar.  30,  40-46. 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  1,  465. 

National  Gallery — Number  of  Visitors  on 
Sundays,  Mar.  31,  262. 

Parliament,  Adjournment  of,  on  Resigna- 
tion of  Prime  Minister,  Apr.  6,  885. 

Prime  Minister,  Resignation  of,  Apr.  6, 
885. 

Vatersay  and  Barra,  Condition  of  Affairs 
in  —  Correspondence  between  Lady 
Cuthcart  and  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
Mar.  31,  278-284. 


Larceny  Bill 

Second  Readinc:.  Cause  for  Objection  to. 
<^.    Mr.  Courthope  ;  ^I.    Mr.  G.  Whiteley, 
Apr.  2S.  lUM). 

Lardner,  Mr.  J.  C.  R  [Monaghan,  N.] 

Bees — Foul -brood  in  Ireland,  Legislative 
Proi)osals  for  Dealing  with,  Apr.  1, 
484. 

Dartrey  Estate — Case  of  J.  McKenna,  Apr. 
1,  506. 

Monaghan — Evicted  Holdings  and  Rein- 
statement Proposals,  Apr.  1,  481. 

Montray  Estate — Case  of  M.  A.  McCarron, 
Apr.  1,  481. 

Roads — Accidents  through  Defective  Condi- 
tion in  Ireland,  Responsibility  for, 
Apr.  6,  901. 

Stomes  Charities  Elatate,  Sale  Proposals, 
Apr.  1,  506,  507. 
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Largy 

School  Teacher,  Licensed  Premises  owned 

by. 

Qs.  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;  As. 
Mr.  Birrell,  ^^.  3,  814 ;  Apr. 
14,  999. 

Law,  Mr.  H.  A.  [Donegal,  W.] 

Keys  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  J,  815. 
Whale  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill,  Proposals 

as  to.  Mar.  30,  69. 
Whaling  Industry 

Irish  Coast,   By-laws  as  to,   Apr.   2, 

690,  691. 
Petitions,  etc.,  against,  Apr.  1, 503, 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions 

Ireland — Return   Ordered,   Apr.    14,   976, 
Presented,  Apr.  28,  1049. 

Law  Courts 

Accommodation,  Proposals  for  Increasing. 
Q.     Mr.  Cox  ;   A.     Mr.  Asquith,  Apr.  2, 
698. 
High  Court  (Probate  Division,  Ireland) — 
Accounts  (1907)  Presented,  Mar.  30,  2. 
New,  Expenditure  on  and  Situation  of. 
Os.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2,  733;    Sir 
W.  Bull,  735 ;    Mr.  Ht.rcourt,  736, 
743,    749;     Mr.  C.  E.   Price,    741  ; 
Mr.  Rees,  741  ;    Mr.  Fell,  742  ;    Mr. 
Morton,  745  ;     Mr.  Cochrane,  747  ; 
Sir  F.  Banbury,  753. 
Shorthand  Writers,' Duties  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Talbot;     A.     Sir  W.  Robson, 
Mar.  31,  296. 

Lead  Poisoning 

Earthenware  and  China,  see  that  title. 

Leader  Estate 

C.ise  of  Mrs.  Alice  Nagle. 

Q.     Mr.    Abraham ;       A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Apr.  28,  1067. 

Leahy  Estate 

Situation  as  to  Aghatubrid  Portion. 

Qs.     Mr.     Boland;        As.     Mr.     Birrell, 
Apr.  1,  507;    Apr.  3,816. 

Lee,  Mr.  A.  H.  [Hampshire,  Fareham] 
Army 

Dillon,    Second  -  Corporal     C.     H. — 

Funeral  of.  May  4,  1632. 
Territorial  Force 

Field  Artillery — Enlistment  of  Ex- 
Soldiers,  May  4,  1646. 
Handbook,    Supply    of.    May    4, 
1647. 
Hamble  River — Mooring  of  Torpedo  Craft, 

Proposals  for,  Apr.  28,  1076. 
Navy 

Replacement  of  Lost  Vessels,  May  4, 

1638. 
Salvage  Operations  on  Vessels  recently 

Lost,  May  4,  1638. 
Submarines — Adoption    of   Siebe-Gor- 

man  Apparatrus,  May  4,  1639. 
Torpedo-Boat    Destroyers — Construe  • 
tion  Proposals,  May  4,  1638,  1640. 


Lee— Lie] 


Leeds  Corporation  Bill  i 

c.  Con*  Apr.  (5,886. 
3ji.*^pr.27,1021. 

Lehmann*     Mr.    B.    C.    [Leicester,  Market 
Harborough] 

Natal— Trial  of  Dinizulu,  Mar.  31. 312. 

Leicester  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Report  from  Police  and  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, Mar,  31,  292. 

Coil*  Apr.  6,880. 
^n.*  Apr.  27, 102\. 

Leitrim 

Roads,  Condition  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale ;       A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Apr.  28 y  1064. 

Lever,  Mr.  A.  L.  [Essex,  Harwich] 

Friendly  Societies — Payment  of  Income- 
Tax  on  Borrowers*  Interest,  Mar.  30, 
111. 

Lewis,  Island  of 

Aiguish  Houses  with  Smoky  Chimneys. 
Q.     Mr.  Weir  ;   A.     Mr.  Sinclair,  May  4. 
1666. 

Landless  Pcoi)lc,  Decision  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir  ;   .1.     Mr.  Sinclair,  May  4. 
166.1. 

Licensing  Bill 

c.  2r..   Apr.   2S,   1107:     'Apr.  29,   1270; 
Apr.  30.  1418  ;    May  4,  1675. 

Clause  3.  Sub-section  2,  Application  of. 
Q.     Lord  R.   Cecil  ;     A.     Mr.  Asquith, 
May  4,  1660. 

Clauses  6  and  7 — Selection  of  Licences  for 
Extinction. 

Q.     Mr.  Ashley ;    .4.     Mr.  Asquith. 
Apr.  7,  519. 

Clause  20,  Opj)ortunity  for  Discussing. 
Q.     Mr.  Ashley  ;   A.     Mr.  Asquith,  Apr. 
2S.  1104. 

Clauses  36-42,  Interpretation  of. 

Q.     y\v.  H.  P.  Pease;   A.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  1,511. 

Debates  on  Second  Reading  (Commons), 
Apr.  28,  1107  ;  Apr.  29,  1270  ; 
Apr.  30,  1418;   May  4,  1675. 

Barmaids,  Employment  of — Powers  of 
Justices,  1135,  1223,  1491-1493, 
1508-1512. 

Bo7ia  fide  Traveller,  Alteration  in 
Definition  of,  1443,  1491. 

Breweries 

Owners  and  Shareholders,  Position 
of,  1114.  1138,  1153,  1154, 
1273,  1283,  1319,  1424-1427, 
1471-1478,  1515,  1677-1679, 
1751. 

Reserve  Fimds,  Amount  of,  1216- 
1219,   1466. 

Children,  Exclusion  of  from  Public- 
houses,  1135,  1159,  1172,  1212, 
1443,  1493.  1517. 
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Debates  on  Second  Reading— ecmfL 
Clubs 

Bogus  Clabs,  Method  of  Dealing 

with,  1110,  1142,  1159.  1172, 

1209,  1210,  1314,  1315,  1318, 

1326,  1441,  1442. 
Existing   Law   with    Regard  to, 

1306. 
Increase    in    Number    of    as    a 

Result    of    the    BiU,    1142, 

1143,  1170,  1186,  1195,  1209, 

1305,  1443,  1467,  1711,  1776, 

1780. 
Licence    Duties,    Imposition    of, 

proposed,   1170,   1172,   1186, 

1192,  1776,  1777. 
Police  Inspection  of,  1144,  1196, 

1212,  1317,  1493. 
Registration,  Annual  Renewal  of, 

1196,  1306. 

Striking  off  the  Register  for 
Five  Years,  Provision  as  to, 
1196,  1211. 

Working  Men's  Clubs,  Character 
of,  1725-1731,  1747. 
Compensation     for     Licences     Sup- 


Annual  Value  of.  Method  of 
Arriving  at,  1124-1128,  1152, 
1176,  1177,  1219-1223,  1287, 
1313,  1434-1437,  1451-1455, 
1717,  1718,  1735-1737,  1746, 
1781. 

Funds  for.  Method  of  Raising. 
1128,  1423,  1424. 

Consolidation  of  Laws,  1443. 

Drunkenness,  Statistics  as  to  and 
Relation  to  Number  of  licences, 
1121,  1141,  1142,  1174,  1180, 
1197-1200, 1203-1206, 1280, 1286, 
1294,  1316,  1327,  1440,  1457- 
1466,  1488,  1489,  1514,  1716, 
1717,  1763. 

Employment,  Effect  on,  1140,  1160, 
1151,  1437,  1438,  175&-1761. 

Grocers'    Licences,    Failure    to   Deal 

with,  1187. 
Ireland    and    Scotland,    Reason    for 

Exclusion,  1135,  1137,  1677. 

Licences 

Ante- 1869  Beer  Licences,  Position 
of,  1163,  1272,  1290,  1291, 
1299,  1480,  1768,  1785. 

Assumption  of  Right  of  Renewal, 
1110-1112,  1133,  1137,  1166. 
1175,  1183,  1189,  1190,  1215, 
1299,  1300,  1325,  1326,  1329, 
1336,  1448-1450,  14^,  1469, 
1522-1628,  1683-1696,  1740- 
1742,  1767-1775,  1778. 

Local  Option  as  to,  1135,  1166- 
1158,  1179,  1185,  1186,  1189, 
1212,  1331,  1720,  1737-1739, 
1758,  1759. 


[Mif. 
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Licences— con& 

Off-Licences 

Justices   Licence   to   be    re* 
quired  for,   1443,    1444. 

New  Licences  to  be  subject 


[Uo^Lia 


to  Parochial  Prohibition, 
1444. 

On-Licences,  see  thai  Subheading. 

Reduction  in  Number,  Proposals 
as  to,  1107,  1118-1123,  1147- 
1160,  1309,  1338,  1418,  1430, 
1403,  1620,  1716,  1743,  1764, 
1766. 

Licensing  Commission,  Establishment 
of,  1141,  1439,  1440,  1776. 

Monopoly  Value,  Definition  of,  1112, 

1113,  1114,    1130,    1131,  1164, 

1165,  1174,    1214,    1312,  1324, 

1431,  1432,    1447,    1497,  1706, 
1746. 

Necessity  for  Further  Legislation, 
1499-1608. 

:    On-Licences 

Statutory    Reduction    of.     Pro- 
vision for,  1109,  1173. 

Schemes  for  Carrying  out. 
Duties  of  Licensing 
Authorities,   1129,   1281. 

Passenger  Boats,  Regulation  of  Drink 
Traffic  on,  1444.  1490,  1491. 

Position  of  Existing  Public-Houses 
at  Expiration  of  the  Time-Liniit, 
1178.  1179,  1291.  1292,  1431. 

State  Control,  Resumption  of,  1108. 
1110,  1116,  1140,  1275.  1310- 
1312,  1325,  1420,  1430,  1734. 

Sunday  Opening.  Restrictions  on. 
1168,  1172.  1206,  1212,  1443, 
1490,   1617. 

Temperance,  Eflfect  of  the  Bill  on, 
1108,  1132,  1136.  1137,  1146, 
1147,  1170,  1180-1182.  1197, 
1198,  1207,  1293,  1327,  1330, 
1752,  1779. 

Tied  Houses,  Position  of,  1166,  1750. 

Time-limit  of  Fourteen  Years,  1115- 
1117,  1130-1135,  1152-1156,  1164, 
1173,  1178,  1182-1185,  1187, 
1191,  1192,  1213-1219,  1274, 
1290,  1293,  1296,  1311,  1319, 
1323,  1330;  1419,  1424,  1433, 
1470,  1495,  1512,  1688.  1690, 
1701-1707,  1719-1725,  1744,  1756, 
1704,   1782-1785. 

Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  Applica- 
tion to,  1714,  1715. 

Government  Proposals  as  to. 
Os.     Mr.   G.   Whiteley,   Apr.   14,    1001, 
1002,   1003;     Mr.  W.  Long.   1002, 
1003 ;    Mr   Burdett-Coutts,  1002. 
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Licensing  BiUr-cont, 

On-licences  for  which  Full  Monopoly  Value 
has  been  Paid,  Provisions  as  to. 
Qs.     Mr.  S.  Roberts,  Mr.  L.  Jones ; 
A,     Mr.     Asquith,     Mar.     30, 
110. 
Qa.     Mr.  S.  Roberts,  Mr.  L.  Jones ; 
As.    Mr.    Asquith,    Apr,    28 1 
1103. 

Reduction  of  Licences,  Estimate  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Sears;       A.    Mr.    Gladstone, 
Apr.  6,  937. 
Referring  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Q,     Mr.    A.    Douglas;        A.     Mr. 
Asquith,  May  4,  1669. 

Suspension  of  Eleven  o*Olock  Rule 

Maion  (Mr.  Asquith),  May  4,  1675. 

Temperance  Clubs,  Exclusion  of,  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Wedgwood ;    A.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  U  518. 
Time-Limit 

Application  of,  in  Certain  Cases. 
Q.    Sir    H.     Kimber;         A.     Mr. 
Asquith,  May  4,  1669. 

Basis  of  Calculating. 
Q.     Mr.  Barnard  ;  A.    Mr.  Asquith 
Apr.  2,  656. 

Workmen  Displaced  by,  Number  of,  and 
Proposals   for   Compensation. 
Qa,     Mr.    Clynes,    Mr.    Bottomley ; 
Aa.     Mr.        Gladstone,        Mr. 
Speaker,  Mar.  31,  315, 

Life  AMuranoe  Companies 

Statements  Presented,  Apr,  14,  964,  974. 

Light  Eailways  Act 

Report  of  Proceedings  of  Board  of  Trade 
Presented,  May  4,  1618. 

Limavady 

Postal  Facilities. 
Q.     Mr.  Barrie ;    A.     Mr.  Buxton,  May 
i,  1634. 

Lincoln  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Cor^.,  Mar.  30,  54. 

3b.*,  Apr.  2,  63S. 
I.  IR.*,  Apr.  2,  033. 

Linen 

Irish  Hand- woven,  Protection  of. 

Q.     Mr.    C.    Craig;       A.     Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell,  Mar.  30,  99. 

Liquor  Traffic 

Act  of  1904,  Working  of. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Haslam  ;     A.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  28,  1104. 

Borrowing  by  Local  Authorities,  Informa- 
tion as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  Trevelyan  ;    A.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone,  Apr.  1,  483. 

Children  taken  into  Public- houses.  Report 
on. 
Q,     Mr.   Fiennes;      A,     Mr.   Glad- 
stone,  Apr.  2,  644. 

[corU. 


Liq-Uo] 


Liquor  Trafflo— c<m<, 

CompenBation  Paid  (1906-7). 

Q,     Mr.  W.  T.  Wilson ;    A.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Apr,  14,  085. 
Drunkenness  on  Licensed  Promises,  Con- 
victions for  (1905-7). 
Q,    »rr.  Myor ;    .4.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Apr.  U  490. 
Failun^s  of  Retail  Traders,  Losses  through 
(1905-7). 

<^.     Mr.    Mycr:       .4.     Mr.    Lloyd- 
George,  Apr,  1,  498. 

( government -owmnl   Pro|>erty.  Sale  of. 
Q.     Captain  Fabt^r ;     .4.     Mr.  Asquith. 
Apr.  'JS,  1102.  I 

(irant    of    New    Lioenow.    Sums    Payable  i 

for.  I 

Q.     Mr.   (iibb ;      .4.     Mr.   Asquith.  I 

Apr.  1\S\    1103.  i 

LioensiHl  Pn>iH»rty  j 

H^isis  of  Valuing  for  Estate  Dutv. 
Q.     Mr.  H.  Bt^aoh  :   A.     Mr.  Lloyd- 
Georgt\  J/rty  4,  1«22. 

Rateable  Value  in  England  and  Wales.  ] 
<^.     Mr.  I^  Harris ;     A.    Mr.  Bums. 
Mat,  4,  U\:>\^.  ! 

Mortality   Statistics. 
Qs.     Sir.  ('.  RolH^rts  :     A.<.     Mr.  Bums.  ; 
Afw.  6\SIKI:    Ai>r.  JT,  1032. 

Pn>iH»rtion  of  Hotel,  oto..  Sales  to  Total  i 

Amount  iVusumixl.  I 

Q.     Sir     H.     Kimlw :         .4.     Mr.  ! 

Asquith.    Afv.   i*.   Ooo.  j 

"  Queen  "  and  **  Siiwyor*s  Arms  "  (Codicote)  i 

As4ie3i>meni.  j 

Q.     Mr.  B.imarvl :     A.  Mr.  Asquith.  * 

.i/w.  r»\  syi. 

Transfers  in  liH^T 

Return  Onlertxl.  .V-iv  /.  llUl. 
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,  liloydOeorge,  Et  Hem. D.— «oni. 

Bankruptcy  Acts — Pdsition  of  Commercial 
Travellers,  Apr.  1,  484. 

Budget — ^Additional  Taxation,  Suggestions 

for,  Apr.  30,  1397. 
Canadian  Storiko-Breventioa  Act,  Operation 

of,  Apr.  6,  940. 

Census  of  Prodoction  Act — ^Inquiry  Sche- 
dules issued,  Apr.  6,  941. 

Coal  Export  Statistict  lor  1907.  Jfoy  4. 
1624. 

Companies — ^Voting  by  pfoxy.  Limitation  of 
power  of.  Proposed,  Apr.  6,  Ml. 

Exports  and  Imports — ^Method  of  Striking 

Average  Price  of  Imported  Articles, 

Apr.  6,  039. 
Forth  to  Clyde  Canal— Strategical  Value. 

etc.,  Apr.  2S,  1001. 
Oarrvduff  Railway  Level  ChMsing.  Apr. 

27,  1027. 
Germany — Conditions  and  Cost  of  Living 

in.  Date  of  Publishing  Report,  Mar. 

30,  89. 

Granite 

Labour,    etc.. 


^^^t•.stK'^- 

0>     Mr.     i\     Rolwts:         A. 
ir..ui>Tono.  .1;*'.  o'.  l^SS. 


Mr 


.1.     Mr.  Birrv'l.  .V;r. 


Lisnag^ragh 
Llanelly  Oas  Bill 


lioyd-Oeor^.  Rt.  Hon.  D.— <'*.;*.•.:;  *-    • 

;  i,    -V .:  V'  *  ■,/*■••     t.  \irn  ATT  on    BuTih  s  ] 

AN»r\Wn   Tr.^w'.  Fisherw^n,  Fjkf.:::**  :>c 
lixAni:r.:r.j:.   _V  if .   •.^■.  <*>.  yl. 

AVx«4k>K    Revvnue    deriw^i    from.      Isss- 

iA*T   A:jr,  :<,  i.»>±. 

.VtKertoei  S:jk::.^c  Rfci.mjfcv  A::;di'E:.  Caua* 
v^f.  Ave.  r\  <45. 

A'j»:rftl:Aa   IVfenrntU!   Tjkrif  oa   Btitisa 
'*  Rjil: V  E&cKattfe  *'— CospUiau  br  Onew. ' 
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Norwegian    Hours    of 
Jfar.  30,  90. 

Railway  Carriage  per  ton,  Jfor.  36. 
90. 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  Amcrieaa  Compe- 
tition on*  Apr.  $,  MS,  Apr.  14,  1007- 
1010. 

Income-Tax  Investmeiits  abroad,  RercBW 
from,  Apr.  30,  1388. 

Irish  Industries,  ftotectioii  of— Fkcwh 
Firm  fined  for  Sale  of  Lace,  ecc^  Ap, 
1.  i83.  497,  49& 

Licensing  Bill,  Sb.,  Mag  4,  167^109. 
1701.  1706. 

Liquor  Traffic 

Failures    of    Retail   Traders.   Lmm 
through.  tl90»-7>,  Apr.  1.  4tk 

Licenced     Piroperty,     Valaation    oL 
ifoy  4.  16±2. 

National  Debt— Unfonded  Debt,  laimmk- 
tioQ  a#  to.  if  ay  4,  1637. 

IVwsey  Railway  Level  OroBHBg.  Faul 
Accideats  at,  Apr.  1.  402. 

Por\  of  Loodon  Bill,  Intza.,  Apr.    2.  706- 

71* 
R&ilw-jkys 

£n;rlne>DriT«ffv,  Mcdioal  ] 

'  of.  Apr.  «,  S4X 
Sui^rumiucioa  uad  IVn^Soa  ] 

Proposals   for  laqwrr.  Jfar.  U. 

317. 

Reren-je  .kad  Exwsditsce — Revesae  hvm 

Im;<>rs    I>itiM    is  Gtva:  B^ttAoi  aai 

om^ain   Foreign   coasi£rb»w    Jf-ir.   Xi. 

317. 

Ssrv  P^>d3rf km  in  llaitwd  fTfurVnB    Ik- 

^  coora^caeni  of.  Jf^  4.  I«t 
Wbeas  PriM — ^Mecbod  o€  Svrikiac  Am-Mi, 
Apr,  6,lSf». 
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Local  Authorities 

Loans,  Return  as  to — Order  [26  August, 
1907]  discharged  and  Return  Ordered, 
Apr.   14,  976. 

Local    Authorities   (Admission    of   the 
Press)  Bill 

c.  Report  from  Standing  Committee  A., 
Apr.  i.  521. 

Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 

Auditors.  Work  and  Payment  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Field ;  ^ .  Mr.  Birrell,  A pr.  I4, 
999. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  1)  BUI 

/.  2r*.,  Apr.  2,  633. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3)  Bill 

/.  iR*,  Apr.  14.  961. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  4)  BUI 

/.   iR*,  Apr.  14,  961. 

Local    Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.DBiU 

c.   iR*,  Apr.  27,  1021. 

Local  Government    Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  BUI 
r.  iR*,  Apr.  27,  1022. 

Local  Government   Provisional    Orders 
(No.  3)  BUI 

c.  iR*,  Apr.  29,  1225. 


Local   Government  Provisional 

(No.  4)  BiU 

c.  iR*,  Apr.  29,  1225. 


Orders 


Local  Government  (Scotland) 

Legislative  Proposals. 

Qs.     Major  Anstruther-Gray  ;    As. 
Sinclair,  Mar.  31,  322. 


Mr. 


Local   Registration   of  Title    (Ireland) 
Act,  1891 

Amount  of  Insurance  Fund  accumulated. 
Q.     Mr.    Healy ;      A.     Mr.    Runciman. 
Mar.  31,  299. 

Stamp  Duties  Payable. 

Q.     Mr.    Healy ;       A .     Mr.    Runciman, 
Mar.  3L  300. 

Local  Taxation 

See  under  Taxation. 

Lockwood,  Rt  Hon.  Lt.-Col.  A.   [Essex, 

Epping.] 

Army,  Territorial  Force 

Pocket-Book,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  6, 

920. 
Training  Period,  Mar.  30,  78. 
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Lockwood,  Rt.  Hon.  Lt.-Col.  A,—coru. 

Estates  of  Deceased  Persons,  Convention 
with  France  as  to,  Apr.  6,  896. 

Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment) 
Bill — Expenses  Resolution,  Apr.  1, 
527.  V 

Swindon  Police  Coiu"t — Case  of  J.  Dixon, 
Apr.  6,  943. 


London,    Brighton    and 
Railway  Bill 

/.  Bep*,  Apr,  14,  961. 


South    Coast 


London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill 

c.   iR*,  Apr.  29,  1226. 

London  County  Council  (Tramways  and 
Improvements)  Bill 

c.  2b*,  Apr.  6,  887. 

London  United  Tramways  Bill 

c.  2r*,  Apr.  29,  1225. 

London  University 

Accommodation  Provided  for. 

Qs,     Sir  W.  J.  Collins,  Mr.  P.  Magnus ; 
As,     Mr.  Hobhouse,  Apr,  29,  1257. 

Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  H.  [Dublin,  S.] 

Agricultural  Department  Secretary,  Salary 
of,  Apr.  29,  1265. 

Army — Disbandment  of  certain  Regiments 
and  Payment  of  Cost  of  Transfer  of 
Officers,  Mar.  31,  305. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Apr.  14, 
1001. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill — Govern- 
ment Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  14,  1002. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish — Strength  (1905 
and  1908),  .4  pr.  29,  1261. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  — 
Statements  of  President  of  Board  of 
Trade,  ^pr.  30,  1414. 

Glenaheiry  Explosion,  Circumstances  of 
— Public  Inquiry  upon  Oath,  proposed, 
Apr.  1,  625,  626. 

Home  Rule — Government  Policy  as  Stated 
by  Mr.  Churchill,  Apr.  30,  1414,  1415. 

Land  Piu-chaae— Staff  of  Estates  Com- 
missioners, Apr.  29,  1262. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  29,   1270-1284; 
Apr,  30, 1431, 

Proposals  as  to,  ^pr.  14,  1002,  1003. 

Magistrates,  Irish — Vacancies  and  Appoint- 
ments since  1906,  Apr.  29,  1261. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  3,  840- 
846. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools — Irish 
Inspection  System,  Apr,  29, 1262. 


Lon— Lou] 
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Longford 

Applications  for  Sales  of  Estates. 

Q.     Mr.  Farrell;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Mar. 

30,  105. 

Extra  Police,  Employment  of. 

Q,    Mr.  Farrell;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Mar, 

31,  301. 

Labourers   Act  Inquiry — Cause  for  Belay. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Mar, 
31,  301. 

Lonsdale*  Mr.  J.  B.  [Armagh,  Mid] 

Africa,  East — Grievances  of  White  Settlers. 
Apr.  30, 1390. 

Aland  Islands — Effect  of  New  Baltic  Agree- 
ment, Apr.  30,  1395. 

Atherton  Station  Railway  Accident,  Cause 

of,  Apr.  6,  942. 
Australia 

Compulsory   Military   Training,    New 
Scheme  for.  Mar.  30,  79. 

Preferential  Tariff  on  British  (Joods, 
Apr.  6,  942. 

Ballymore — Case  of  S.  Rainey,  Apr.  29, 
1264. 

Garden  Estate,  Disposal  of,  Apr.  28,  1063. 

Cashel — Case  of  Mr.  R.  Boyle,  May  4, 
1631. 

Castle  Morton  Schoolroom,  Use  of,  for 
Political  Meetings,  Apr.  6,  946. 

Cattle-driving  Cases  in  1908,  Apr.  29, 
1263. 

Ceylon — Scheme  for  Railway  Bridge  Over 
Palk  Straits,  Apr.  2,  669. 

Charlestown  Petty  Sessions — Decision  in 
Unlawful  Assembly  Case,  Apr.  29, 
1264. 

■        Fetherstonhaugh  Estate  Untenanted  Land. 
Disposal  of,  Apr.  28,  1063. 

Forestry  Committee  Report,  Action  to 
ho  taken  on.  Apr.  29,  1265. 

Horse-breeding  Royal  Commission  Report 
Date  of  Presenting,  May  4,  1661. 

India 

Mohmand    Rising,     Afghan    Attitude 
towards,  Apr.  30,  1389. 

North-West  PVonticr  Defence — Equip- 
ment of  Troops,  Apr.  2,  669. 

Land  Purchase 

Annuities — Re(;overv  of  Arrears,  Apr. 
29,    1264. 

Financial  Proposals.  Apr.   6,  897. 

Leitrim  Roads,  Condition  of,  Apr.  28, 
1064. 

Macdonnell,  Sir  A. — Resignation  of,  May 
4,  1628. 

Malicious    Injury    Claims    Dealt    with    in 
Ireland    (1906    and    1907),    Apr.    6, 
902. 
.    Manchester    Estate — Case    of    S.    Rainey, 
f  Apr.  6,  899. 

Merchant  Shipping  Commission  on  Rings — 
Date  of  Issuing  Report,  Apr.  2,  675. 
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Lonsdale,  Mr.  J.  B.— ft>n<* 

Naval  Armament  Proposals,  Information 
as  to,  Apr.  30,  1384. 

Pakenham  Estate  Untenanted  Lands, 
Disposal  of,  Apr.  28,  1063. 

Railway  Engine-drivers,  Medical  Examina- 
tion of,  Apr.  6,  942. 

Richmond  Constabulary  Training  Quarters, 
Apr.  6,  899. 

South  Australia — Royal  Assent  to  Act  for 
Transfer  of  Northern  Territory,  Apr. 
30,  1390. 

Transvaal  Chinese  Labour  Continuance- 
Tabling  of  Correspondence  proposed, 
Mar.  30,  85. 

Tulsk— Speech  of  Mr.  Keaneny,  Apr.  29, 
1263. 

War  Office — Official  Residences,  Provisioii 
of,  Apr.  6,  926. 

Lord  Chamberlain 

Viscount  AUhorp. 

Lord  Chancellor 

Lord  Lorebum, 

Lord  Chief  Jnstice 

Lord  Alver atone. 

Lord  Great  Chamberlain 

Marquess  of  CMmondeley,  \ 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

Earl  of  Aberdeen. 

Lord  President  of  the  Council 

Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Tweedmouth. 

Lord  Privy  Seal 

Marquess  of  Ripon. 

Lorebum,  Lord — Lord  Chancellor 

County  Courts  Bill,  2e.,  Apr.  2,  636. 

Lotteries  and  Advertisements 

Joint  Committee  of  Inquiry  Nominated, 
etc.,  Apr.  1,  627;  Apr.  2,  634,  707, 
807;  Apr.  tf,  883. 

Lottery  Acts 

Advertisements  of  Premium  Bonds  in 
Newspapers,    Application   to. 

Qs.     Mr.     Bottomley;        Ait.     Mr. 
Buxton.  Apr.  29,  1249. 

Loughf^lynn 

Allegations   against   Stephen   Flanagan. 
Q.  Mr.  J.   0*Donnell;    A.  Mr.   Birrell, 
Apr.  6,  914. 

Louth  and  East  Coast  Railway  (Tranifer) 
Bill 

c.  Rep.*  Apr.  2,  638. 
Con.*  Apr.  14,  967. 
3b,*  Apr.  28,  1041.  ,  ^ 
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Lovat,  Lord 

Army,  Territorial  Force 

Horses,  Provision  of  on  Mobilisation, 
Mar.  31,  264. 

"  Unit "  Definition  of.  Mar.  31,  264. 

Vatersay  and  Barra,  Condition  of  Affairs 
in---Corrospondence  between  Lady 
Cathcart  and  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Mar.  31,  276-278. 

Low  V&lley 

Catholic  School,  Recognition  of. 

Q.   Mr.    O'Malley ;    A.   Mr.    Runciman, 
Apr.  29,  1252. 

Lowther,    Kt.    Hon.    J.   W.    [Cumberland, 
Penrith]    [for    Rulings  as    Speaker,    see 
titles  Speaker  and  Questions]. 

Lunacy 

Ireland — Maintenance  of  Lunatics. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  .4.  Mr.  Birrell,  Mar.  30, 
106. 
Religious    Excitement,    Insanity    Arising 
from. 
Q.    Mr.    Bottoraley;     A.    Mr.    H. 
Samuel,  Apr.  29,  1242. 

Lundon,  Mr.  W.  [Limerick,  E.] 

Cloncurry  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  2, 
693. 

Croker  Estate — Case  of  Mr.  Power,  Apr.  2, 
692. 

KrasmuM  Smith's  School  Estate,  Sale 
Proposals,  Ajtr.  L\  693. 

LuptOn,  Mr.  A.  [Lincolnshire,  Sleaford] 

Cardiff  Assizes — Sentences  of  Punishment 

*>y  Flogging,  Apr.  6,  937. 
Enfield  Vaccine  Station,  Apr.  2,  757. 

Heighington  Fen— Case  of  W.  Mitchel), 
Apr.  29,  1254,  1255. 

Indian  Railway  Extension  to  Afghan 
Frontier,  Apr.  29,  1239. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  29,  1337. 

Manchester  Unemployed  Distarbance, 
May  4*  1656. 

Lorgan 

Distress,  Proposals  for  Relief  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Devlin  ;   A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Mar.  30, 
70. 
Postal  Officials,  Pay  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Mooro;   A.  Mr.  Buxton,  Apr.  1, 
478. 

Lynch,  Mr.  H.F.B.[ Yorkshire,  W.R.  Ripon] 

Afghanistan — Consent  of  Amir  to  Anglo- 
Russian  Agreement,  Apr.  28,  1082, 
1083. 

Indian  Army  Expenditure,  Reasons 
against  Reduction  in,  Apr.  28,  1086. 

Trade  Reports — Revision  of  Form,  pro- 
posed, Apr.  28,  1096. 
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Lynch,  Mr.  H.  F.  B,-^ont. 

Turkey 

Customs  Increase,  Allocation  of 
Revenue  from,  Apr.  30,  1394. 

Memorandum  by  Adjoints  of  the 
Powers  at  Salonika,  Date  of 
Presenting,  Apr.  28,  1089. 

Lyster  Estate 

Untenanted  Land,  Offer  for — Case  of 
W.  Phelan,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.    Delany;     A.    Mr.    Cherry, 
Mar.  31,  328. 

Lyttelton,  Kt  Hon.  A.  [St.George's  Hanover 
Square] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — 
Statements  of  President  of  Board  of 
Trade,  Apr.  30,  1413. 

Hilsea— Sale  of  "Coach  and  Horses" 
Public-house  by  the  War  Office, 
May  4,  1708. 

Housing  Bill,  Explanatory  Memorandum, 
Circulation  of,  proposed,  Apr.  1,  521. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  29,  1287;  May 
4,  1693,  1699-1712,  1736. 

MoArthnr,  Mr.  C.  [Liverpool,  Kirkdale] 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  Physical 
Defects  in  Workman,  Effect  on  In- 
surance Schemes,  Apr.  30,  1403. 

MoCloughry  Estate 

Case  of  F.  Chambers. 

Q.  Mr.  O'Dowd;    -4.  Mr.   Birrell,  Apr, 
28,  1065. 

McCrae,  Mr.  G.  [Edinburgh,  E.] 

Budget — Date   of  Introduction,  Apr.  29, 
1267. 
Macdonald,  Mr.  J.  K.  [Leicester] 

Camberwcll  (Pcckham)  Par  iamentary 
E!e(»tion  Expenditure,  Legality  of — 
Inquiry  proposed.  Mar.  30,  96. 

Factories 

Accidents  Reported,  Increase  in.  May 
4,  1655. 

Inspectors,  Qualifications  of.  May  4, 
1655. 

Inspectorships — Nominations  for  Ex- 
aminations, May  4,  1654. 

MacdonnelL  Sir  A. 

See  under  Ireland. 
MackamesS,  Mr.  F.  C.  [Berks,  Newbury] 
Housing    and    Town    Planning    Bill,    Dis- 
cussion of.  Mar.  30,  112. 

Natal 

Administration,  Proposals  for  Revis- 
ing, Apr.  6,  929. 

Dinizulu,  Trial  of — Charges  and  Pro- 
cedure, Apr.  6,  927. 

Martial  Law,  Continuance  of,  Apr.  6, 
929,  930. 

Native  Affairs  C"' 
of,  Apr.  6,  \ 


McK— Mac] 


McKenna,  Rt.  Hon.  R,— First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  [Monmouth,  N.] 


Armament  Proposals,  Information  as  to, 

Apr.  SO,  1384. 
Average   of   Attendance   and   Number   of 

School* Places  in  1907,  Apr.  1,  501. 

Bromley — Case  of  G.  Gooch,  Apr,  6,  945. 
**  Bulwark,"  Maximum  Draught  of,  Apr, 
28,  1053. 

Canada 

Education  Rate,  Allocation  of,  Apr, 
6,  944. 

Fisheries,  Vessels  Employed  in  Pro- 
tecting, Apr,  30,  1385. 

Castle  Morton  Schoolroom,  Use  of,  for 
Political  Meetings,  Apr.  6,  945,  946. 

Code,  Date  of  Presenting,  Mar.  30,  94. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Army  Transport 
by  Sea  in  War  Time,  May  4,  1640. 

Dredging  of  Certain  Harbours,  Expenditure 
on,  Apr,  28,  1053. 

Education  (Provision  of  MeaLs)  Act — 
Number  of  Children  Fed  during  Week 
ended  31st  March — Comparison  with 
Berlin  Schools,   Mar.  31,  322. 

Egypt — Period  of  Lending  Admiralty 
Dredgers,  Apr.  30,  1382. 

Elementary      Education     (England      and 
Wales)  Bill 

Clause  3,  subsection  3,  Transfers 
Permitted   by,  Apr.   2,  655. 

Grants  included  in  Estimate,  Apr.  2, 
055. 

Headmasters  of  Abandoned  Schools, 
Position  of.  Mar.  31,  321. 

Teachers,  Power  to  Compel  to  give 
Religious  Instruction,  Mar.  30, 
61,   94. 

l']ngine-room   Artificers 

KfFrct  of  New  Scheme,  Apr.  28,  1073. 

Fourth  Class,  Candidates  Examined 
for,  Apr.  28,  1072. 

Ex  plosives — Cordite 

Amount  Containing  Mercuric  Chloride 
on  Board  Ships  and  Ashore, 
Apr.  30,  1383;    May  4,  1641. 

Reserve  of — Di«y)osal  of  Explosives 
Containing  Mercuric  Chloride, etc., 
Apr.  28,  1076,  1077. 
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McKenna,  Et.  Hon.  "SL^eont. 

"Indus" 

Mechanician  Establishment,  Rearrange- 
ment of,  Apr.  28,  1072. 

Officers,    Additions    to    be    Made   to 
Niimber  of,  Apr.  28,  1072. 

Mechanician  —  QualificatioDS  Required 
for  Rating,  Apr.  28,  1073. 

Mica  Boiler  Covering  Company,  Police 
Coiu:t    Judgment    against,    Apr,   30, 


Silver     Test,     Value    of,' 
1078  ;    May  4,  1042. 


Apr.    28, 


Fishery  Grounds,   Protection  of,   May  4, 
1641. 

"Gladiator,"    Complement    oi,  ,4pr.    29, 
1235. 

^amble  River — ^Mooring  of  Torpedo  Craft, 
Proposals  for,  Apr.  28,  1075,  1076. 

Legal  Advisers  of  the  Education  Board, 
Duties  and  Salaries  of,  Apr,  6,  047.  • 


1384. 

Night  Patrol  without  Lights,  Danger  to 
Shipping  from,  Apr,  29,  1236. 

Organisation  and  Training  in  the  Navy- 
Inquiry  into  Effect  of  New  Scheme, 
Apr,  28,  1076. 

Pensioners,  Naval,  System  of  Employing, 
Apr,  28,  1074. 

Replacement  of  Lost  Vessels,  May  4, 1688. 
1639. 

Salvage'  Operatians   on     Vessels    recently 

Lost,  May  4, 1638,  1639. 
Shipbuilding  Programme  —  Lock-out  in 

the  Trade,  fi-obable  Effect  of,  Apr, 

28,  1074. 

Shotton  School,  Decision  as  to.  Mar,  31, 
320. 

Solent,  Jurisdiction  over  Navigation  in, 
Apr,  30,  1386 ;  May  4,  1641. 

Southampton 

Catholic    Attendance     at    Secondary 

School,  Mar.  31,  321. 

Catholic    School,    Treatment    of    — 
Deputation  proposed,  Apr.  6,  946. 

Submarines 

Adoption  of  Siebe-Gorman  Apparatus, 
May  4, 1639. 

Service,  Length  of,  Apr,  28.  1073. 

Swansea  Education  Dispute  —  PrefMmt 
Position,  Apr,  6,  948. 

Teachers  Registration  Council 

Position    of    Registrar    under    New 
Scheme,  Apr.  2,  683. 

Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  2,  683. 

Torpedo-boat  Destroyers  —  Construction 
Propopals,  May  4,  1639,  1640. 

Training  Colleges,  Religious  Inatroctioof 
given  in,  Apr.  2,  644 ;  Apr.  6,  947. 

Maclean,  Mr.  D.  [Bath] 

Children  Bill,  2b.  Apr.  1,  678-^580. 

Licensing  Bill/  2b.  Apr.  30,  1612-1518. 

Taxes,  Collection  of  —  Powen  of  and 
Control  over,  CoUectors,  Apr.  6,  890. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  T.  Jr-Seerekiry  lo  ike  Ad* 
mirfOty  [OamberweU,  N.] 

CkMstgoazd        iti         wtdi  Grew  ol    le«i 
]  .     r.  i»,  1067.  1008. 
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MacNeill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.  [Donegal,  S.] 

Army—Case  of  D.  Gallagher,  Apr.  2,  666. 

Bruckless  Railway  Station,  Condition  of, 

Apr.  2,  697. 
Cardiff  Assizes  —  Sentences  of  Punishment 

by  Flogging,  Apr.  6,  936.  937. 

Crown  Jewels,  Loss  of  —  Allegations  as  to 
Identity  of  Thief,  Apr.  i,  510. 

Gal  way  —  Trial  of  J.  and  P.  Joyce  and  J. 
Walsh,  Apr.  1,  514. 

Elingstown    Harbour    Dispute,     Apr.     1, 
632 ;  Apr.  2,  790 ;  Apr.  6,  956. 

"  Ulster"  Incident,  Apr.  2,  703,  704. 

Questions —  Reference  to  Previous  Question 
not  in  Order,  Apr.  1,  495. 

MacVeagh,  Mr.  J.  [Down,  S.] 

Post  Office  Mail  Service — Canadian  Con- 
tract, May  4,  1665. 

MacVeigh,  Mr.  C.  [Donegal,  E.] 

Mansfield  Estate — Case  of  G.  Diver,  Apr.  6, 
904. 

Macedonia 

Reform  Proposals — Correspondence  with 
Turkey  presented.  Mar.  30, 1  ;  Apr.  14, 
962,  972. 

Maconchy  EBtate 

Vesting  Orders,  Issue  of. 
•      Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Mar. 
30, 105. 

Magistrates 

Ireland — Vacancies  and  Appointments  since 
1906. 
Q.    Mr.  Long  ;  A.    Mr.  T.  W.  Rus- 
sell, Apr.  29,  1261. 

Magnus,  Sir  P.  [London  University] 

Education — Teachers  Registration  Counc^il 
Position     of     Registrar     under     new 
scheme,  ^pr.  2,  682. 

Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  2,  683. 

London  University,  Accommodation  Pro- 
vided for,  Apr.  29,  1257. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross 

Date  of  Opening 

08.  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2.  731  ;  Mr. 
Harcourt,  735,  754  ;  Sir  F.  Banbury, 
752. 

Mallet,  Mr.  C.  E.  [Plymouth] 

Home  Rule — Protests  against  British 
Administration,  etc.,  Mar.  30, 175-177. 

Manchester 

Licensed  Houses  Closed  imder  Act. 

Q.  Mr.  Clynes;  A.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mar.  31,  314. 

(North  West)  Parliamentary  Election — 
New  Writ  issued,  Apr.  14,  966;    new 

Member  Sworn,  Apr.  29,  1267. 

Post  Office — Overtime  worked  by  Mechanic. 
Q.     Mr.  Bylos ;    A.     Mr.  Buxton,  Apr. 
14,  982. 
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Manchester— con/. 

Unemployed  Demonstration — Sentence  on 
Leaders. 

Os.  Mr.  Clynes,  Apr.  14,  1018  ;   Mr. 
H.  Samuel,  1019  ;    ^Ir.  Crooks, 
1019. 
Q.     Mr.  Clynes  ;  A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 

Mar.  31,  330. 
Qs.     Mr.  Clynes,  Mr.  Lupton  ;    A.s. 
Mr.  Gladstone,  May  4,  1656. 

Manchester  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rep.*,  Apr.  14,  968.  ; 

Con.*,  May  4,  1613. 


A.     Mr.    Cherry, 


Manchester  Estate 

Case  of  S.  Raincy. 
Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale ; 
Apr.  6,  899. 


Manchuria 

Consulate  at  Mukden,  Expenditure  on. 
Os.     Mr.  Fell,  Apr.  2,  760 ;     Mr.  Har- 
court, 762. 

Mansfield  Estate 

Case  of  G.  Diver. 

Q.     Mr.  C.  MacVeigh  ;    A.     Mr.  Clierry, 
Apr.  6,  904. 

Marble  Arch 

Projijress  of  Works. 

Qs.    Mr.  Rees,  A  pr.  2,  742. 

Margarine 

Sale  as  Butter,  Safeguards  against. 

Q.     Mr.  Barrie;     A.     Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Mar.  30,  95. 

Margate  Corporation  Bill 

c.   Rep.  R.*,  Apr.\14,  968. 
Con.*,  Apr.  30,  1373. 
3r.*  May  4,  1613. 

Markham,     Mr.    A.    B.     [Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield] 

Licensing  Bill.  2r.,  May  4.  1730. 

Marks,  Mr.  H.  H.  [Kent  Thanet] 

Ceylon  Rotul-making  —  Employment  of 
Women  and  Girls,  Apr.  30,  1389. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  withdrawals  on 
demand,  frauds  arising  from,  Apr.  30, 
1406. 

Shop  Bill,  2r.,  May  1,  1550-1556. 

Volunteers — Strength  on  31st  March,  May  4 
1648. 

Marriages 

Scotland — Annual  Report  Presented,  Mar, 
30,  2. 

Married  Women's  Property  Bill 

c.  2r.*  May  4,  1797. 

Martini,  Madame 

House   of,    EHtJniatc   for   Enlargement   and 
adaptation  of. 

O^.     Sir  F.  Banbury,  Apr.  2,  793. ; 
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Marylebone 

Property  claimed  by  Lord  Portman. 


«. 


Mr.    C.    Money ; 
Apr,  30,  1406. 


A*    Mr.    Bums, 


Mason,  Mr.  A.  E.  W.  [Coventry] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr,  29, 1309-1316. 

Mason,  Mr.  J.  F.  [Windsor] 

Food  Reduction  of  Import  Duties  on,  pro- 
posed, Apr.  2,  700. 

Bevenue  from  Import  Duties  in  Great 
Britain  and  certain  Foreign  Coimtries, 
Mar.  31,  317  ;    Apr.  2,  676. 

Massie,  Mr.  J.  [Wiltshire,  Cricklade] 

Irish    Universities   Bill,    Intro.,  Mar.    31, 
387-389. 

Senate  of  proposed  Universities,  May 
4,    1620. 

Masterman,  Mr.  C.  F.  G.  [West  Ham,  N.] 

Home  Rule — Protests  against  British  Ad- 
ministration, etc..  Mar.  30,  170-175. 

Meagher,  Mr.  M.  [Kilkenny,  N.] 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank — ^Women  Clerks, 
Salaries  under  New  Scheme,  Apr,  1, 
499. 

Meat 

Carcases  of  Calves  imported  from  Holland 
aud  Belgium. 

Q.     Mr.  Field  ;  A,    Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Apr,  14,  988. 

Import  Regulations. 

Q.     Mr.  Field  ;  A.     Mr.  Bums,  Apr.  14, 
994. 

Meehan,  Mr.  P.  A.  [Queen*s  County,  Leix] 
Dnimkcerin    Estate    of    Mrs.    Tate,    Miss 
Rutledge  and  Mr.  McLoughy,  Sal  ^  of, 
Apr.  6,  900. 

Menzies,  Mr.  W.  [Lanarkshire,  S.] 

Naval  Night  Patrol  without  Lights, 
Danger  from,  Apr.  29,  1235. 

Merchandise  Marks  Act 

Continental   Tyro   and   Rubber   Company 
Advertisement,    Infringement    by. 
Q.     Mr.  E.  Cecil ;   A.     Mr.  Koarley, 
Apr.  28,   1095. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Commission  on  Rings — Date  of  isauing 
Report. 

Q.     Mr.  Londaale  ;    A.   Mr.  Kearley, 
Apr.  2,  675. 

Merthyr  Tydfil  Corporation  Bill 

/.  3r.*  Mar.  31,  245. 
c.  iB.*  Apr.  1,  473. 
2b.*  Apr.  27,  1021. 

Metropolitan  Electric  Tramways  Bill 

I.  Report  from  Select  Committee,  Mar.  3i, 

245. 
c.  iB.*  Apr,  14,  968. 
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Metropolitan  Polioe  Provisional  Order 
Bill 

e.  iB.*  Mar,  31,  291. 

Meysey-Thompson,    Mr.  E.  C.  [Stofford, 

Handsworth] 

Hamstead  Colliery  Bisaster — ^Recognition 
of  Efforts  for  Rescue,  May  4,  1657. 

Mica  Boiler  Covering  Company 

Police  Court  Judgment  against. 

Qs,    Mr.  Hudson;    As,    Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr,  30,  1384. 

Micklem,  Mr.  N.  [Hertfordshire,  Watford] 
India — Mandi  Chiefship,  Memorial  as  to, 
Apr.  2,  645. 

Midwives  Act,  1902 

Doctor's  Fee,  Provisions  for    Payment  of. 
Q,    Mr.    ET.   Wason;      A,     Mr.    Burns, 
May  4,  1669. 

Militia 

Artillery   Staff,   Proposals  as   to. 

Q,    Major  Anstruther-Gray ;      A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr,  2,  664. 

Colours  of  Disbanded  Units,  Expenses  of 
Escort  for  handing  over. 

Q,     Lord  J.  Joicey-Cecil ;   A.     Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr,  1,  492. 

Disbanded    Battalion    Officers,    Proposals 
for  Transfer  of. 
Q,    Sir  T.   Glen-Coats;      A,    Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr,  2,  660. 

Enlistments  and  Discharges  in  1907-8. 
Q,    Mr.    Ashley;       A,    Mr.    Haldane, 
May  4,  1642. 

Establishment — Return    Presented,    Apr. 
14,  963;  Apr,  27,  1024. 

^ife      Artillery    Training      under      New 
Scheme. 
Q.     Major     Anstruther-Gray;      A, 
Mr.  Haldane,  Mar,  30,  83. 

Irish  Battalions — Recruiting  Statistit^ 
Q,     Captain  Craig ;    A.     Mr.   Haldane, 
Apr.  1,  490. 

Movements     Contemplated     undei     Now 
Scheme. 

Qs.     Captain  Craig ;   As.     Mr.  Hal- 
drine.  Apr.  2,  6(U. 

Non-Commissioned  Officers  of  Permanent 
Staff — Position  under  New  Scheme. 
Q,     Mr.    FeU;     A,     Mr.    Haldane, 
Apr.  3,  817. 

Milk  Supply 

Import  Statistics  and  System  of  Inspection. 
Qjs.     Mr.  J.  Collings ;    As,     Mr.  Bums, 
Apr.  29,  1246. 

Ireland — Adoption  of  Local  Regulations. 
Qs,     Mr.  DevUn  ;  Mr.  Moore ;  As.    Mr 
Birrell,  Apr,  1,  605. 

Legislative  proposals. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    C/Ollings ;     A.     Mr.    Burns 
Apr.  29,  1234. 

Rei)ort  on  Metropolitan  Area. 

Q,     Sir  F.   Banbury;    A.     Mr,   Bums, 
Apr.  1,  499. 
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Hiaes  and  Quarries 

Reports    under    Certain    Aots    Presented, 
Apr.  27,  1024. 

Hinitten  of  the  Crown 

Cftbinet  Rank,  Re-election  on  Attaining — 
Revision  of  Present  System. 

Q.    Sir  W.  Holland ;    A.     Mr.  As- 
quith,  Apr.  29,  1233. 
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Kiskin,  Higher 

licensed  Premises,  Information  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.     D.     A.     Thomas;      A.     Mr. 
Gladstone,  Apr.  14,  983. 

Mitchell-Thomson,  Mr.  W.  [Lanark,  N.W.] 

Admiralty     CJontracts — Use     of     British 
Materials,  Apr.  2,  662. 

Ancient  Monuments,  Expenditure  on  Main-  \ 
tenance  of,  Apr.  2.  754. 

Army  | 

Cavalry — Scottish  Bai  racks.  Selection  | 
of  Sites  for.  Mar.  31,  304.  | 

Cordite  Containing  Mercuric  Chloride. 
New  Tost  for  and  Amount  Re- 
jected, Mar.  30,  81. 

Scottish  Horse,  Recruiting  for,  Apr.  6, 
920. 

Colonies,  Tariff  Roduc^tion  proposals  be- 
tween, Apr.  28,  1088. 

Granite,  British  and  Foreign,  Relative  > 
Cost  of,  Apr.  28,  1094.  ' 

Haulbowlino  Works,  Granite  used  for,  Mar.  i 
30,  74,  75. 

Royal  Scottish  Museum — Conditions  of 
Accepting  Articles  on  Loan,  Mar.  30, 
98. 

Russia — Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Luxemburg. 

Apr.  28,  1088. 
Sp^inish    Preference   Law,    Translation    of 

Apr.  28,  1094. 

Monaghan 

Evicted  Holdings  and  Re-instatement  pro- 
posals. 
Q.     Mr.  Lardner;    A.     Mr.  Birroll 
Apr.  1,  481. 

Mond,  Mr.  A.  [Chester] 
Fiscal  Policy 

Manufactured  Imports,  Objections  to 
Duties  on.  Mar.  31.  403-413,  431. 

Tariff  for  R'^vonuo  pur]>o<o  only,  pro- 
pose:!. Mar.  31.  411-413. 

Money,  Mr.  L.  G.  C.  [Paddington,  N.j 

Marylebone — Pro|)erty  Claimed  by  Lord 
Portman,  Apr.  30.  1405. 

Motorists,  Penalty  on,  for  not  Stoppinj? 
after  Running  over  Persons,  Apr.  30, 
1404. 

Shrewsbury  Railway  Disaster — Finding  of 
Inquiry,  Apr.  29,  1245. 

War    Office    Storehouse    Clerks, 
Apr.  30,  1386. 
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Montray  Estate 

Case  of  M.  A.  McCarron. 
Q.     Mr.  Lardner  ;  A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Apr, 
7.481. 

Montrose  Burghs 

Parliamentary  Election — ^New  Writ  Issued, 
Apr.  28,  104L 

Mooneyf  Mr.  J.  J.  [Newry] 

Kingstown  Harbour  Dispute,  Apr.  1,  630, 
632  ,-  Apr.  2,  n4t-n6,  780,  793. 

"  Ulster  "  Incident,  Apr.  2,  701. 

Victoria  Wharf,  Use  of,  Apr.  6,  953. 
Naval  Works  at  Haulbowline,  Granite  used 

for,  Mar.  30,  75. 

Moore,  Mr.  W.  [Armagh,  N.] 

Castle  Morton  School  Room,  Use  of,  for 
Political  Meetings,  Apr.  6,  946. 

Glenaheiry  Explosion 

Blasting  Powder  and  Fuse,  Police 
Knowledge  of  Purchase  of,  Apr. 
i,  511,  512,  513. 

Circumstances  of — Public  Inquiry  upon 
Oath,    proposed,    Apr.    1,    603- 
616. 
Document     Produced    at    Waterford 

Assizes,  Mar.  30,  105. 
Insinuations   against   Lord   Ashtown, 

Apr.  1,  609. 
Preston,    District    Inspector,    Report 
of,  Apr.  1,  610-613. 
Irish    Universities   Bill,   Intro.,   Mar.   31, 

368-379. 
Kingstown  Harbour  Dispute,  Apr.  2,  788- 

790. 
Lurgan  Postal  Officials,  Pay  of,  Apr.  1, 478. 

Milk  Supply — Adoption  of  Local  Regula- 
tions, Apr.  1,  605. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  3,  858- 
860. 

Post  Office — Irish  Service,  Expenditure 
on.  Mar.  30,  109. 

Moray  Firth 

Illegal  Trawling,  Proposals  for  Proven tingi 
Qs.     Captain  Waring,  Mr.  A.  S.  Wilson ; 
As.     Mr.  Sinclair,  Apr.  30,  1412. 

Morgan,  Mr.  J.  L.  [Carmarthen,  W.] 

Carmarthen  Prison — Abolition  of  Female 
Quarters,  May  4,  1653. 

Morley,  Rt.  Hon.  Visoonnt— -^ccrc/ary  of 

State  for  India. 
Afghanistan — Views    of   Amir    on    Anglo- 
Russian  Convention,  Apr.  14,  985. 
Army 

Churches — Number  Consecrated,  etc., 

Apr.  28,  1068. 
Officers*   Pensions,   System   of   Calcu- 
lating Service  for,  Apr.  2,  668. 
Strength 

Information  given  in  Answer  of 
13th   March,    1906,   Apr.    2. 
647. 
Re[K)rt  of  Commission  after  the 

Mutiny,  Apr.  2,  646. 
Statistics  in   Finance  Committee 
Report,  Apr.  2,  646. 
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Morley,  Rt.  Hon.  Visconnt—cow/. 

Baroda  —  Measures         Introduced         by 
Maharajah,  iMar,  31,  306. 

Bengal  Judicial  Services,   Rearrangement 
of,  Apr.  6,  910. 

Education 

Claims  of  Indian  Graduates  for  Em- 
ployment, Mar.  31,  298. 

Vernacular  Languages,   Use  of,   Apr. 
2,  667. 

Apr.  2. 


Mandi  C'hiefship,  Memorial  as  to, 
645. 


-Equip- 


North     West    Frontier    Dcfcnce- 
mcnt  of  Troops,  Apr.  2,  6()9. 

Opium,  Medicinal  Use  of,  Mar.  31,  297. 

Penal     Code — Interpretation     of     Section 

124a.,  Mar.  3h  306,  307. 
Tea    Export    by    Quetta-Nushki    Route. 

Apr.  2,  667;  668. 
Whipping     Act — Amendment     PropoRalp, 

Apr.  2,  668,  669. 

Morpeth,  Viscount  [Birmingham,  s.] 

Children  Bill,  2r.,  A  jr.  h  582-585. 

MorrichMore 

Lands,  Disposal  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir;     A.     Mr.  Sinclair, 
4,  1665. 


May 


Morrogh  Bernard  Estate 

Sale  Proposals — Case  of  J.  Golden. 

0.     Mr.  Boland  :  A.     Mr.  T.  W.  Russell. 
Apr.  2S.  1100. 

Morton,  Mr.  A*  C.  [Sutherland] 

Ancient  Monuments,  Ex})enditure  on  Main 

tcnancc  of.  Apr.  2,  746,  755. 
Badininsh  I)og-Poisonin<?  Cases,  Informa- 
tion as  U\  Mar.  3L  322. 

Edinburgh    Law   Courts,    Exi^nditurc   on 

A/yr.  2,  746. 
P'ishcrv   Grounds,    Protection   of,   May  4, 

1()40.      i, 

France — Cost  of  Embassy  at  Paiis,  Apr.  2, 

764. 
Government  Offices 

p]xpcnditure     on    Furniture.   Apr.    2, 
745. 

Scotland,    Increased    Exi)enditure    in. 
Apr.  2.14'). 

House    of    Commons    Kitchen    Committee 
Accounts,  Apr.  30,  1410. 
f  Law    Courts,    New,    Exi^enditure    on   and 
Situation  of,  .l;>r.  2,  745 

Shetland  Herring  Fishery,  Effect  of  Whale 
Fishing  on,  Apr.  .^^,"1412. 

Whaling  Licences,  Restrictions  on  Granting, 
Apr.  i,  502. 

Motherwell  Bnrgh  Extension,  etc.,  Bill 

c.  Con*,  Apr.  6,  886. 

^B*,  Apr.  27,1021.  I 

64 


Motors 

Accidents  to  Foot  Passengors,  etc. — Penalty 
on  Motorists  for  Running-away. 
Q8.     Mr.  J.  C.  Wason,  Mr.  C.  Money ; 
A .     Mr.  Burns,  A  pr,  30,  1404. 

Army  Transport,  8ee  Army — ^Motor  Trans- 
port. 

Excessive  Speed  on  Public  Roads,  Re- 
striction  of. 

Qs.    Mr.  J.  C.  Wason,  Captain  Craig ; 
As.    Mr.  Bums,  Apr.  2,  677. 
Hill-climbing  Contests  on  Public  Highways. 
Q,     Mr.  J.  C.  Wason ;    A,     Mr.  Bums, 
Apr,  2,  652. 

Omnibuses 

Noise    and    Vibration,    Standard    for 
Limiting. 

Q.     Sir    H.    Craik;       A,     Mr 
Gladstone,  Apr.  2,  674. 

Police  Duties  in  London  Streets,  with 
Regard  to. 

Qs.     Sir   H.    Craik:      As. 
Mr.   H.   Samuel,  Apr. 

30,  1399. 

Regulations  for  Inspection  and  Choice 
of  Route. 

Qs,     Sir   H.    Craik;      As. 
Mr.    Gladstone,    Mar. 

31,  316. 

Speed  Limit — ^Applications  from  Local 
Authorities. 

Q.     Mr.   J.    C.    Wason;      A.     Mr. 
Burns.  Mar.  30,  92. 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill 

/.  2R.,^pr.  i,447. 

Mnldoon*  Mr.  J.  [W^cklow,  E.] 

Burrows,  A.  C,   Charge   against,  Apr.  6, 

951. 
Constabulary    Duties    under    Health    and 

Sanitary  Laws,  etc.,  3Iar,  31,  326. 

Omagh  Post  Office — £m])Ioyment  of  Tele- 
graph MessengtTs  in  Delivering  Re- 
ligious Tracts,  Mar.  31,  329. 

Mnllingar 

Labourers'  Cottages  at  Rathnure. 
Q.     Sir  W.  Nugent;     A,     Mr.   Birrell, 
Apr.  14,  997. 

Municipal  Eepresentation  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Standing  Committee,  Mar. 
31,  247. 

Rep*  Apr.  i,  466. 

3r*  Apr.  2,  636. 
c.  IR*  May  4,  1674. 

Mumaghan,  Mr.  G.  [Tyrone,  Mid.] 

Whallev  Estate — Case  of  R.  Patterson, 
Apr,  2,  657. 

Murphy,  Mr.  J.  [Kerrj-,  E.] 

Education  Grant,  Proposals  for  Increasing, 
Apr,  6,  958. 
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Hnrpliy,  Mr.  H.  J.  [Kilkenny,  s.] 

Irish  Provident  Assurance  Company,   Po-  j 
sition  of,  A  pr.  2,  650.  i 


Hyer,  Mr.  H.  [Lambeth,  N.] 

Cordite,    Navy    Reserve    of — Disposal    of 
Explosives        containing        Mercuric  > 
Chloride,  etc.,  Ajyr.  28,  1076.  | 

Liquor  Traffic  i 

Drunkenness    on    Licensed    Premises,  j 
Convictions  for  (1905-1907),  Apr, 
7,496. 

Failure    of    Retail    Traders,     Losses 
through  (1905-1907),  Apr,  i,  498. 

Nannetti,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Dublin,  College  Green] 
Dublin   Post   Office — Case   of  J.    Keenan, 
Mar,  30,  58. 

Natal 

Administration,  Proposals  for  Revising. 
Q.     Mr.  Mackarness  ;  ^ .     Mr.  Churchill, 
Apr.  6,  929. 
Cakijana,  Case  of. 
Q,     Mr.  G.  Greenwood;  .4.  Colonel  Seely, 
.      May  4,   1652. 

Dinizulu,  Trial  of — (^'barges  and  Procedure. 
Qs.     Mr.    Ellis,    Mr.    Lehmann ;       As. 

Mr.   (Churchill,  Mar.  31,  310. 
Qs.     Mr.    Mackamess,    Sir    G.    Parker ; 

As.     Mr.  Churchill,  Apr.  6,  927. 

Qs.     Mr.  Herbert ,  Mr.  Flynn  ;    As. 

Mr.  Churchill,  Apr.  6,  932. 
Qs.     Mr.   Ellis,   Mr.    Byles ;      As.     Col. 

Seely,  Apr.  29,  1239. 

Imprisonment,  Law  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Belloc;       A.     Colonel    Seely, 
May  4,  1649. 

Indian  Immigration,  etc..  Legislative  Pro- 
posals for  dealing  with. 

Q.     Mr.  Rees ;     A.     Colonel  Seely, 
May  4,  1649. 
Martial  Law 

Administration  by  Sir  D.  Mackenzie. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson ;    A.  Col. 
Seely,  Apr.  28,  1086. 

Continuance  of. 
Qs.     Mr.    Mackamess ;       As.     Mr. 
Churchill,  Apr.  6,  929.  | 

Natives  Arrested  and  Punished  under. 
Q.     Mr.   G.   Greenwood ;      A .     Mr. 
Runciman,   Apr.   2,  670. 

Native  Affairs  Commission,  Findings  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Mackamess ;       A.     Mr.    Chur- 
chill, Apr.  6,  928. 

Native  Representation  in  Parliament,  I^egis 
lative    I^oposals   for. 

Q.     Mr.    C.    B.    Harmsworth;      A. 
Colonel  Seely,  Apr.  30,  1390. 
Negotiations  with  Argentina,  Information 
as  to. 

Q.     Sir  C.   Dilke;     A.     Mr.   Chur- 
chill,  Apr.  3,  S]]. 


Mar,  30— May  4. 

National  Gallery 

Extension,  Proposals  as  to. 
Os.     Mr.     A.    Douglas,     Apr.    2,    732; 
Mr.    Harcourt,    736,    751 ;       Loni 
Balcarres,  750,  751. 


National  Debt  I 

Unfunded  Debt,  Information  as  to.  | 

Q.     Mr.  Ashton  ;  A.    Mr.  Lloyd-George,  I 

May  4,  1637.  | 

VOL,  CLXXXVIL  [Fourth  Sewm.] 


Number  of  Visito.-s  on  Sundajrs. 
Os.     Lord  Joicey,3f ar.  31,  261 ;  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne,  262. 

National  Physical  Laboratory 

Receipts   and   Expenditure — Account   Or- 
dered, Apr.  29,   1233. 

Nayy 

First  Lord — Right  Hon.  R.  McKenna. 
Financial    Secretary — Dr.    T.    J.    Mac- 
namara. 

Armament  Proposals,  Information  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.  Ix)nsdale ;    A.     Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr.  30,  1384. 

Armoured  Cruisers  undergoing  Refit. 
Qs.     Mr.  Nield  ;  As.     Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mar.  30,  73. 

Battle  Practice 

Courts  of  Inquiry  held  on  Results. 
Qs.     Viscount    Castlereagh ;        As, 
Mr.  Lambert,  Apr.  6,  918. 

Trial  Shots  fired. 
Qs.     Viscount    Castlereagh ;        As, 
Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Mar.  30,  72. 

Battleships 

Annual  Cost. 
Qs.     Mr.  Cox  ;  As.    Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son.  Mar.  30,  60,  76. 

Auxiliary  Engines  on  Modem  Vessel 
compared  with  one  of   1877. 
Q.     Mr.    Wedgwood;    A.    Mr. 
E.  Robertson,  Mar.  30,  56. 

'*  Bulwark  "   maximum  draught  of. 
Q.     Mr.  Bellairs;      A.       Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr.  28,  1063. 

Chatham  Hospital  Cooking  Staff. 
Q.     Mr.  Jenkins  ;   A.     Mr.  E.  Robertson 
Mar.  30,  60. 

Coastguards,  see  that  title. 
Dockyards— Stonemasons,  Rate  of  Pay  of. 
Q.     Mr.   Fell;    A.     Mr.  [E.   Robertson, 
Apr.  2,  663. 

"  Dreadnought,"  Arming  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Bellairs ;    .4.      Mr.     E.  Robert- 
son,  Apr.  14,  978. 

T^redging  of  certain  Harboiu-s,  Expenditure 
on. 

Q.     Mr.    Bellairs;      -4.       Mr.      Mc 
Kenna,  Apr.  28,   1053. 

Engine-room  Artificers 

Effect   of   New  Scheme. 

Q.     Mr.     Summerbell  ;         A.     Mr. 
McKenna,    Apr.    28,    1073. 

Fourth  Class  Candidates  examined  for. 
Q,      Mr.     Summerbell ;       A.      Mr. 
McKenna,   Apr.    28,    1072. 
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Engineer  Officers,  Pay  and  Position  of— 
Order  in  Council  Presented,  Mar,  31, 
246,   294. 

Fleets  (Great  Britain  and  Foreign  Countries) 
—Return  Ordered,  Apr,  28,  1049. 

*'  Gladiator  "   Complement  of. 

Qa.     Mr.  Bellairs ;    As,     Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr,  29,  1234. 
Haulbowline  Works,  Granite  used  for. 
Qs.     Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson,    Mr.  T.  L. 
Corbett,    Mr.    Mooney ;      As,    Mr. 
E.  Robertson,  Mar,  30,  74. 

"  Indus  " 

Mechanician  Establishment,  rearrange- 
ment of. 

Q,     Mr.  Summerbell ;    A.     Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  28,  1072. 

Officers,    Additions    to    be    made    to 
Number  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Summerbell ;    A,     Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  28,  1072. 

Mecnanician — Qualification  required  for 
Rating. 

Q,     Mr.  Bowerman ;     A,     Mr.  Mc- 
Kenna,   Apr,    28,    1073, 
Moody,  Stoker,  Revision  of  Sentence  on, 
proposed, 

Q.     Sir  S.  King  ;  A,    Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son,  Apr.  1,  485. 

Night  Patrol  without  Lights,  Danger  from. 
Q,     Mr.  Menzies ;     A.    Mr.   McKenna, 
Apr,  29,  1236. 
Organisation  and  Training — Inquiry  into 
Effect  of  New  Scheme. 
Q,    Mr.  Bellairs  ;  A.    Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr.  28,  1075. 

Pensioners,  System  of  Employing. 

Q,     Mr.  Bowerman  ;  A,    Mr.  McKenna, 
Apr,  28,  1074, 

Prisoners — Accommodation  for,  at  Hong- 
Kong,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.   Bellairs;      A.     Mr.   Hob- 
house,  Apr.  28,  1070. 

Promotions  since  1906. 
Q.     Mr.  Barnes  ;   A.     Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mar.  31,  302. 
Repairs,   Expenditure  on  Battleships  and 
CruiserH  Launched  since  January,  1898 
— Return  proposed. 

Os.     Lord    Ellenborough,    Apr.    1, 
466-468  ;  Earl  of  Crowe,  467. 
Replacement  of  Lost  Vessels. 

Qs.     Mr.  A.  Lee ;     As.     Mr.  McKenna, 

May  4,  1638. 
Q,     Major   Aiistruther-Gray ;      A-     Mr. 
McKenna,  May  4,  1639. 
Rosyth  Works,  British  Granite,  Use  of. 
Qa.     Mr.  Fell ;    As.     Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Mar.  30,  73. 
"  Rover  "  Tug,  Engines  supplied  to. 
Q.     Mr.  Holt;     A.     Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Apr.  3,  812. 
Salvage    Operations    on   Vessels    recently 
Lost. 
Qs,    Mr.  A.  Lee;     A9*     Mr.  McKenna, 
May  4,  1638. 
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Havy— conf. 

Savings  Banks — Accounts  Presented,  Apr. 
14,  966,  973. 

Sheemess  Torpedo  School  Ship — Order 
in  Council  as  to  Allowance  to  Senior 
Gunner  Presented,  Mar.  31y  246,  294. 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  Lock-out  in  the 
Trade,  Probable  Effect  of. 

Qs,    Mr.  Hudson,  Mr.  Gurran  ;    As. 
Mr.  McKenna,  Apt,  28,  1074. 
Soft-Metal  Caps  for  Projectiles,  Value  of. 
Qs.     Mr.  P.  Pease;    As,    Mr.  Lambert, 
Apf.  6,  917. 
Submarines 

Adoption  of  Siebe-Gorman  Apparatus. 
Qs.  M/.  A.  Lee  ;  As,    Mr.  McKenna, 
May  4,  1639 

Service,  Length  of. 
Q.     Mr.      Bowerman  ;        A,    Mr. 
McKenna,  Apr.  28,  1073. 

Torpedo  Boats 

Annual  Cost. 
Qs,    Mr.  Cox ;  As,    Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son, Mar,  30,  60,  75. 

Number  Re-boilered. 

Q.  Mr.  Nield ;  A,  Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son.  Mar,  30,  72. 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers 

Annual  Cost. 

Qs.    Mr.  Cox;    As,    Mr.  £.  Robert 
son,  Mar,  30,  60,  75. 
Construction  Proposals.    . 
Q.    Mr.  A.  Lee ;  A^    Mr.  McKenna, 

May  4,  1638. 
Qs,    Mr.   Thornton,    Mr.   A.   Lee; 
As,    Mr.    McKenna,    May    4, 
1640. 

Torpedoes,  Speed  of  and  Use  of  Bow  Tube. 
Qs,    Captain    Faber;        As,    BCr.     £. 
Robertson,  Apr.  2,  662. 

Navy  Estimates 

Application  of  Surpluses  to  meet  Excesses 
— Minutes  Presented,  Mar,  SO,  55. 

Programme  of  Shipbuilding,  etc. — State- 
ment  Presented,  Mar.  31,  246,  295. 

Nelson 

Population  and  Licensing  Statistics. 
Qs.    Captain  Faber,  Mr.  J.  Rutherford ; 
As.    Mr.  Gladstone,  Apr,  28,  1091. 

Nenagh 

Post  Office  Accommodation. 
Q.    Mr.  Hogan ;    A.    Mr.  Buxton,  Apr, 
1,  480. 

Netherlands 

Holland,  Prevalence  of  Foot-and-Mouth 
Disease  in. 

Qs.  Mr.  J.  Collings;  As,  Sir  E. 
Strachey,  Mr.  Bums,  Apr,  2. 
684. 

New  Bom  CMldren  (Protection)  Bill 

c.  iR.*  Apr,  28,  1106. 
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Mr.  Gladstone, 


New  Forest 

Borning  of  Gorse  and  Heather,  Memorial 
as  to. 

Q,    Sir  R.  Hobart ;    A.     Mr.  Hob- 
house,  May  4,  1662. 

Sf ilitary  Manoeuvres,  Proposals  for  Holding. 
Qs,     Sir  R.  Hobart,  Mr.  Ashley;     As. 

Mr.  Haldane,  Apr.  7,  488. 
Q^.    Mr.   Ashley;      As.    Mr. 'Haldane, 

Mr.  Speaker^  Apr.  ^,924. 
Q.    Mr.  Ashley ;  A*    Mr.  Haldane,  Apr. 

SO,  1378. 

Vew  Members  Sworn 

See  under  Parliamentary  Elections. 

New  Writs 

See  under  Parliamentary  Elections. 

NewoastleunderLyne 

Licensed  Premises  Closed. 
Q.    Mr.  Wedgwood;  A. 
Apr.  2,  674. 

Newnes,  Mr.  F.  [Nottinghamshire,    Basset- 
law] 

Army  Horses,  Scheme  for  Breeding,  Apr. 
29,  1236. 

Newton,  Lord 

Art  Galleries,  Sunday  Opening,  Reason  for 
Closing  dnring  Months  o3  November- 
March,  Mar.  31,  255-258,  262. 

Persian  Frontier,  Safeguarding  British 
Interests  on,  Mar.  30,  49,  52. 

Nield,  Mr.  H.  [Middlesex,  Ealing] 

Coastguard  Stations  with  Crew  of  less  than 
Four  Men,  Apr.  28,  1057. 

Ealing  County  Court  Business,  Facilities 
for  Transacting,  Apr.  2,  686. 

Elementary     Education     (England     and 
Wales)  BiU. 

Clause    3,     subsection     3 — Transfers 
Permitted  by,  Apr.  2,  665. 

Grants  Included  in  Estimate,  Apr.  2, 
654. 

Navy 

Armoured  Cruisers  Undcr;-oing  Refit. 
Mar.  SO,  73. 

Torpedo  Boats,  Number  Re-Boilered, 
Mar.  SO,  72. 

Nigeria 

(Northern)  Order  in  Council,  1906,  Pre-  [ 
scnt^d.  Mar.  31,  246,  294.  | 

I 

Norfolk,  Duke  of 

Elementary      Education     (England     and 
VVaiCs)  Bill,  2R.  Mar.  CO,  49. 

North  British  and  Mercantile  Insurance  f 
Company  Bill 

I.  3R.*  Mar.  3L  245. 
c.  IR.*  Apr.  1,  473. 
2R.*  Apr.  2$,  1042. 

67 


SI      ION  1908.  I 

Mar.  30— May  4. 

North  Eastern  Railway  Bill 


Hep*  Mar.  Sh  292. 
Con.*  Apr.  6,  887. 
oVL*  Ap^.  27,  1021. 

North  Sea 

Territories   Bordering;,    Sla  as  of — Corre- 
spondence Presented,  Apr.  27,  1025. 

Northamptonshire 

Rabies  Outbreak. 

Qs.     Mr.    L.    Hardy,    Mr.    Courthope ; 
As.    Sir  E.  Strachey,  Apr.  2,  683. 

Norwich 

Stamping  of  Documents,  Facilities  for. 
Q,    Mr.   Tillett;      A.    Mr.    Hobhouse, 
May  4,  1635. 

Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Society 
Bill  ^ 

c  2R.*  Apr.  27,  1042. 

Notification  of  Births  Act 

Adoption  of. 
Q.     Mr.  Alden;     A.     Mr.  Bums,  Mar. 
30,92. 

Nottingham 

Licensing  Statistics. 
Qs.     Mr.  Richardson ;     As.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone,  Apr.  28,  1055. 

Nugent,  Sir  W.  R.  [Westmeath,  S.] 

Land  Purohage  Advances,  Inquiries  made 
before  Authorising,  Mar.  31,  325. 

Mullingar,  Labourers*  Cottages  at  Rath' 
nure,  Apr.  14,  097. 

Weetmeath  Valuation,  Basis  of  Calculating, 
Apr.  2,  695. 

Nyassaland 

Communication   with.   Proposals  for  Im- 
proving. 

Q.     Mr.  Rees;     A.     Mr.  Churchill, 
Mar.  30,  84i» 

0*Brien,  Mr.  K.  E.  [Tipperary.  Mid.l 

Curragunneen  Postal  Facilities,  31ar.  30, 
63. 

De    Montalt    Estate,    Untenanted    Land, 
Disposal  of,  ^pr.  ^,  915. 

0*Brien,  Mr.  P.  [Kilkenny] 

Kingstown  Harbour,    Dispute    as    to    Use 
of  Victoria  Wharf,  Apr.  6,  954. 

Shannon  River  Tolls,  Average  of,  Apr.  28, 
1060. 


O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  [Cork] 

Irish    Universities    Bill,    Intro.    Mar. 
389-395. 

Proposals  as  to.  May  4,  1669. 
4  A   2 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  Jas.  [Wicklow,  N.] 

Coventry  Post  Office  Medical  Officer,  Age 

of,  Apr.  2y  641. 
Fitzwilliam    Estate— Case    of    M.    Brion, 

Mar.  30,  67. 
SeatoQ    Delaval    Post    Office — Duties    of 

Annie  James,  Apr.  1,  478. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  John  [Kildare,  N.] 

Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Vouchers  with- 
held from  Ratepayers,  Apr.  14,  997. 

Unparliamentary  Expressions — Member 
Named  by  the  Speaker,  Mar.  30, 
184. 

0*Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.  [Liverpool,  Scotland] 
Death  of  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Apr. 
27,  1038. 

O'DonneU,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo.  S.] 

Begley  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  14, 
996. 

Blake  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  2, 659. 

Constabulary  Commandant  at  Phoenix 
Park,  Regulations  as  to  Reb'gion  of, 
Apr.  6,  913. 

Garryduff  Railway  Level  Crossing,  Apr. 
27, 1027. 

Irish  Congestion — Date  of  Issue  of  Report, 

Apr.  6,  912. 
Kilmaine  Graaing  Lands,  Disposal  of,  Apr. 

14,  996. 
Knox  Estate — Island  Farm,  Disposal  of, 

Apr.  14,  996. 
Loughglynn,  Allegations  against  Stephen 

FUnagan,  Apr.  6,  914. 

Oranmore  Estate. 

Cases  of  W.  Carey  and  M.  Walsh,  Apr. 

6,  911,  913. 
Sale  of,  Apr.  6,  915. 

Post  Office — Sweating,  Allegations  as  to> 
Apr.  14,  982. 

Robe  River  Drainage  Proposals,  Apr.  14, 
994. 

O'DonneU,  Mr.  T.  [Kerry,  W.] 

Kerry  Evicted  Tenants — Progress  made 
with  Reinstatements,  Apr.  28,  1066. 

Ventry  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr.  2, 
694. 

ODowd,  Mr.  J. [Siigo,  S.] 

Doongeelagh  Estate,  Memorial  as  to  Pur- 
chase of.  Mar.  30,  Ql. 

McCloughry  Estate — Case  of  F.  Chambers, 
Apr.  28,  1065. 

Percival  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  C.  Heally, 
Apr.  6,  898. 

Phibbs  Estate — Case  of  M.  Cryan,  Apr. 
28,  1065. 

0'Grady,Mr.J.[LeedsE.] 

Friendly  Societies  Conversion 

Inquiry  into  Subject  proposed,  Apr. 

6,960. 
Royal  London  Friendly  Society,  Pro- 
posstls  Iqi  CoA^ersion,  Apr,  6, 949. 
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India 

Baroda — ^Measures       Introduced     by 

Maharajah,  Mar.  31,  306. 
Penal  Code— Interpretation  of  Section 

124a,  Mar.  31,  306,  307. 
Tea  Export  by  Qnetta-Nushki  Route, 

Apr,  2,  668. 
Whipping  Act — ^Amendment  Proposals, 

Apr.  2,  668. 
Taxes — Siattu  of  Surveyor's  Clerks.  Apr* 
2,  700. 

0*Kelly,  Mr.  J.  [Roscommon,  N.] 

Boyle    Labourers'    Cottages   Scheme,    In- 
quiry into,  Apr.  6,  916. 

Hill  Street  Disturbance — ^Trial  of  Accused 
Persons,  Apr.  6,  917. 

Knockhall  Grazing  Farm,   Purchase  and 
Disposal  of.  Mar.  31,  327. 

O'Malley,  Mr.  W.  [Galway,  Connemaral 
Education,  Intermediate  Rules.  Apr.  29, 

1259,  1260. 
Kenmare  Fair  Rent  Applications,  Apr.  2$, 

1260. 

Low  Valley  Catholic  School,  Recognition 
of,  Apr.  29,  1252. 

Post  Office  Mail  Service — Canadian  Con- 
tract, May  1,  1533.  ^ 

O'Shaughnessy,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Limerick,  w.] 

Ballyclough,  Purchase  of  Untenanted 
Lands,  Apr.  2,  653. 

Garryfine — Cases  of  R.  and  J.  Dunworth, 
Apr.  2,  658. 

Harkness  Estate — Cases  of  R.  and  J. 
Dun  worth,  Apr,  1,  508. 

Kilgulban — Case  of  Mrs.  Scanlan,  Apr,  2, 

659. 
Stylepark,  Purchase  and  Disposal  of,  Apr. 

2,  658. 

O'Shee,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Waterford,  W.] 

Land  Purchase  Finance,  Tax  on  Incomes 
Derived  from  Untenanted  Land  re- 
fused for  Sale,  proposed,  Apr.  1,  519. 

Keane  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Apr,  1, 
507. 

Sugar  Duty,  Abolition  of,  proposed,  Apr. 
27,  1029. 

Old  KUpatrick 

Cemetery,  Purchase  of  Land  for. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  D.  White ;   A.     Mr.  Sinclair, 
Apr.  14,  985. 


Omagh 

Post 


Office — Employment  of  Telecraph 
Meessngers  in  Delivering  Religioua 
Tracts. 

Q.  Mr.  MuHoon;  A,  Mr«  Bus^ont 
Mir,  3h  329, 
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Ceylon  Commission  Report,  Date  of 
Presenting. 

Q.       Dr.     Rutherford;     A,       Mr. 
Churchill,  Mar,  30,  83. 

Medicinal  Use  of,  in  India. 
Q.    Mr.  Rees;     A.    Mr.  Morley,  Mar. 
31,  297. 
Straits  Settlements    Commission    Report, 
Date  of  Presenting. 

Q.     Mr.  Laidlaw  ;  A.  Mr.  Churchill, 
Mar.  31,  312. 

Oranmore  Estate 

Cases  of  W.  Carey  and  M.  Walsh. 
Qs.    Mr.     J.     O'Donnell;        As.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Apr.  6,  911,  913. 

Sale  of. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell ;  A.    Mr.  BirreU, 
Apr.  6,  916. 

Orden  in  Council 

Publication,  Rule  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.    Bellairs;      As.     Mr.    Asquith, 
Apr.  29,  1206. 

Ordnance  Survey 

Mans,  Place  of  Engraving. 
Q.    Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;     A.    Sir  £. 
Strachey,  Apr,  2,  661. 

Pacific  Cable 

Loss    on — E£Fect    of    Adopting    Fanning 
Island  Route. 
Q.    Mr.     Bellairs;         A.    Colonel 
Seely,  May  4,  1619. 

Pakenham  Eitate 

Untenanted  Lands,  Disposal  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale;       A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Apr.  28,  1063. 

Panama  Canal 

British  West  Indian  Labour  Employment 
—Despatches  Presented,  Mar.  31,  246, 
296. 

Parker,  Kr.  J.  [Halifax] 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  29,  1316-1319. 

Parker,  Sir  0.  [Gravesond] 

Africa,  East — Circumstances  of  Suspeivsion 
of  Lord  Delamere,  and  Mr.  Baillie, 
Mar.  30,  86. 

Colonies,  Tariff  Reduction  Proposals  be- 
tween, Apr.  28,  1087. 

Congo  Free  State  Papers,  Date  of  Tabling, 

Apr.  28,  1089. 
Gibraltar  General  Sanitary  Purposes  Rate, 

Increase  in.  Mar.  30,  87. 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr.  14,  lOOi-1007,  1009. 

Natal— Trial  of  Dinizulu,  Apr.  6,  928. 

Trade  Combinations,  Restriction  of,  pro- 
posed, Apr.  29,  1266. 
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Transvaal 

Civil    Servants — Re-Employment    on 
Retrenchment,  Apr.  30,   1391. 

White  Labour  in  Mines 

Effect  of  Withdrawal  of  Chinese, 
Mar.  31,  310. 

Experiment  with.  May  4,  1662. 

Volunteers — Case  of  George  Bishop,  Apr. 
28,  1078,  1079. 


Parliament 

Adjournment  of,  on  Resignation  of  Prime 

Minister. 

Os.     Marquess   of   Ripon,    Apr.    C» 

884,  886;     Marquess  of  Lan^. 

downs,    886 ;       Mr.    Asquith, 

969  ;   Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  969. 

House  of  Commons 

Intoxicating    liquors,    Penalties    for 
Sale  of. 
t  Qs.    Mr.  E.  Cecil;     As.    Mr. 

Asquith,  Apr.  2,  699. 

Kitchen  Committee  Recounts — Issue 
of  Annual  Return. 
Q.    Mr.  Morton;     A.    Sir  A, 
Jaooby,  Apr.  30,  Uia 

House  of  Lords 

Offices — Report  of  Select  Committoe, 
Con.,  Mar.  30,  63. 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland — 
Petition  of  Baron  Hotham,  Apr. 
6,  881. 

Sat  First— Lord  Hemphill,  after  the 
Death  of  his  Father,  Apr.  14, 
96L 

Relations  between  Lords  and  Commons, 
Legislative  Proposals  for  dealing  with. 
Q.     Earl  Winterton ;    A.     Mr.  As- 
quith, ^pr.  28,  1104. 


Parliamentary  Elections 

Drunkenness,  Arrests  for,  in  certain  Towns 
during    By-elections. 

Q.     Mr.   Bottomley;     A.     Mr.   H. 
Samuel,   Apr.   29,    1242. 

New  Members  Sworn 

Hope,  J.  F.  (Sheffield,  Central),  Apr. 
28,  1106. 

Joynson  •  Hicks,  W.  (Manchester, 
North-West),  Apr    29,   1267. 

Kerry,  Earl  of  (Derby,  W.),  Apr  28, 
1106. 

MacGaw,  W.  J.  M.  (Down,  West), 
Mar.  30,  112. 

Murray,  Captain  Hon.  A.  C.  (Kincar- 
dine), Apr.  29,  1267. 

Rnnciman,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Dewsbary\« 
Apr.28,n^ 

[aal. 
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Parliamentary  VLeQaonn—corU, 

New  Writs  Issued 

Derbyshire  (West),  Apr.  6,  883.    • 

Dewsbury,  Apr,  14,  066. 

Kincardine,  A  pr,  6, 886. 

Manchester,   (North- West),   Apr.    14, 
966. 

Montrose  Burghs,  Apr,  28,  1041. 

Sheffield  (Central),  Apr,  14,  066. 

Shropshire  (Newport),  Apr.  30,  1373. 

Wolverhampton  (East),  Apr,  27,  1026- 

Parliamentary  Procedure 

Unparliamentary  Expressions  —  Member 
named  by  the  Speaker. 

Oa,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  C.  Craig, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mar,  30, 
184. 

Patent  Office 

Extension,  Expenditure  on. 

Os,     Sir  F.  Banbury,  Apr,  2,  763  ;    Mr. 
Mr.  Harcourt,  754. 

Patents  and  Designs  Act 

Representations  from  Foreign  Countries. 
Q,     Mr.   Haddock;      .4.     Mr.   Kearley, 
Mar.  31,  318. 

Patents  and  Designs  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Standing  Committee,  Mar, 
31,  247. 
3r*,  Apr,  1,  466. 

Pease  Mr.  H.  P.  [Darlington] 

Alcohol,  Revenue  derived  from  ( 1888-1907), 
Apr,  28,  1061,  1105. 

Army — Soft  Metal  Caps  for  Projectiles, 
Inventor  of,  Apr.  6,  918. 

Camberwell  (Peokham)  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion— Drunkenness  Charges  and  Liquor 
Consumption,  Apr.  2,  674. 

Education — Cost  of  Medical  Inspection, 
Apr.  29,  1266. 

Home  Rule — Government  Policy  as  stated 
by  Mr.   CTiurchill.  Apr.  30,   1416. 

Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr.  14,  1010. 

Licensing  Bill — Clauses  36-42,  Interpreta- 
tion of,  Apr.  1,  517. 

Navy — Soft  Metal  Caps  for  Projectiles, 
Value  of,  Apr.  6,  917,  918. 

Pelosi,  Mrs.,  Case  of 

Sentence  inflicted,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.  Remnant;    A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Apr.  3,  812. 

Percival  Estate. 

Case  of  Mrs.  C.  Heally. 

Q.     Mr.    0*Dowd;       .4.     Mr.    Cherry, 
Apr,  6,  898. 

Percy  Earl  [Kensington,    S.] 

Home  Rule — Protests  against  British  Ad- 
ministration, etc,  JMar,  30,  137-153. 

Indian  Education  System,  Inquiry  into» 
proposed,  Apr,  29,  1372. 
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-Nationality     of     Em- 


Customs     Service 
ployees. 

Qs.  Mr.  Wedgwood;  As,  Mr. 
Runciman,  Apr,  1,  494  ;  Apr. 
6,  934. 

Frontier,  Safeguarding  British  Interests  on. 
Os.    Lord    Newton,  Mar,   30,  49,  52: 
Lord    Fitzmaurice,    50-^2. 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr,  14,  962. 

Persian  Gulf 

British   Rights — Effect   of   Anglo-Russian 
Agreement. 
Q,    Mr.  Rees ;   A.    Mr.  Runoiman, 
Mar,  30,  87. 

Peterborough  * 

Railway  Station — Construction  of  Subway 
proposed. 
Q,     Lord  J.  Joicey-Oecil ;  A.    Mr. 
Kearley,  Apr.  2,  061. 

Pewsey 

Railway  Level  Crossing,  Fatal  Accidents 


Q,    Mr.  Rogers;     A.    Mr.  Lloyd- 
Qeorge,   Apr,   1,   496. 


at. 


Pliibbs  Estate 

Case  of  M.  Cryan. 
Q.    Mr.    O'Dowd; 
Apr,  28,  1065. 


A,     Mr.      Birrell, 


Philipps,  LtCoL  J.  [Southampton] 

Yeomanry — Conditions  ol  joining  Terri- 
torial Force,  Apr.  i,  486. 

Philips,  Mr.  J.  [Longfwd,  8.] 

King-Harman  Estate— Cases  of  J.  Farrell 
and  J.  Heslan,  Apr,  1,  479. 

Philippe,  Mr.  0.  0.  [Pembroke  and  Haver. 
ford  west] 

Post  Office  Mail  Service*,  American — 
Effect  of  using  Fishguard  Route, 
Apr,  1,  482. 

Pirie,  Mr.  D.  V.  [Aberdeen,  N.] 

Aberdeen  Trawl  Fishermen,  Facilities  for 
Examinipg,  Mar,  30,  90,  91. 

Army  Cavalry — Scottish  Barracks,  Selec- 
tion of  Sites  for,  Mar,  31,  805. 

Puiiee 

Metropolitan  Commission — Date  of  issuing 
Report. 
Q,    Lord  R.   Cecil;      A.    Mr.   H. 
Samuel,  Apr.   29,   1243. 

Pension  Fun^Is — ^Accounts  Presented,  Apr. 
28,  1049. 

Weekly  Day  of  Rest,  Proposals  for.. 
Qs,    Mr.  Remnant;  As.    Mr. Gladstone, 

Mr.  Speaker,  Apr.  2,  673. 
Q,    Mr.  Remnant;    A.    Mr.  Gladstone. 
May  4,  1653. 
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Pontypridd  Water  Bill 

/.  3b.*.  Apr,  h  445. 

c.  IR.*,  Apr.  i,  473. 

2b.*  Ayr,  27,  1021. 

Poor  Law 

Chaplain  —  Nonconformists  and  Catholics 
emplo3^. 

Qa.  Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson,  Mr. 
Healy;  As.  Mr.  Bums,  Apr. 
2,  678. 

Children — Regulations  as  to  Religious 
upbringing. 

Q,  Mr.  W.  Benn  ;  A.  Mr.  Bums, 
Apr.   14,   993. 

Ireland— Expenditure  on   Relief  (1905-8). 
Q.     Dr.    Ambrose;       A.    Mr.    Birrell, 
Mar.  30,  69. 

Paupers  relieved  on  certain  Da3rs — Copy 
of  Statement,  Presented,  Apr.  30, 
1377.     • 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  2b.,  Apr.  3,  818. 

Port  of  London  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  and  Ir.,  Apr.  2,  708,  712. 
Memorandum     Ordered     and      Presented, 
Apr.  1,  621. 

Proposals  as  to. 
Qs.     Viscount   Castlereagh ;      As.    Mr. 
Asquith,  Mar.  30,   110. 

Portadown 

Distress,  Proposals  for  Relief  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Devlin  -,    A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Mar. 
30,   70. 


Porter  and  Crosbie  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q,    Captain    Craig ;      A.    Mr. 
Russell,  Apr.  28,   1101. 


T.    W. 


Portsmouth 

Postmen,  Pay  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Bramsdon; 
Apr.  1,  477. 


A,    Mr.  Buxton, 


Portsmouth,  Earl  of 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  2b.,  Mar.  31,  2A1. 

Territorial  Force 

Artillery  Estimated  Cost  of,  Apr.  1, 
471,  472. 

County  Associations  Secretaryships 

Position  of  Officers  of  Regular 
Army  accepting,  Mar.  31, 
289,  290,  291. 

Remuneration,  Scale  of,  Mar^  31, 
290. 

Establishment  Grant,  Basii  of  Payment, 

Mar.  31,  2.53. 
Horses,  Provision  of  on  Mobilisation, 

Mar.  31,  252,  255. 
Ranges,    Regulations   as   to   Transfer 

or    Abi^onment    of.    Mar.    31, 

252. 
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Portsmouth.  Earl  of— ^w*. 
Territorial  Force— «m<. 

Recruiting — ^Assistance  to  be  given 
by  Military  Authorities,  Mar. 
31,   262. 

Regiments  whose  Recruiting  Areas 
lie  in  more  than  one  County, 
Position  of,  Apr.  1,  469,  470. 

Supplementary  List,  Provision  for 
Mar.  31,  252. 

**  Unit  "  Definition  of,  Mar.  31,  252. 

Port  Said 

Consulate,  Expenditure  on. 

Os.  Sir  P.  Banbury,  Apr.  2,  794,  796; 
Mr.  Harcourt,  795;  Mr.  Ashley, 
795;  Mr.  Rees.  796;  Mr.  T.  L. 
Corbett,  797. 

Posseztown 

Case  of  Miss  M.  Clarke. 
Q.    Mr.  P.  White  ;    A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Apr. 
7,481. 

Post  Office 

Postmaittf-Oentral — Rt.  Hon.  S.  Buxton- 
[See  also  Names  of  Places.] 

Archer  Street  Premises,  Rebuilding  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Stanger  ;  A.    Mr.  Buxton,  Apr, 
27, 1027. 
Civil  Service  Socialist  Society  Demonstra- 
tion at  Lambeth  Baths. 

Q.     Mr.   A.   S.   Willson;     A,    Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  29,  1248. 

Classification,  Method  of  Determining.  ■ 
Q.    Major  Anstnither-Gray ;      A,     Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  28,  1098. 

Coal,  Estimate  for. 
Oa.    Mr.  A.  Douglas.  Apr.  2,  717 ;    Mr. 
Hwcourt,  722,  730 ;  Sir  F.  Banbury 
729,730. 

Confidential  Report  System. 
Q.    Mr.  Hay  ;  A,     Mr.  Buxton,  Apr.  2, 
681. 

Cost  of  living  in. various  Towns,  Basis  of 
Estimating. 
Qs.     Mr.  J.  Ward ;    As.     Mr.  Bux- 
ton, Apr.  28,  1099. 

Damage  or  Injury  to  Persons  through  Acts 
of  Postal  Officials — Rule  as  to  Dis- 
closure of  Name  of  Offender. 

Q.    Mr.    5ay;      A.    Mr.    Buxton, 
Apr.  30, 1403. 

Departmental  Inquiry  into  Classes  not 
heard  before  Hobhouse  Committee, 
Result  of. 

Q.     Mr.   Wiles;     A.     Mr.   Buxton, 
Apr.  28,  1097. 

Electricity  Supply  System — Cost  of  Black- 
friars  Power  Station,  etc. 

Os.     Sir  F.  Bmbury,  Apr.  2,  713, 
714  ;  Mr.  H^rcourt,  720. 

Ex-Soldiers  —  Examinations  for  Sorter- 
ships,  etc. 

Q,     Captain  Craig  ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton^ 
Apr.  28, 1056. 

[eoxL 


Pos-Pri] 


Post  OfB.ce—c&ru.] 

General  Post  Office 

Eastern   Central  Section — Secret  Re- 
port against  Official. 

Q,  Mr.  W.  T.  Wilson:  A. 
Mr.  Buxton,  Mar,  30,  59 ; 
Apr.  28,  1068. 

New  Buildings,  Expenditure  on. 
Os,     Sir  F.  Banbury,  Apr,  2,  713; 
Mr.    A.    Douglas,     716;      Mr. 
Harcourt,  720. 

Granard,  Earl  of — Duties  and  Powers. 
Qs,     Mr.  Hay;    As.    Mr.  Buxton,  Apr. 
2,  680. 
Irish  Service,  Expenditure  on. 

Qa.     Mr.  Healy,   Mr.   Moore ;   As.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Mar.  30,  108. 

Long,  D.  J.,  Case  of. 

Q.     Mr.  J.   Devlin ;     A.     Mr.   Buxton, 
Apr.  6,943. 

Lottery  Circulars,  Transmission  of. 

Qs.     Mr.  Bottomley  ;   As.     Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  29,  1250. 

Mail  Service 

American  Maih — Effect  of  using  Fish- 
guard Route. 

Q.  Mr.  0.  Phillipps  ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  1,  482. 

Canadian  Contract  and  Route. 

Q.     Mr.  O'Malley;     A.     Mr.  Bux- 

ton,  May  1,  1533. 
Qs.     Mr.  Sloan,  Mr.  C.  Craig,  Mr. 
'  ■  Hogan  ;   As.  Mr.  Buxton,  May 

4,  1660. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    MacVeagh;     A.      Mr. 
Buxton,  May  4,  1666. 

Medical  Officers,  Salaries  and  Leave  off. 
Qs.     Mr.  Field;    As.  Mr.  Buxton,  ^pr. 
14,  970. 

Political  Organisations,  Regi  lations  as  to. 
Qs.     Mr.  A.  S.  Wilson  ;    As.     Mr.  Bux- 
ton, .4  pr.  29,  1249. 

I       Provincial  Offices,  Scale  of  Pay  in. 

Q.     Mr.  Courthope ;     A.     5lr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  6,891. 

Secretary's  Office,  Overwork  in. 

Qs.      Mr.    Hay ;      As.      Mr.     Buxton, 
Apr. ;?,  679. 

Stamps — Embossing  Facilities   in   Ireland 
and  Scotland. 

Qs.     Mr.  Clancy ;    As.     Mr.  Runci- 
man,  Apr.  2,  696. 

Surveyor's  Districts,  Number  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Field;  A.  Air.  Buxton,  Apr.  3, 
811. 

Sweating,  Allegations  as  to. 

Q,     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell ;  A,     Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  14,  982. 
Territorial  Force  Members,  Training  Leave 
for.  ^ 

Q.    Mr.   Hay;     A.     Mr.     Buxton, 

Apr.  2,  642. 
Q.     Mr.    Cox;     A.     Mr.     Buxton, 

Apr.28,U91. 
Q.    Mr.  Gretton  ;  A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  30,  1381. 
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Mar.  30— May  4. 

Post  Office-con^. 

Women  Clerks— Procedure  in  Transferring 
to  Dublin. 

Qs.     Mr.  Field ;    As.     Mr.   Buxton, 
Apr.  2,  647.- 

Post  Office  Consolidation  Bill 

/.  2b, /I /w.  2,636. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank 

One    Pound    Withdrawals    on    Demand, 
Frauds  arising  from. 

Q.     Mr.   H.   H.   Mark?;      A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  30,  1406. 
Women  Clerks'  Salaries  under  New  Scheme* 
Q.     Mr.    Meagher;       A.     Mr.    Buxton* 
Apr.  1,  499. 


Postmen 

See  under  Post  Office. 

Powell,  Sir  F.  S. 

Education  Code,  Date  of  presenting,  Mar 

30, 9A. 
Shops  Bill,  2r.,  May  1,  1556-1561. 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Waterford,   E.] 
Glenaheiry  Explosion 

Anonymous  Letters.  Apr.  1,  601,  602. 
Circumstances  of— Public  Inquiry  upon 

Oath,  proposed,  Apr.  1,  599-603. 
Preston,  Districtin  spector — Report  of, 

Apr.  1,  600,  601. 
Walsh  Case,  Apr.  1,  601. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agrlculture- 

Bt.  Hon.  Earl  Carrington. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Eduoaticn— 

Rt.  Hon.  W.  Runciman. 

President    of  the    Local   Oovemment 

Board— ^'.  Hon.  J.  Burns. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade— ^*.  Hon. 

W.  8.  ChurchiU. 

Price,  Mr.  C.  E.  [Edinburgh,  Central] 

Law  Courts,  New,  Expenditure  on  and 
Situation  of,  Apr.  2,  741. 

Registration  of  Titles  Commission  Report, 
Date  of  Presenting,  Mar.  30,  08. 

Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  2,  730. 

Trade,  Board  of — Renovation  of  Buildings, 
Apr.  2,  740. 

War  Office  New  Buildings,  Alterations  in, 
proposed,  Apr.  2,  740. 

Whitehall — Duke  of  Cambridge's  Statue, 
Erection  of  Lamps  near,  proposed, 
A^.   2,  741. 

Prime  Minister 

Resignation  of  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Os.  Marquess  of  Ripon,  Apr.  6, 
883  ;  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
885  ;  Mr.  Asquith,  958  ;  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  959;  Mr.  J, 
Redmond,    U60. 
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Prifoni 

Flogging  Regulations. 

Q.  Mr.  P.  White  ;  A.  Mr.  Gladstone. 
Apr.  i,  485. 

Scotland — Annual  Report  Presented,  Apr. 
27,    1025. 

Taylor,  Ernest,  Case  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Wiles;  A.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Apr.  28,  1091. 

Probation  of  Offenders  Aot 

Fines  and  Restitution  of  Stolen  Money, 
Payment  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Alden  ;  A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mar.  30,  88. 

Frosecntion  of  Offences  (Amendment)  Bill 

c.  Com.,  Apr.  7,  539. 

Rep.*  Apr.  i,  557. 

Expens3s  Resolution. 

Oa.  Sir  F.  Banbury,  Apr.  i,  523-528  ; 
Col.  Lockwood,  527  ;  Sir  W.  Robson, 
527-530,  533  ;  Lord  Balcarres,  529  ; 
Captain  Craig,  530-533;  Mr. 
Cochrane,  533  ;  Mr.  C.  Hay,  534- 
536. 

Expenses  Resolution  Reported,  Apr.  7, 
522. 

Pablic  Health  Acts  Amendment  (Markets) 
BiU 

f.  IR.*  Apr.  28,  1108. 

Public  Health  (Markets   in  Rural  Dis 
trioU)  Bill 

c.   iR,*  Apr.  2,  708. 

Public  Health  (Resnilation  of  Poods)  Act, 
1907 

Regulations,  Dato  of  Publishing. 

Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Bur'np,  Apr.  14, 
094. 

Public  Petitions  Committee 

Report  Presented,  Apr.  29,  1267. 

Public  Eecords 

Annual  Report  Presented,  May  4,  1G18. 

Public  Trustee 

Expenditure   and   Receipts. 

Q8.  Mr.  Bottomley  ;  Am.  Mr.  Hob- 
house,    Apr.    29,    1258. 

Quarries 

See  Mines   and   Quarries. 

Questions 

Irrelevant,  Mar.  30,  81;  ^pr.  i,  509; 
Apr.  6,  925  ;     Apr.  28,  1085. 

Notice  to  be  given  of.  Mar.  31,  315  ;  Apr. 
29,  1236  ;    May  4,  1646. 

Out  of  Order,  Mar.  30,  74.  75  ;  Mar.  31, 
305,312;  ^pr.  7,  619  ;  ^pr.  2,  673.  ; 
Apr.  6,  937;  Apr.  28,  1083,  1090; 
May  4,  1662,  1668. 
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I  Questions- con<. 


[Pri-Eat 


Quotations  not  Allowable,  Apr.  6,  931. 
Reference   to   Previous   Question,  Out  of 
Order. 
Os.     Mr.    MacNeill,    Mr.    Speaker, 
Apr.  1,  495. 

Eailwiy   Employment    (Prevention   of 
Accidenlts)  Act,  1900 

Appointments   ani   Inquiries   under,   and 
Rules  formulated.  « 

Qs.      Mr.  Ellis ;    A.    Mr.  Kearley, 
Apr.  2,  649,  650. 

Ea^way  and  Canal  Traffic  Acts 

Annual  Report  of  Commission  Preseated, 
Mar.  30,  2. 


Sailways 

Automatic  Couplings,  Reports  on. 

Q.    Mr.  Ellis;     A.    Mr.  Kearley,  ^pr. :?, 
049. 
Cabs  in  Stations,  see  under  Cabe. 
Caledonian  and  North  British  Companies, 
Agreement  between. 
Q.  Mr.  Esslemont ;  A,  Wr.  Kearley, 
Apr.  28,  1096. 
Engine-drivers,   Medical   Examination  of. 
Q,  Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  A,   Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
Apr.  6,  942. 
Free  Passes,  Imposition  of  Stamp  Duty 
on,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  Healy;    A.    Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  1,  479. 
Hours  of  Labour  of  Employees — Return 
Presented,  May  4,  1618. 

Irish 

Mail    Service— Arrangement    for  Ac- 
celerating (1898),  Correspondence 
Presented,  Apr.  6,  882,  888. 
Vice-Regal   Commission   Report,  etc., 
Presented,  May  1,  1533. 
9tiperannuation  and  Pension  Funds  — Pro- 
posals for  Inquiry. 
Qs.     Mr.  Hudson  ;   As.   Mr.  Lloyd - 

George,  Mar.  31,  317. 
Q.     Mr.  Hudson  ;  A.    Mr.  Kearley, 
Apr.  28,  1094. 

Eainy,  Mr.  A  .  R.  [Kilmarnock  Burghs] 

Home  Rule,  proposed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30, 
133-137. 

Handles,  8ir  J.  S.  [Cumberland,  Cockermouth] 
Irish  Universities  Bill — Senate  of  proposed 
Universities,  May  4,  1627. 

Methodists,  University  Facilities  for,  in 
Ireland,  Apr.  6,  903. 

Bathmines  and  Eathgar 

Vouchers   withheld   from   Ratepayers. 
Q.    Mr.  John  O'Connor  ;  A.    Mr.  Birrell^ 
Apr.  14,  997. 


Raw— Eev] 
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Bawlinson,     Mr.    J.     P.     P.    [Cambridge 
University] 

Costs  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1, 
569. 

I       Irish  University  Bill — Superannuation  Pro- 
visions, 3fay  4,  1019. 

Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment)  Bill, 
Com.,  Apr.  1,  646. 

Bea,  Mr.  R.  [Gloucester] 

Fiscal  Policy  —  Manufactured  Imports, 
Objections  to  Duties  on.  Mar.  31, 
413-415,  426. 

Rea,  Mr.  W.  R.  [Scarborough] 

Scarborough  —  Bumiston  Road  Barracks, 
Use  for.  Mar.  30,  81. 

Reddy,  Mr.  M.  [King's  County,  Birr] 

Evictions  —  Case  of  Mrs.  Ellen  Barry, 
Apr.  28,  1066. 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  £.  [Waterford] 

Education  Grant,  Proposals  for  Increasing, 
Apr.  6,  958. 

Home  Rule,  proposed — Protests  against 
British  Administration,  etc..  Mar.  30, 
116-133,  145. 

Kingstown  Harbour 

Carlisle  Wharf,  Conditions  of  Use  by 
Mail  Steamers,  Apr.  1,  516,  517 ; 
1  Apr.  6,  957. 

Correspondence,  May  4,  1666. 

"  Ulster  "  Incident,  Apr.  2,  704. 

Poor  Iaw  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  3,  830- 
836. 

Prime  Minister,  Resignation  of,  Apr.  6, 
960. 

Roman  Catholic  University  Question,  Mar. 
30,  121. 


Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.  [Clare,  E.] 

Canada,    Education    Rate,    Allocation   of, 
Apr.  6,  944. 

Irish  Laneuagc.  Teaching  in  Schools,  Cost 
of,  Mar.    30,   106. 

King's     Scholars     Trained,     (1900-1906), 
Mar,  30,  106. 

Reet,  Mr.  J.  D.  [Montgomery  Boroughs] 

Bankruptcy  Acts — Commercial  Travellers, 
Position  of,  Apr.  1,  484. 

Canadian     Imniigration     Resculations     — 
New  Proposals,  May  4,  1649. 

Ceylon  Postal  and  Telegraph  Rates,  Mar. 
30, 84. 

China — Peitaho,  Erection  of  Bungalows  at, 
.4pr.  2,  764. 

Easter    Be3ess,    Adjournment  Proposals, 
^MwF.  30,110. 

Government    Offices — Fuel  and  Lighting 
Estimate  i4pr.  2, 741, 744. 


Rees,  Mr.  J.  J^.—eonL 

India 

Budget,  Date  of  taking.  May  4,  1625. 
Education 

Expenditure  on,  Apr.  29,  1354. 

Inquiry  into  Scope,  Character, 
and  Methods,  proposed,  Apr. 
29,  1350-1358. 

Vemaonlar    Languages,    Use   of 
Apr.  2, 667. 
Military  Expenditure,  Apr.  29,  1350. 
Prison  Medical  Officers,  Pay  of.  May 

4,  1625. 
Railway  Extension  to  Afghan  Frontier, 

Apr.  29, 1239. 
Tea,  Export  by  Quetta-Nushki  route, 

Apr.  2,  667. 
Telegraph    Strike — Present   Position, 

Apr.  28, 1085. 
Tinnevelly   and   Tuticorin  Riots.  In- 
formation aa  to,  Apr.  28,  1080. 

Law  Courts,  New,   Expenditure  on  and 

Situation  of,  Apr.  2,  741. 
MfTble  Arch,  Progress  of  Works,  Apr.  2, 

742. 
Natal — ^Indian  Immigration,  Legislation  to 

deal  with.  May  4,  1649. 

Nyivssaland,  Communication  with.  Pro- 
posals for  Improving,  Mar.  39, 84. 

Opium,  Medicinal  Use  of  in  India,  Mar. 
31,  297. 

Persian  Gulf — British  rights.  Effect  of 
Anglo-Russian  Agreement,  Mar,  30, 
87. 

Port  Said  Consulate,  Expenditure  on,  Apr. 
2,  796. 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Inclusion  of 
Weed-Killers,  etc..  May  4,  1661. 

Sleeping  Sickness  —  Establishment  of 
National  Bureau,  May  4,  1650. 

Volunteer  Quartermasters — Position  under 
New  Scheme,  Mar.  30,  77. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Sehools 

Ireland — Inspection  System. 
Q.    Mr.  Long ;    A.    Mr.  T.  W.  Ruswll, 
^pr.  29, 1262. 
Report,  etc.,  Presented,  May  1,  1533. 

Reinforced  Concrete 

8tt  Ferro-Concrete. 

Remnant,  Mr.  J.  F.  [Finabury,  Holbom] 
Pelosi,  Mrs. — Case  of.  Sentence  Inflicted, 

etc.,  Apr.  3,  812. 
Police— Weekly  Day  of  Rest,  Proposals  for, 

.4pr.  2,  673  ;   May  4,  1653. 

Revenue  Buildings 

Vote  for. 
08.  Sir  F.  Banbury,  Apr.  2,  713-716, 
729  ;  Mr.  A.  Doughw,  716,  717  ;  Mr. 
Harcourt,  719,  726  ;  Lord  Balcanes, 
724-727;  Mr.  Watt,  727;  Mr. 
H.  Beach,  728  ;  Mr.  CoohnuM,  728 ; 
Mr.  C.  E.  Price,  730. 


Vol.  187.] 


SESSION  1908. 
Mar,  ZO—May  4. 


[Bev— Bob 


&6Tenue  and  Ezpenditore 

Account  (1907-8)  Presented,  Apr.  30,  1377. 

Contributions  to  Revenue  (1907-8),  Return 
Ordered,  Mar.  30,  66. 

Ezpenditur3,  Sugg3stion8  for  Inquiry  into 
and  Revising. 

Qs.     Mr.  Cox  ;  As.     Mr.  Hobhouse, 

May  4,  1663. 
Q,      Mr.  Cox ;  A^.      Mr.  Asquith, 
May  4,  1666. 

Imperial  Revenue  ( 1907-8),  Return  Ordered, 
Mar.  30,  65. 

Import   Duties,    Revenue   from   in   Great 
Britain  and  certain  Foreign  Countries. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  F.Mason  ;^.    Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Mar.  31,  317. 
Q.        Mr.  J.  F.  Mason;  A.       Mr. 
Kearley,  Apr.  2,  676. 

Ahymney  Kailway  Bill 

c.  2r.*  Apr.  6,  887. 

Bhymney  Valley 

Postmen,  Wages  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Hay  ;  .4.     Mr.  Buxtm,  Apr.  30, 
1408. 

Bichards,  Mr.  T.  F.  [Wolverhampton,  W.] 
Cardiff    Post    Office — Sorting    Duties    of 
Postmen,  Apr.  2,  682. 

Fife  Coal  Company,  Explosion  at  Colliery 
— Evidence  of  McGinn,  Apr.  6,  892. 

Pimlico  Clothing  Factory — Boots  in  Store* 
Apr.  6,  923. 

Tipton — Case  of  D.  Pearson,  Apr.  2,  644. 

Walsall — Case  of  Jellyman,  Apr.  29,  1256. 

War  Office  Boot  Contracts,  Specifications 
in,  ^pr.  5,923. 

Bichardson,  Kr.  A.  [Nottingham,  S.] 

Nottingham,  Licensing  Statistics,  Apr.  28, 
1066. 


Bichmond  (Ireland) 

Constabulary  Training  Quar^^***. 
Q.      Mr.   Lonsdale ;     A.      Mr. 
Apr.  6,  899. 


Cherry, 


Bidsdale,  Mr.  E.  A.  [Brightoni 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  Horse-Racing 
Prizes,  Sum  allocated  for,  Apr.  6,  953. 

Irish  Hospitals,  allocation  of  Grants  to, 
Apr.  6,  910. 

Bifle  Clabs 

Converted  Rifles  sold  by  War  Offi3e. 
Q.      Captain  Faber ;  A.      Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  30,  1378. 

Bipon,  MarqaeSS  of— Lord  Privy  Seal. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  30,  46,47. 

Parliament,  Adjournment  of,  on  Resig- 
nation of  Prime  Minister,  Apr.  6,  884, 
886. 

Prime  Minister,  Resignation  of,  Apr.  6, 
883. 


Beads 

Ac3ident3  through  Defective  Condition  in 
Ireland,  Responsibility  for. 

Q.     Mr.  Lardner;  A,     Mr.  Cherry, 
Apr.  6,  901. 

Exchequer  Contribution  towards  Upkeeps 
proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Ffrenoh  ;  A.     Mr.  Asquith, 

Apr.  1,  486. 
Q.       Mr.  Sloan;  A.       Mr.  Birrell, 
Apr,  3,  811. 

Boads  and  Olen 

Boat  Slips,  Condition  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Boland  ;A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Apr,  S, 
816. 

Bobe  Biyer 

Drainagre  Proposals. 
Q,    Mr.  John  O'Donnell  iA,    Mr.  Birroll, 
Apr.  14,  994. 

Boberti  Estate 

Case  of  Mrs.  C.  Gleasure. 
Q.     Mr.  W.  Abraham ;  A.     Mr.  BirreU,, 
Mar.  30,  68. 

BobertS,  Mr.  C.  [Lincoln] 

Liquor  Traffic 

Mortality  Statistics,  Apr.  6,  893; 
Apr,  27,  1032. 

Transfer  Statistics,  Apr,  6,  938. 

BobertS,  Mr.  3.  H.  [Denbigshlre,  W.] 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  May  4,  1712-1716. 
BobertS,  Mr.  8.  [Sheffield,  Eccleaall] 

Club?,  Sunday  Entertainments  in  Liberal 
and  Radical  Clubs,  Apr,  28,  1093. 

Licensing  Bill 

Monopoly  Value  Paid  for  on  Licences, 
Provisions  as  to,  ^pr.  28,  1103. 

On-Licences  for  which  full  Monopoly 
Value  has  been  paid.  Provisions 
a8to,ifar.  J(?,  110,  in. 

BobertSOn.  Bt.  Hon.   E*— Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  [Dundee] 
Admiralty 

Contracts,  British  Materials,  Use  of, 
Apr,  2,  662. 

Granite — Source  of  Supply,  Apr,  2p 
663. 

Scarves,  Contract  for,  Mar.  30,  74. 

Armoured  Cruisers  undergoing  Refit,  Mar, 
30,  IZ. 

Battle   Practice^  Trial  Shots  Fired,  Mar, 
30,  72. 

Battleships 

Annual  Cost,  Mar.  30,  60,  76. 

Auxiliary  Engines  on  Modem  Vessel 
compared  with  one  of  1877,  Mar, 
30,  66. 

Chatham  Hospital  Cooking  Staff,  Mar,  30t 
61. 

Coastguard  Service,  Changes  on  Fife  Coast, 
Mar,  3U  302. 
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Robertson,  Rt.  Hon.  E.'-coni- 

Dockyard  Stonemasons,  Rate  of  Pay  of, 
Apr.  2,  663. 

"  Dreadnought/' Arming  of,  Apr,  14,  978. 

Haul  bowline  Works,  Granite  used  for.  Mar. 

SO,  74,  75. 
Moody,  Stoker — Revision  of  Sentence  on» 

proposed,  Apr.  1,  485. 

Promotions  since  1906,  Mar.  31,  304. 

Rosyth  Works— British  Granite,  Use  of. 
Mar.  30,  74. 

"  Rover'*  Tug,  Engine  supplied  to,  Apr. 
3,  812. 

Torpedo  Boats 

Annual  Cost,  Mar.  30,  60,  75. 

Number  Re-Boilered,  Mar.  30,  73. 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers — Annual  Cost, 
Mar.  30,  60,  75. 

Torpedoej — Speed  of  and  Use  of  Bow  Tube, 
Apr.  2,  663. 

Robertson,    Mr.    J.    M.    [Northumberland, 
Tyneaide] 

Criminal  Appeal  Act — Shorthand  Writers* 
Fees,  May  4,  1662. 

Egypt 

[  Animals,  Protection  of,  against  Cruelty, 

Apr.  2,  672. 

Crime,  Proposals  for  Dealing  wit  h  In- 
crease in,  Apr.  30,  1396. 

Finance,  Administration,  etc..  Report — 
Date  of  Presenting,  Apr.  30,  1396. 

Natal — Martial  Law,  Administration  by 
Sir  D.  Mackenzie,  Apr.  28,  1086. 

Poor  Law  Chaplains— Nonconformists  and 
Catholics  employed,  ^pr.  2,  678. 

Robertson,  Sir  G.  S.  [Bradford,  Central] 

Africa,  East — Circumstances  of  Suspension 
of  Lord  Delamere  and  Mr.  Baillie, 
Mar.  30,  85. 

Elementary  Education(England  and  Wales) 
Bill  —  Headmasters  of  abandoned 
Schooh,  Pojition  of.  Mar.  31,  321. 

Robinson,  Mr.  S.  [Brecknock] 

Cattle  Import  Regulations— Manure  from 
Foreign  Animals  Wharves,  Disposal 
of.  Apr.  28,  1B56. 

Robson,  Sir  W.  ^.—Attorney-General  [South 
Shields] 

Camberwell  (Peckham)  Parliamentary 
Election  Expenditure,  Legality  of — 
Inquiry  proposed.  Mar.  30,  96,  97. 

Club^ — Sunday  Entertainments  given  by 
Liberals  and  Radicals,  Apr.  6,  949. 

Ealing  County  Court  Business,  Facilities 
for  Transacting,  Apr.  2,  686. 

Education  —  Local  Committee  Members 
acting  as  Magistrates,  Apr.  6,  948, 
949. 
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Kingstown  —  M|Lil  Steamboats,  Dispute  m 
to  Use  of  Carlisle  Pier,  Apr.  2, 776-781. 
Law   Courts— Shorthand   Writers,   Dutiet 

of.  Mar.  31,  297. 
Prosecution     of     Offences     (Amendment) 
Bill,  Com.,  Apr.  1,  541,  644,  646, 
552-654. 
Expenses  Resolution,  Apr.  1,  527-530, 
533. 

Roche,  Mr.  A.  [Cork] 

Cork  Post  Office 

American    Mails,    Arrangements    for 

Dealing  with.  Mar.  30,  57. 
Chief  Clerk,  Duties  of,  Apr.  14,  979. 
Overtime  in,  Mar.  30,  56. 
Subsistence  Allowance,  Regulations  ai 

to,  Apr.  14,  981. 
Telegraph    Staff — Increase    proposed, 

Apr.  14,  981. 
Telegraphic  Delays,  Apr.  14,  976. 

Roohe,  Mr.  J.  [Galway,  E.] 

Clanricarde  Estate,  Situation  on,  Apr.  6, 

899. 
Woodford— Case  of  M.   Mahon,   Apr.  9, 

962,963. 

Rogers,  Kr.  F.  V.  [Wiltshire,  Deyises] 

Pewsey  Railway  Level  GroBsing,  Fatal 
Accidents  at,  Apr.  i,  496. 

Rosebery,  Earl  of 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  30,  49. 

Vatersay  and  Barra,  Condition  of  Affairs 
in  —  Correspondence  between  Lady 
Cathcart  and  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
Mar.  31,  285-289. 

Rosyth,  Naval  Base 

See  under  Navy.  ^ 

Royal  Warrants 

Conditions  of  Confirming. 
Qs.    Mr.  Hay  ;  As.  Mr.  H.  Samuel,  Apr. 
30,  1401. 

Ranoiman,  Rt.  Hon.  W.— President^  Board 

of  Education  [Dewsburyi 

Ceylon — Palk  Straits,  Scheme  for  Railway 
Bridge  over,  Apr.  2,  670. 

Civil  Service 

Boy  Clerks  —  Register  to  facilitate 
Outside  Employment,  proposed. 
Mar.  21,  323,  324. 

Estimates 

Horse    Racing    Prizes,    Sum    al- 
located for,  Apr.  6f  953. 

Memorandum,  Circulation  of,  Apr» 
^,949. 

Territorial  Camp  Traimng  FaoilitieB 
for  Civil  Servants,  Apr.  0,  827. 

[eoNt, 
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Bundman,  Et  Hon.  W.—cont. 

Coins  imitated  in  Silvered  Cardboard, 
Inscription  on,  Apr,  29 y  1262. 

Congestion  Commission,  Cost  of.  Mar.  30, 
68. 

Cornwall,  Duchy  of — Leases,  Compensation 
for  Non- Renewal  of,  Apr.  2,  501. 

Customs  and  Excise 

Port  Clerkships.  Information  as  to. 
Mar.  31,  296. 

Second  Class  Lower  Section  Clerks, 
Increase  of  Salary  of,  Apr.  6,  892. 

Dublin — Government  Employees,  Wages 
of,  Apr.   14,  993. 

Eg^Tpt — Mecca  Pilgrims,  Measures  for  Safe- 
guarding, Mar.  30,  88. 

Estates  of  Deceased  Persons,  Convention 
with  France  as  to,  Apr.  6,  896. 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department 

Assistant  Comptroller,  Qualifications 
of,  Apr.  14,  991. 

Case  of  Mr.  Gleadowe,  Apr.  2,  648. 

Colonial  Audit  Branch,  Conditions  of 
Appointment  to,  Apr.  6,  906, 
907,  908. 

Comptroller  and  Auditor- General,  Age 
I  of,  Apr,  14,  992. 

Duplicate  Books  kept  in,  Apr.  6,  900. 

Entrance  Examination,  Failing  to 
Pass,  Apr.  14,  990. 

Examiner  Class,  Position  of,  Apr.  14, 
988. 

Principal  Clerk  of  Fifth  Division, 
Hours  of,  Apr.  14,  992. 

Promotion  System,  Apr.  14,  989,  991. 

Fiscal  Policy — Manufactured  Imports,  Ob- 
jections to  Duties  on,  Mar.  31,  438- 
440. 

Friendly  Societies,  Conversion — Inquiry 
into  Subject,  proposed,  Apr.  6,  960. 

Heighington  Fen — Case  of  W.  Mitchell, 
Apr.  29,  1264. 

Income-Tax — Married  Couples,  Additional 
Relief  for,  Apr.  6,  896. 

Irish  Accounts,  Audit  of,  Apr.  14,  992. 

Kingstown  Harbour — Dispute  as  to  Use  of 
Piers  by  Mail  Steamboats,  Apr.  1, 
632;  ^pr.^,  955-968. 

Carlisle  Wharf,  Conditions  of  Use, 
^pr.  7,516,617. 

"  Ulster  "  Incident,  Apr.  2, 703,  704. 

Victoria  Wharf,  Use  of,  Apr.  6,  953, 
954. 

Kirkburton  Grammar  School  Endowment, 
Inquiry  into,  Apr.  29,  1257. 

Knighton  -  Sale  by  Auction  without  Licence 
on  10th  January,  Mar.  31,  324, 

Land  Purchase,  Financial  Proposals, 
Apr.  6,  897. 
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Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act, 
1891 

Amoimt  of  Insurance  Fund  accumu- 
lated, Mar.  31,  299. 

Stamp  Duties  payable.  Mar,  31,  300. 

Low  Valley  Catholic  School,  Recognition 
of,  Apr.  29,  1252. 

Medical  Inspection,  Cost  of,  Apr.  29,  1265. 

Natal — Martial  Law,  Natives  arrested  and 
punished  under,  Apr.  2,  670. 

National  School  Teachers,  Pension  System, 
Apr.  2,  696. 

Persian  Customs  Service  Nationality  of 
Employees,  ^pr.  i,  494  ;   Apr.  6,  934. 

Persian  Gulf— British  Rights,  Effect  of 
Anglo-Russian  Agreement,  Mar.  30, 
87. 

Royal  London  Friendly  Society — Conver- 
sion, Proposals  for,  Apr.  6,  960. 

Russia — Arrest  of  Mr.  Luxenburg,  Apr. 
6,  936. 

Selby  and  Woodlands  School  Accommoda- 
tion, Apr.  29,  1263,  1264. 

Stamps — Embossing  Facilities  in  Ireland 
and  Scotland,  Apr.  2,  696. 

Sugar  Duty,  Abolition  proposed,  Apr.  tf, 
898. 

Taxation— Widening  Basis  of,  Necessity 
for.  Mar.  SI,  438. 

Treasury,  Permanent  Assistant  Se-sretary 
—Selection  of  Mr.  Blain,  Apr. 2, 648. 

Tristan  da  Cunha,  Despatch  of  Mails  to, 
Apr.  2,  669. 

Vivisection  —  Dog  Licences  Kept,  Apr. 
2,687. 

Voice  Production  and  Training -Inquiry 
into,  proposed,  Apr.  29,  1251. 

Walsall-— Case  of  Jellyman,  Apr.  29,  1256. 

Westbury  Leigh  School  Accommodation, 
Apr.  30,  1410. 

Westmeath  Valuation,  Basis  of  Calculating, 
Apr.  2,  695. 

Wolverhampton  Teachers'  Examination — 
Cause  of  Failure  of  Candidates,  Apr. 
30,  1409. 

Woods  and  Forests,  Commissioners  of — 
Leases,  Compensation  for  non-renewal 
of,  Apr.  1,  502. 

Works  Board  Loans,  Conditions  of  granting 
in  Jreland,  Mar.  31,  329;  Apr.  6, 
697. 

Yorkshire  West  Riding — New  S'chools 
projected,  Apr.  29,  1253. 


Enssell,  Earl 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2b.,  Apr.  1,  454- 
456. 


Bus— Sam]  INDEX. 

Mar.  30— May  4. 
BusseU,  Et  Hon.  T.  W.—Vice  President  of  Russia 

(he  Agriculture  anj,  Technical  Instrudion  , 
Department  [Tyrone,  S.]  I 

Agriculture   Department  —  Salaries,   In-  j 
crease  in  Estimate  for,  Apr.  14,  984. 
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Ballycastle  Pier,  Decision  as  to,  Apr.  2,  ' 
690. 

Ballymore — Case  of  S.  Barney,  Apr.  29, 
1284. 

Bees — Foul-brood  in  Ireland,  Legislative 
Proposals  for  dealing  with,  Apr.  1, 
484. 

Black  Scab,  Measures  for  checking. 
Mar.  31,  324. 

Cattle-driving  Cases  during  1908,  Apr.  29, 
1263. 

Calf -Meals — Irish  Analyses,  Result  of, 
Apr.  1,  615 ;  Apr.  28,  1050. 

Canning  Russell  &  Co. — Complaints  as  to 
Transactions  with  Irish  Farmers, 
Apr.  28,  1051. 

Charlestown  Petty  Sessions  —  Decision  in 
Unlawful  Assembly  Case,  Apr.  29, 
1266. 

Constabulary  —  Strength  (1906  and  1908), 
Apr.  29,  1261. 

Courtown  Harbour  Improvements,  Decision 
as  to,  Apr.  14,  987. 

Dillon  Estate — Lough  Gl5nin  House  Price 
obtained  for,  Apr,  28,   1101. 

Education  —  Intermediate  Rules,  Apr.  29, 
1259,  1260. 

Forestry  Committee  Report,  Action  to  be 
taken  on   Apr.  29,  1265. 

Industries,    Protection    of — French    Firm 

fined  for  Sale  of  Lace,  etc.,  Apr.  1, 

514.  515. 
Kenmaro  Fair  Rent  Applications,  Apr.  29, 

1200. 
Land  Purchase 

Annuities  —  Recovery     of      Arrears, 
Apr.  29,  1264. 

Staff      of      Estates      Commissioners 
Apr.  29,  1262. 
Linen  Irish,   Hand- woven.   Protection  of. 

Mar.  30,  99,  100. 
Magistrates    —    Vacancies    and    Appoint- 
ments since  1906,  Apr.  29,  1262. 
Morrogh  Bernard  Estate,  Sale  Proposals  — 

(^ase  of  J.  (ioldcn,  Apr.  28,  1100. 
Porter  and  Crosbie  Estate?,  Sale  Proposals, 

Apr.  28,  1101. 
Reformatory     and     Industrial     Schools — 

Inspection  System,  Apr.  29,  1262. 
Royal  College  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland — In- 
clusion     within      New       I'niversity, 

Apr.  29,  1261. 
Secretary     to     Department,     Salary     of, 

Apr.  29,  1265. 
Tulsk  —  Speech  of  Mr.  Keaneny,  Apr.  29, 

1263. 
Whale  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill,  Proposals 

as  to.  Mar.  30,  59. 
Whaling  Industry  on  Irish  Coast,  By-laws 

as  to,  .4pr.  2,  690,  691. 
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Howarth,  Hr.  E.— Case  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Ashley;    As.     Sir    E.    Grey, 
Apr.  30,  1393. 

Luxenburg,  Mr.,  Arrest  of. 

Qa.    Mr.  Laidlaw,  Sir  W.  Bull  i  As.    Mr. 

Runciman,  Apr.  6,  935. 
Qs.     Mr.  Belloc,  Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson; 

As.     Sir  E.  Grey.  Apr.  28,  1038. 

Tchayskovsky,  N.,  Case  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Yoxall;^.    SirE.  Grey,  i4pf.  27, 
1026. 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr.  1,  446. 

Eatherford,  Dr.  V.H.  [Middlesex,  Brentford] 
Opium — Ceylon  Commission  Report,  Date 
of  Presenting,  Mar.  30,  83. 

Tinnevelly  and  Tutioorin  Riots,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  i4pr.  28,  1081 ;  Apr.  30, 
1388. 

Westbury  Leigh  School  Accommodation, 
Apr.   30,   1410. 

Rutherford.     Mr.     J.     [Lancashire     N.E., 
Darwen] 

Nelson — Population  and  Licensing  Statistics, 
Apr.  28,  1092. 

Rutherford,    Mr.    W.    H.    [Liverpool,   w. 
Derby] 

^    Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  28,  1193-1202. 

St.  Andrews  ITniyenity 

Reports  Presented,  Apr.  14,  964,  973. 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of 

Elementary  Eklucation  (Englandand  Wales) 
Bill,  2r.,  Mar.  30,  3-16,  48. 

St.  Marylebone  Borough  Council  (Super- 
annuation) Bill 

I.  Rep.*  Apr.  1,  446. 
c  lE.*  Apr.  14,  968. 
2b.*  May  4,  1613. 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act 

Weed  Killers,  Disinfectants,  etc..  Sale  of. 
Qs.    Mr.  Rees ;    As.    Sir  K  Strachey, 
May  4,  1661. 

Saltoun,  Lord 

Small  Holdings  and  Allotments  (Sootland) 
Bill,  Com.,  Apr.  2,  635. 

Samuel,  Mr.  H.  L. —  Under-Seeretary,  Home 
Office   [Yorks,   Cleveland] 

Aliens  Act — Statements  made  by  Mr 
Churchill,  Apr.  30,  1402,  1403. 

Children  Bill— Establishment  of  Crtehee, 
Apr.  29,  1242. 

Coroners'  Inquests — Proposals  for  Inquiry, 
Apr.  29,  1241,   1242. 

Coroners*  Inquests  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  3,  868- 

871. 
Criminal     Procedure — Fixing      Minimum 

Penalty  for  certain  Offences,  proposed, 

Apr.  29,  1243. 
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Samuel,  Kr.  H.  L.—cont.  i 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.»  Apr,  28,  1125,   1202- 
1224;     Apr,    3(?,  1460,  1456 ;     Apr.  \ 
29,   1302.  I 

Lunacy — Insanity  arising  from  Religious  i 
Excitement,  Apr.  29,  1242. 

Motor    Omnibuses    in    London    Streets, 
Police  Duties  with  regard  to,  Ai)r,  30,  \ 
1399,  1400.  I 

North  Camberwell  Radical  Club,  Allega-  i 
tions  against^  Case  of  R.  C.  Drum-  | 
mond,  Apr.  30,  1400,   1401. 

Parliamentary  Elections,  Arrests  for 
Drunkenness  during,  Apr.  29,  1242. 

Police,  Metropolitan — Commission  Report 

Date  of  issuing,  Apr.  29,  1243. 

Royal  Warrants,  Conditions  of  Con- 
firming, Apr.  30,  1401. 

Shops  Bill,  2r.,  May  1,  1592—1600. 

Sleeping  out —  Police  Instructions  for  deal- 
ing with  Offenders,  Apr.  30,  1398, 
1399. 

Tailoring  Industry  —  Prosecution  under 
Particulars  Clause,  Apr.  30,  1402. 

Unemployed  Demonstration  at  pfanchester 
— ^ntence  on  Leaders,  Apr.  14,  1019. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act — Physical 
Defects  in  Workmen,  Eflfect  on  Insur- 
ance Schemes,  Apr.  30,  1403. 


SESSION  1908.  [8am— 8ea 

Mar.  30— May  4. 
I  Sootland 

Secretary — Rt.  Hon.  J.  Sinclair. 
Lord-AdvocaU—Rt.  Hon.  T.  Shaw, 
SolicUor-Oeneral — Mr.  A.  Ure. 
(For  Particular  Places,  aee  their  Names). 
Cottars  and  Fishermen,  Proposab  for  Im- 


Sassoon,  Sir  E.  A.  [Hythe] 

Congo  Free  State,  Annexation  by  Belgium 
— Terms  of  Treaty  of  Cession,  Apr.  30, 
1393. 

Education  Board  Legal  Advisers,  Duties  and 
Salaries  of,  Apr.  6,  946,  947. 

Income-Tax — Investments  Abroad, Revenue 
from,  Apr.  30,  1397,  1398. 

Telegraph  Service  Codes — Proposals  as  to 
Clause  8,  Apr.  30,  1407. 

Telephone  Service — French  System  of 
Choice  «f  Instruments,  Apr.  30,  1406, 
1407. 

Turkey  Customs  Increase,  Allocation  of 
Revenue  from,  Apr.  30,  1394. 

Saye  aad  Sele,    Lord 

Territorial  Force  County  Association  Secre- 
taryships, Position  of  Army  Officers 
accepting.  Mar.  31,  291. 

Scarborough 

Bumiston  Road  Barracks.  Use  for. 

Q.     Mr.  W.Rea  ;  A.     Mr.  Haldane,  Mar. 
30,  81. 

Schwann,  Sir.  C.  E.  [Manchester,  N.] 

Victoria  and  Albert  Museum,  Architecture  i 
of,  Apr.  2,  736.  I 
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proving  Position  of. 
Q.    Mr.   Weir;      A.    Mr.   Sinclair, 
Apr.  6,  S93. 

Counties,    Burghs    and    Parishes— Return 
Presented,  Apr.  14,  963,  972. 

C*rofters  Commission 

Chairman  of. 

Q.     Mr.   Weir;      A.     Mr.  Sinclair, 
Apr.  2,  688. 

Report  (1907)  presented,  Apr.  1,  447, 
476. 

Housing   Conditions  —  Return    Presented, 
Mar.  30,  2. 

Police — Report    Presented,  Apr.    1,   447, 
476. 

Registration  of  Titles  Commission  Report, 
Date  of  Presenting. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  E.  Price ;    A.    Mr.  Sin- 
clair, Mar.  SO,  98. 

Royal  Observatory — Annual  Report   Pre- 
sented,   Apr.  14,  963,  973. 

Royal  Scottish  Museum 

Articles     on     Loan,     Conditions     of 
accepting. 
Qs.    Mr.    Mitchell-Thomson. 
I  Aa.     Mr.     Sinclair,     Mar. 

30,9^ 

Insurance  against  Fire,  Premium  for. 
Q.    Mr.  Yoimger  ;  A.    Mr.  Sinclair, 
Mar.  30,  99; 

Sheriff  Clerks,  Avocations  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Watt ;  A.      31r.  T.  Shaw,  Mar. 
30,99. 

Slaughter- Houses,  System  of  Letting. 
Q.    Mr.  Watt ;    A.    Mr.  Sinclair,  Apr. 
;?,664. 

Scott,  Mr-  A.  H.  [Ashton-under-Lynej 

Ashton-under-Lyne  Licensed  Houses  closed, 
(1906-1907),  Mar.  30,^. 

Shops  Bill,  2b,  May  1,  1672. 

Seaham  Harbour  Took  Bill 

c.  3b*,  Mar.  30,  64. 
/.  IB*,  Jfor.  5i.  245. 

Sears,  Mr.  J.  R  [Cheltenham] 

Licensing    Bill— Reduction    of    Licences, 
Estimate  of,  Apr.  6,  937. 

Seaton  Delaval 

Post  Office  —  Duties  of  Annie  James. 
Q.     Mr.    James     O'Connor;     A       Mr. 
Buxton,  Apr.  1,  478. 
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Seavems,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Lambeth,  Brixton] 
Volunteers 

Conditions  of  Transfer  to  Now  Force, 
Apr,  2,  660. 

Long-Service  Medal,  Conditions  of 
Granting  under  New  Scheme, 
Apr.  2,  661. 

Secretary  of  Stats  for  the  Colonies 

Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Creux. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 

Rt  Hon.  Sir  E.  Orey. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment 

Rt.  Hon.  H.  Gladstone. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India 

Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Morley. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland 

Rt,  Hon,  J.  Sinclair. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War 

Rt.  Hon.  R.  B.  Haldane. 

Seddon      Mr.    J.     R.    [Lancashire,     S.W., 
Newton] 

Bristol  Post  Office— Efificiency  Tests  for 
Telegraphists,  Apr.  14,  978. 

Shops  Bill,  2r,  May  i,  1576-1581,  1600. 

Seelv*    Colonel— CTwrfer-^Vcretory    for    the 
Colonies  [Liverpool,  Abercromhy] 

Abeokuta— Trootj  with  Alake  in  1893, 
jyay  4,  1651. 

Africa,  East — Grievances  of  White  Settlers, 
Proposals  for  Dealing  with,  Apr. 
SO,  1390,  1391. 

Canadi&D   Immigrntion  Regulations — New 
•  ProjxMiftls,  Mny  4.  1650. 


I 


Ceylon     Road-making — Employinent      of 

Wom?rt  and  Girla,  Apr    30,  1389. 
Customjs  jttid  Exoi-^e—Spcohtl  Class  Lower    Sheffield 

Section  Clerks,  Increase  of  Salary  of, 

Apr.  6,  891. 

Cyprus    Archbishopric,    Appointment    to, 
May  4,   1633. 

Lagos    Expropriated    Natives.    Compensa- 
tion of.  May  4,  1650. 

NaUl 

Cakijana,  Case  of.  May  4,  1652. 

Dinizulu,    Trial    of,    Apr.    29,    1240. 

1241. 
Imprisonment  Law,  May  4,  1649. 

Indian    Immigration.    Legislation    to 
Deal  with.  May  4,  1649. 

Martial      Law  —  Administration     by 
Sir  D.  Mackenzie,  Apr,  28,  1086. 
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Seely,  Colonel— con^. 

Natal— co/t^. 

Native  Representation  in  Parliament. 
Legislative  Proposals  for,  Apr. 
30,   1390. 

Pacific  Cable,  Loss  on.  May  4,  1619. 

Sleeping  Sickness  —  Establishment  of 
National  Bureau,  May  4,  1650. 

South  Australian  Northern  Territory,  Trans- 
fer of — Royal  Assent  to  Act,  Apr. 
30,  1390. 

Tariflf      Reduction      Proposals      between 

Colonies,  Apr.  28,  1087,  1088. 
Transvaal 

Civil  Servants  —  Re-employment  on 
Retrenchment,  Apr.   30,   1391. 

White  Labour  in  Mines,  Experiment 
with.  May  4,  1651,  1662. 

Selby 

School  Accommodation. 

Qs.     Mr.  Clough ;    As.     Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  29,  1253. 

Shannon  River 

Tolls,  Average  of. 

Q.     Mr.    P.    0*Brien;      A.     Mr.    Hob- 
house,  Apr.  28,  1060. 

Shaw,  Bt.  Hon.  T.—Lord  Advocate  [Hawick 
Burghs] 

Crimin.al  Procedure  Bill,  Propneals  as  to 

Apr.  28,  1060. 

Sheriff  Clerks,  Avocations  of.  Mar.  30* 
99. 

Stranraer    Boy  ,   Death    of  —  Resalt    of 

Inquiry,  Apr.  2,  689. 
Vatersay    and    Barra — Advice    given    by 

Lord  Advocate,  Apr.  6,  894. 

Sheehy,  Kr.  D.  [Meatb,  s.] 

Attymass  Constables,  Allegations  against, 
Apr.  28,  1064. 

Dillon  Estate — Disposal  of  Cardenstown 
Farm,  Apr.  28,  1066. 

Summerhill  Police,  Information  as  to, 
Apr.  2,  691. 


(Central)  Parliamentary  Election  —  New 
Writ  Issued,  Apr.  14,  966;  New 
Member  Sworn,  Apr.  Z8,  1105. 

Post  Office,  Expenditure  on  and  Progress 
made. 
Os.     Mr.  S.  Wortley.  Apr.  2,  723; 
Mr.  Harcourt,  723. 

Sheriffs*  Conrts  (Seotland)  iUt,  1907 

Copy  of  Acts  of  Sederunt  Presented,  Apr. 
28,  1048. 

Sherlock  Estate 

Case  of  Mr.  P.  Kidney. 
Q.    Mr.    Abraham;      A,    Mr,    Birrell. 
May  4,  1626, 
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Shetland 

Herring  Fishery,  Eflfecit  of  Whale  Fishing 
on. 

Q.     Mr.  Morton ;    .1.     Mr.  Sincluir, 
Ai/r.   30,   1412. 

Mail  Servicu,  Memorial  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  C.  Wason  ;    A,     Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  30,  1400. 

St.  Magnus  Bay,  Prot<Jction  of,  against 
Illegal  Trawling. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    C.    Wason;       A.     Mr. 
Sinclair,    Mar.    30,    98. 

Scattald  Grazing  Lands,  Disposjil  of. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  C.  Wason  ;    .1 .     Mr.  Sinclair, 
Apr.  30,  1411. 

Shop  HooTB  Act 

Orders  made  under.  Presented,  M<ir.  30, 
3;    Apr.  2S,  1049;    Apr.  29,  1232. 

Shops  Bill 

c.  2r.,  Mat/  1,  1534. 

Shotton 

School,  Decisidu  as  to. 

Qa.     Mr.  Bridgenian  ;  As.  Mr.  McKenna, 
Mar.  31,  319. 

Shrewsbury 

Post    Offif-e,    Classilication    of. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    Ward  ;      .1.     Mr.    Buxton, 
Apr.  28,  1098. 
Railway  Disaster — Finding  of  In(|uiry. 
Q8.     Mr.   Sineaton,   Mr.   C    Money,   Mr. 
Tomkinson  ;        As.     Mr.     Kearley, 
Apr.  29,  1245. 

Shropshire 

(Newport)  Parliamentary  Election — New 
Writ  issued,  Apr.  30,  1373. 

Siam 

Agreement  with — ProiK>8als  for  Tabling, 
etc. 

Q.     Mr.  Smeaton  ;  ^1.     Sir  E.  Grey, 
Apr.  30,   1393. 

Simon,  Mr.  J,  A.  [Essex,  WalthamstowJ 

Home  Rule — Protests  against  British  Ad- 
ministration, etc..  Mar.  30,  237-240. 

Sinclair  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  Secretary  for  Scotland 
[Forfarshire] 

Badininish — Dog-Poisoning  Cases,  Informa- 
tion  as  to.  Mar.  31,  322. 

Cloch  Point  Land  Purchasod  by  War  Ollice 
and  resold — Annual  Vahio  for  Rating, 
Mar.  31,  298. 

Clyde  Fislieries — Effect  of  use  of  Seine 
Net,   Apr.   fi,  951. 

Cottars  and  Fishermen.  Proposals  for 
Improving  Position  of,  Apr.  6,  893. 

Crofters  Commission,  Chairman  of,  Apr. 
2,  088. 

Education    (Scotland)    BilL 

Printing,   Proposals  for,  Apr.   2,  689. 
Women  Voters,  Effect  on  Position  of, 
Apr.  1,  503. 
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Sinclair,  Rt  Hon.  J.—covt. 

Fisheries 

Nets  destroyed  by  Trawlew — Measures 

for     Prosecution     of     Offenders, 

Apr.   2,  689. 
Scottish     Grounds.     Protection   of  — 

Funds    available   for    Additional 

Cruiser,  Apr.  2,  688. 

Trawling 

Prosecutions  round  Scottish  Coast 

(1907),    Apr.    2,    688. 
Regulation  of  Operations  outside 
Territorial  Waters,  Proposals 
for,  Mar.  31,  323. 
Lewis,  Island  of. 

Aiguish  Houses  with  smoky  chimneys, 

May  4,   1666. 
Landless  People,  Decision  as  to,  May 
4,  1666. 
Local  Government — Legislative  Proposals 

Mar.  31,  322,  323. 
Moray   Firth   Illegal   Trawling,    Proposals 
for  dealing  with,  Apr.  30,  1412,  1413. 

Morrich  More  Lands,  Disposal  of.  May  4, 

1665. 
Old  Kilpatrick  Cemetery,  Purchase  of  Land 

for,  Apr.  14,  985. 

Registration  of  Titles  Commission  Report, 
Date  of  Presenting,  Mar.  30,  98. 

Royal    Scottish    Museum 

Conditions   of   accepting   Articles   on 
Loan,  Mar.  30,  98. 

Insurance  against  Fire,  Premium  for. 
Mar.  30,  99. 

Shetland 

Herring    Fishery,    Effect    of    Whale 
Fishing  on,  Apr.  30,   1412. 

St.  Magnus  Bay — Protection  of,  against 
Ilie^^al  Trawling,  Mar.  30,  98. 

Scattald  Grazing  I^nds,  Disposal  of, 
Apr.   30,   1411. 

Slaughter- Ho  uses,  System  of  liOtting,  Apr, 
2,  654. 

j  Small      Holdings —Legislation     proposed, 

Apr.  2,  687. 
!  Vatcrsay    and     Barra — Area    and    rating 

i  Value  of  Vatcrsay,  Apr.  28,  1053. 

Whaling  Industry 
,  Licenses,    Restrictions    on    granting, 

Apr.  1,  502. 
Petitions,  etc.,  against,  Apr.  1,  503. 
Stations,  Sanitation  of,  Apr.  30,  1411. 

!  Skegness  Urban  District  Council  Bill 

I  /.  3r.*  Mar.  31,  245. 

i  c.   iR.*  Apr.  1,  473. 

2r.*  May  4,  1613. 

Sleeping-out 

Police     Instructions     for     Dealing     with 

Offenders. 

Qs.     Mr.     Bottomley,    Mr.    Crooks, 

Mr.    Byles,   Mr.   Ashley;      As, 

Mr.  H.  Samuel,  Apr.  30,  1398. 
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Sleeping  Sickness 

National  Buroau,  Establiuhment  of. 

Q,     Mr.  Roe8  ;    A,     CJolonel  Seely,  3/ay 
4,  1650. 


INDEX. 
Mar.  30— May  4. 

Smeaton,  Mr.  D.  HL—cotU. 

India 
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Board    of    Guardians — Sixiech   of    Iklr.    J. 
Gilmartin. 

Q,     Captain  Craig  ;  A»     Mr.  Birrell, 
May  4,  1029. 


Sloan,  Mr.  T.  H.  [Belfast,  S.] 

Belfast  Post  Office 

Acting  Overseer,  System  of  Selecting, 
Apr.  14,  97S. 

Learners,  Position  of,  Apr.  3,  812. 

Education  Rule  127(6),  Accommodation 
required  by,  Apr.  2,  658. 

Post  Office  Mail  Service — Canadian  Con- 
tract,  May  4,  1660. 

Roads,  Imperial  Grant  for  Maintenance  of, 
Apr.  5,  811. 

Telegraph  Service 

Learners,    Qualifications   required   of, 
Apr.  i,  482. 

Messengers,  Adult  Night,  Pay  of,  May 
4,  1621. 

Traction  Engines,  Tax  on,  proposed,  Apr. 
27,  1030. 

Slough  Urban  District  Water  Bill 

c.  Rip.*  Mar.  31,  293. 

Small  Holdings 

Charges  for  Sinking  Fund  and  Interest, 
Power  of  Local  Authority  to  exclude 
from  Rent. 

Q.  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas;  A,  Mr. 
Burns,  J  pf.  5,  813. 

Crown  Lands — Availability  for  Compulsory 
Acquisition. 

Q,  Lord  Wil  lough  by  do  Eresby ; 
.1.  Sir  E.  Strachey,  May  4, 
1633. 

Rent,  Charges  included  in. 

Qs.      Mr.    J.    Collings;        As.     Sir   E. 
Strachey,  Apr.  2,  685. 

Scotland,  Legislation  for,  proi)08ed. 

Qs.     Mr.  Ainsworth,  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.     Mr. 
Sinclair,  Ajyr.  2,  687. 

Small  Holdings  and  Allotments  (Scotland) 
Bill 

L  Com.  and  lie  p.,  Apr.  2,  635. 

Smeaton,  Mr.  D.  M.  [Stirlingshire.] 

Afghanistan — Consent  of  Amir  to  Anglo- 
Russian  Agreement,  Apr,  28,  1083 ; 
Apr.  29,  1237. 

Census  of  Production  Act  —  Inquiry 
S<^helulas  issnt^,  Apr,  6,  1)44). 
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Officers*  Pensions,  System  of 
Calculating  Service  for,  Apr 
2,668. 
Pensions,  System  of  Counting 
Service  towards,  Apr,  30, 
1386. 
Mohmand    Rising,    Afghan    Attitude 

towards,  Apr.  29,  1238. 
Railway  Extension  to  Afghan  Frontier, 
Apr.  29,  1238,  1239. 
Shrewsbury  Railway  Disaster — Finding  of 

Inquiry,  Apr.  29,  1245,  1246. 
Siam,     Agreement     with — Proposals     for 
Tabling,  etc.,  Apr.  30,  1393. 

Smith,  Mr.  F.  E.  [Liverpool,  Walton] 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  29,  1297-1300. 


Smith  Estate  (Cavan) 

Purchase  of. 

Q.     Mr.  V.  Keimedy  ; 
21ar.  30,  101. 


A.     Mr.  Birrell, 


Smyth,  Mr.  T.  F.  LLoitrim,  S.] 

White  Estate 

Case  of  J.  McKieman,  Mar,  30,  07. 

Evicted   Tenants,    Reinstatement   of. 
Mar.  30,  101. 

Snowden,  Mr.  P.  [Blackburn] 

Inland  Revenue — Case  of  F.   Farrington, 

Apr.  2,  699. 
Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  28, 1180-1188. 

Solent 

Jurisdiction  over  Navigation  in. 

Qs.     Mr.  Fell ;    As.     Mr.  McKcnua,  Mr 

Kearlcy.  Apr.  30,   1385. 
Qs.     Mr.  Fell ;  As.     Mr.  McKonni,  Ma'/ 
4,  1(541. 

Solicitor-General 

Sir  IS,  T.  Evans. 

Solicitor-Oeneral  for  Ireland 

Mr.  R.  Barry. 

Solicitor-General  for  Scotland 

Mr.  A.  Vre. 

Soudan 

Finances,     Administration,    etc. — Report 
Presented,  Apr,  30,  1377. 

South  AMcan  War 

Expenditure — Amount  of  Debt,  etc. 
Q     Mr.  C^x;    ^1.   Mr.  Hobhouse,  May 
4,  1061. 
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Sonth  Australia  |  Stanger,  Mr.  H.  Y.  [KenBington,  N.] 

Northern    Territory,  Transfer  of — Royal  |  Archer  Street  Post  Office   Premises,   Re- 

Assent  to  Act.                                     "  building  of,  Apr.  27,  1027. 

(?.     Mr      Lonsdale :        4.     Colonel,  i  Workpien's     Comiwnsation     Act— Femalo 

hoely,   Apr.    30.    1390.                 i  Workpeople  affected  by,  and  Proposals 

I  for    Appointing    Women    Doctors    as 


Couth  Kensington 

Post  Office — New  Buildings,  Expenditure 
on. 

Os.     Sir  F.   Banbury,  Apr.  2,  715; 
Mr.  Harconrt,  721. 

Southampton 

Catholic  Attendance  at  Secondary  School. 
Qs.     Mr.  Boland ;     As.     Mr.   McKenna 
Mar.  31,  320;    Apr.  6,  94G. 

Southwell  District  Gas  Bill 

r.  Rep.*  Apr.  30,  1373. 

South-West  Suburban  Water  Bill 

r.  2r.*  Apr.  30,   1373. 

Spain 

Declaration  respecting  Maritime  Law- 
Accession  Presented,  Apr.  14,  962, 
972. 

Madrid   Embassy   Buildings,   Expenditure 
on. 
Os.     Mr.  Grettoij,  Apr.  2,    799-^02. 
Mr.  Harcourt,  SOL 

Preference    Law,    Translation    of. 
Q,     Mr.    Mitchell-Thomson;       A.     Mr. 
Kearley,  Apr.  28,  1094. 

Speaker  and  Deputy  Speaker— Rulings 

Dutton's  Blackburn  Brewery — (Connection 
of  Patronage  Secretary  with.  May  4.  i 
1671. 


Medical  Referees,  Apr.   28,   1092. 

Stanley,  Mr.  A.  L.  [Cheshire,  Eddisbury] 
Cheese — Dutch  sold  as  Cheshire,  Mar.  30, 

94. 
War  Office  Contracts  given  abroad,  Return 

as  to,  Apr.  6,  905. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  7,  464. 

Stationery  Office 

Warehouse,  Expenditure  on. 

Os.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2,  734. 

Staveley-Hill)  Mr.  H.  [SUffordshire,  Kings- 
winford] 
Dudley  Post  Office— Wages  of  Employees, 
Apr.  2,  641,  642. 

Steadman,  Mr.  W.  C.  [Finsbury,  Central] 
Shoiw  Bill,  2r.,  May  1,  1589-1592. 


Stemes  Charity  Estate 

Sale  Pio|)asaU-. 

Qs.     Mr.     Lardner  ; 
Apr.  1,  50(i. 


A^.    Mr.     Birrell, 


Stock  Exchange 

Brewery  Stock  Operations — Protection  of 
Investors. 
Q.     Mr.   Field;      A.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Mar.  31,  298. 


Easter  Recess- xMot  ion  for  Adjournment    ^tockport  Corporation  Bill 


Apr.  14,  10(X). 

Irrelevant  Matter,  Apr.  2,  790. 

Judges — References  to,  of  a  Derogatory 
were  not  in  Order  and  must  be  with- 
drawn, Apr.   1,  592,  620. 

Licensing  Bill — Interruptions  to  Debate 
May  4.   1725. 

Notices  of  Motion,  Ballot  for,  Apr.  14. 
1(M)2. 

Questions,    see    that   title. 

Speeches,  Length  of.  Authority  of  Speaker 
to  check,  Apr.  1,  614. 

Unparliamentary  Exy)rcssi()ns —  Member 
name<l.  Mar.  30,  184. 

Staffordshire 

Licensed   Houses   closed    (1905-7). 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Ward;     A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mar.    30,   89. 


Standing  Orders  i 

Resolutions     reported     from     T'ommittce 
Mar.  31,  292.  I 
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/.  2r.*  Apr.  1.  44.'). 

Stoke-on-Trent 

Post   Office,   System  of  Classifying, 
Qs.     Mr.  J.  Ward;  As.     Mr.     Buxton, 
Apr.  28,  1098. 

Stow 

Board    of    Guardians,    Circumstances    of 

Surcharge  on. 

Q.     Mr.  Bennett;     A.     Mr.  Burns, 
May     4.  1635. 

Strachey,  Sir  E. — Treasurer  of  the  Household 
[Somerset,  S.  ] 
Cattle  Imiwrtation 

(Canadian  Regulations,  Apr.  28,  1058. 

Manure       from       Foreign       Animals 

Wharves,   Disposal   of,   Ajir.   28, 

1056. 

Cheese — l)ut<^h  sold  as  Cheshire,  Mar.  30. 

94. 

Farmers'  Co-oj>erative  Societies,  Encourage- 
ment of.  Mar.  30,  9.5. 


frrmA 
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Strachey,  Sir  'E.—cont 

Fodder   and    Litter — Peat-Moss   Import^i- 
tion,  Danger  of,  Mar,  30,  95. 

Holland,    Prevalence    of    Foot-and-Mouth 
Disease  in,  Apr.  2,  084. 

Margarine — Sjifeguards     against    Sale    as 
Butter,  Mar.  SO,  05. 

Meat — Carcaaos  of  Calves  imported  from 
Holland  and  lielgium,  Apr.  11,  988. 

Northamptonshire  Rabies  Outbreak,  Apr 
2,  684. 

Ordnance    Survey    Maps,    ria<;o    of    En- 
graving, Apr.  2,  051. 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Inclusion  of 
Wecd-killcrs,  et<\,  May  4,  1001. 

Small  Holdings 

Acquisition  of  Crown  Lands  for,  May 
4y  1033. 

Rent,  Charges  included  in,  Apr.  2,  080. 

Swine     Fever — Result     of     Investigation, 
Apr.  2y  085. 


Stranraer 

Death  of  Boy.  Result  of  Inquiry  into. 
Q.  Mr.  Gulland  ;     A.  Mr.  T.  Shaw,  Apr. 
2,  089. 
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Summerbell,  Mr.  T—eofit. 

Navy — cont. 

"  Indus  " 

Mechanician  Establishment,  Re- 
arrangement  of,  Apr,  28, 
1072. 

OfHcer.'',  Additions  to  be  made  to 
Number  of,  Apr.  2H,  1072. 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  3,  850. 

Shops  Bill,  2R.,  May  1, 1561. 

Trinidad 

East  Indian  Coolies,  Protests  against 
Importation  of.  Mar.  SI,  309. 

Immigration  Ordinance,  Terms  of 
Amendment  to,  Apr.  1,  493. 

Legislative  Comicil  Finance  Ck>m- 
mitteo  Meetings,  Admission  to. 
Mar.  31,  308. 

Port-of-Spain  Town  Properties,  Auc- 
tion of  Land  for  Repairs  to,  Apr. 
1,  493. 

Railway  Em^oyees,  Finos  on  (1906- 
1907),  Mar.  31,  308. 


Stylepark 

Purchase  and  Disposal  of. 
Q.  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy :  A. 
Apr.2,(\r}H. 


I  Summerhill 

Police,  Information  as  to. 
I  Q.  Mr.  Shci  hv  ;    -1.  Mr.  Birrell,  Apr,  2. 

1  091. 


Mr.  Birrell. 


Sanday  Closing  (Sliops)  Bill 

1  I.  Report  from  Standing  Committee,  Mar. 

I  31,  247. 

I  Rtp.*  Apr.  2,0.35. 


Sugar 

Brussels  Convention — Renewal   Proposals. 

Q.  Mr.  Villiors;     As.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Mr.  !  q„^^^„„«„«x.^„ 

Si)eakcr,  Apr.  2s,  1090.  '  Superannuation 

r»..*„      \K^i;*w.«    v^„^i  '  Appointment   without  Certificate,  Apr.  2, 

Duty-Abo  it.on  proposed  ,  ^^3  ^,  ^ 

Q.  Mr.    (ox;     .1.  Mr.    Runoiman,   Apr.  »     /        ♦        » 

(L  897.  ;  ^ 

Q.  Mr.   O'Shee;     A.  Mr.   Asquith,  yl/w.  !  Swausea 

27.  1029.  I  Education   Dispute — Present   Position. 

Price— Statistics  (1898-1908).  ^•*'-     J-ord  R.  (Veil ;   ^l/».    Mr.  McKonna, 

Q.  Mr.  Cox  ;     .4.  Mr.  Kcarley,  Ajyr.  30.  I  ^/^-  ^-  •^• 

1382. 

Production    iu    United    Kingdom,    En.  |  ^wansea  Valley  Gas  Bill 


in     United     Kingdom, 
couragcnicnt  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Fell;    .1.  Mr.  Llovd-Oeorge, 
May  /,  1023. 

Russian  Stock  and  l*ro visions  of  Conventi<m 
as  to  Russia!!  Kxjmrt. 

Q^.  Mr.  \'illicrs  :     .Iv.  Sir  E.  Grey. 
Apr.:iO.VM)r}. 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  2R.*Apr.  2S.  1224. 

Summerbell,  Mr.  T.  ISunderiand] 

Children  Bill.  2r.,  Apr.  1.  r>78  r)S(). 
Navy 

Eui^inc-Room  Artificers 


Effect  of  New  Scheme,  Apr.  2S. 
1073. 


1.  Report  from  Select  Committee,  Apr.  6, 

8S1. 

Swindon 

IV)licc  Court — Case  of  J.  Dixon. 
Q.    Colonel  LcM'kwood  ;  -4.    Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  6,  9«. 

Swine  Fever 

Result  f)f  Investigation  into. 

Q.    .Mr.  ( ':)urthoi)e  :  A.  Sir  E.  Strachey, 

Apr.  2,  i\H,\ 

Swinton  and  Mexborough  Gas  Bill 

I  r.  Con.*  Apr.  30.  1393. 

3u.*  May  4,  1013. 


Fourth     Class,     Candidates 


amined  for,  Apr.  2S,  1072. 


Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill 

Ex  I  /.  3r.*  Mar.  31,  245. 


f.  iR.*  Aj/r,  1,  473. 
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^far,  SO—Maij  4. 
Tailoring  Indnstry 

Prosecutions  under  Particulars  Clause. 
Qa.       Mr.  Hay;     As.     Mr.  H.  Samuel, 
Apr.  30,  1401. 

Talbot,  Lord  E.  [Snsaex,  Cliichester] 

Children  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  i,  689. 
TaH>0t,  Et.  Hon.  J.  G.  [Oxford  University] 

Law  Courts— Duties  of  Shorthand  Writers, 
Afar.  3L  29(1. 

Taxation 

Collection — Powers    of   and    Control    over 
Collectors. 

Q.     Mr.  Maclean  ;   A.   Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  6y  890. 

Local    (Ireland)    Returns     (1906-7)     Pre- 
sented, Mar.  30,  2,  65. 

Surveyor's  Clerks,  Status  of. 

Q.       Mr.  O'Grady;  A,       Mr.  Asquith, 
Apr.  2,  ~ 


700. 

Widening?  Basis  of.  Necessity  for. 

Os.      Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mar.  31,  435- 
438  ;  Mr.  Runciman,  438. 

Tea 

Low-class  China  Tea,  Restriction  of  Im- 
portation of,  proposed. 

Q.    Sir  S.  King;    A.    Mr.  Asquith, 
Mar.  30,  65. 

Telegraph  (Construction)  Bill 

Memorandum  showing  Effect  of,  Return  as 
to — Orders  Read  and  Discharged,  Apr 
6,  890. 

Telegraph  Service 

[Ser  al.so  Names   of   Places.] 

Codes — Proposals  as  to  C'lause  8. 

Q.      Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;    A.     Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  30.  1407. 
Learners,  Qualifications  required  of. 
Q.      Mr.  Sloan;    A.    Mr.  Buxton,  Apr. 
7,  482. 

Messengers,  Adidt  Night,  Pay  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Sloan  ;   A.   Mr.  Buxton,  May  4, 
1621. 

Press  Telegrams,  Loss  involved  by  Cheap 
Rates  for. 
Q.       Mr.  Watt;    A.     Mr.  Buxton, 

Mar.  30,  93. 
Q.      Mr.  Jowett ;    A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
Apr.  27,   1028. 

Telegraph  and  Telephone  Services 

Accoimts — Work  of  Committee. 

Q.      Mr.  Cox  ;    .1.    Mr.  Buxton,  Apr.  2, 
678. 

Telephone  Service 

Choice  of  Instruments — French  System. 
Q.      Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;    A.     Mr,*  Buxton, 
Apr.  30.   1406. 

Foreigners  employed. 

Qs.    Mr.  Hay  ;  .1^.  Mr.  Buxton,  Apr.  30, 
1408. 


[Tai— -Tom 


Templemore 

Evicted  Tenants,  Reinstatement  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Ffrench  ;  ^.  Mr.  Birrell,  May  4, 
1629. 

Tenement  Houses 

Sanitary  Arrangements — Powers   of  Local 
Authorities. 

Q.    Mr.  Homiman  ;   A.   Mr.  Bums, 
Apr.  28,  1069. 

Tennant,  Mr.  H.  J,  [Berwickshire] 

Hillsborough— Fatality    to    C.    E.    Gash, 
Apr.  1,  496. 

Territorial  Force 

See  under  Army. 


Testamentary  Bequests 

Limitations  by  I^w  in  certain  Foreign 
Countries — Return  ordered.  Mar.  31, 
295. 


Policy  as  to  Rates,  etc. 
Q.        Mr.   Hudson  ; 
Apr.  1,  476. 


A.     Mr.    Buxton, 


Thames  Conservancy 

General  Report  and  Accounts  Pr(^sented, 
Ajyr.  28,  1049. 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.  [Merthyr  Tydvil] 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Proposals 
as  to,  Apr.  14,  984. 

Miskin,  Higher — Licensed  Premises,  In 
formation  as  to,  Apr.  14,  983. 

Small  Holdings — Charges  for  Sinking  Fund 
and  Interest,  Power  of  Local  Authority 
to  exclude  from  Rent,  Apr.  3,  813. 

Thomas,  Sir  A.  [Glamorganshire,  E.] 

Dc^ath  of  Sir  H.  Campbell- Bannerman, 
Apr.  27,  1039. 

Thompson,  Mr.  3.  W.  H-  [Somerset,  E] 

V^olimteer  Long-Service  Medal,  Award  of, 
under  New  Scheme,  Mar.  30,  70. 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M-  IClapham] 

Torjx^do-  Boat    Destroyers — Construction 
ProiK)sals,  May  4,  1640. 

Tillett,  Mr.  L.  J.  [Norwich] 

Norwich — Faoilitics  for  Stamping  of  Docu- 
ments, May  4.  1().35. 


Tipton 

Case  of  D.  Pearson. 

Q.     Mr.  T.  F.  Richards  ; 
st^ne,  A  pr.  2,  644. 


Mr.  Glad- 


Tobacco 

Samples,  Conditions  of  admitting. 

Q.     Mr.  Coiu-thopo ;     .1.     Mr.   Asquith, 
Apr.  i,  520. 

Tomkinson,  Mr.  T.  [Cheshire,  Crewe] 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners'  Ix^ases,  Lia- 
bility  for  Comix'nsation  on  Non-Re- 
newal of,  Apr.  28,  1060,  lUK). 

Shrewsbury  Railway  Disaster  —  Finding 
of  Inquiry,  Apr.  29,  1246. 


8.') 


Tra— TurJ 


Traction  Engines 

Tax  on,  proposed. 
Q,     Mr.  Sloan;    A,     Mr.  Asqiiith,  Apr. 

27.  1030. 

Trade,  Board  of 

Pre8ident^T{,t.  Hon.  W.  S.  Churchill. 

Parliamentary     Sccretari/ — Mr.     H.     E. 
Koarley. 

Buildings.  Renovation  of. 

Os.     Mr  C.  E.  Price,  Apr.  2,  740;     Mr. 
Harcourt,  743. 

Trade  Combinations 

Restriction  of  proposed. 

Q.     Sir  G.    Parker;      A.     Mr.   Asquith 
Apr.  29,  I2m. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill 

r.  In.*  Apr.  2,  707. 

Trade  Reports 

Annual  Series  Presented,  Apr.  i,  446,  475 ; 
Apr.  2,  034,  040  ;  Apr.  3,  810  ;  Apr.  6. 
882  ;  Apr.  14,  902,  972  ;  Apr.  27,  1025, 
Apr.  28,  1048. 

Form,  Revision  of,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  Lynch;    .4.    Mr.  Kearley,  Apr, 

28,  1090. 

Miscellaneous  Series  Present<»d,  Apr.  14, 
902,  972. 

Tramways  Order  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill 

f.  Rep.*,  Apr.  14,  901. 

Tramways  and  Light  Railways  (Street 
and  Road) 

R-turn  Ordered,  Apr.  14,  975. 

Transvaal 

Chinese  Labour  Continuance  —  Tabling  of 
Correspondence  |>roi)08ed. 

Q.     Mr.       J^nsdalo ;  A.        Mr. 

Churchill,  Mar.  SO,  85. 

Civil  Servants — Re-employment  on  Re- 
trenchment. 

(?.     Sir    O.    Parker;       A.     Colonel  I 

Seely,  Apr.  SO,  1391.  | 

Indentured  I^ibour  Laws  Temporary  Con-  ' 

tinuance     Act — Correspondence     Pre-  ! 

sent^d,  Apr.  14,  902,  972. 

Mines— Labour  Statistics 

Q.     Mr.  Fell;    .4.     Mr.  Churchill,  ^l/w. 
6,  931. 

Whit^  Labour  in  Mines 

Effect  of  Withdrawal  of  Chin-se. 
Qs.     Mr.  Bridgeman,  Sir  O.  Parker. 
.4*.     Mr.    ChurchilK    Mar.    .31, 
309. 

Report  of  Committee. 

Q.      Mr.      Wedgwood;       .4.       Mr. 
Churchill.  .4 /)r.  6',  931. 

Result  of  Ex^wrimcnt. 

Q.  Mr.  Fiennes;  A.     Mr.  Churchill, 

Mr.  Speaker.  Apr.  0,  930. 
Q^.     Mr.  Fell,  Sir  G.  Parker;    As. 

Colonel  Seely,  May  4,  1051. 

8G 
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See  under  Fisheries. 

Treasury 

First  Lord— Rt,  Hon.  H.  H.  Asquith. 
Financial  Secretary — Mr.  C.  E.  Hobho  se. 
Permanent   Assistant  Secretary — »Sclection 
of  Mr.  Blain. 

Q.     Mr.  Field;  A,    Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  2,  048. 

Treaty  of  Paris,  1866 

Modification,  Proposals  for. 

Q.     Mr.  Ashley  ,   A.     Sir  E.  Grey,  Mar. 
31,  313. 

Trevelyan,  Mr.  C.  P.  [Yorks,  W.R.,  Elland] 

Liquor  Traffic  —  Borrowing  by  Loenl 
Authorities,  Information  as  to,  Apr. 
1,  483. 

Trinidad 

East  Indian  Coolies,  Protests  against  Im- 
portation of. 
Q,     Mr.     Summerbell ;         A .    Mr. 
Churchill,  Mar,  31,  309. 

Immigration  Ordinance,  Terms  of  Amend- 
ment to. 
Q,     Mr.     Summerbell ;         A,        Mr. 
Churchill,  Apr.  1,  493. 

Legislative  Council  Finance  Committee 
Meetings,  Admission  to. 

Q.     Mr.     Summerbell;         A,     Mr. 
Churchill,  Mar,  31,  SOS. 

Port  of  Spain  Town  Properties,  Anotion  of 
Land  for  Repairs  to. 

Q.     Mr.     Summerbell ;     A,     Mr. 
Churchill,  Apr.  1,  493. 

Railway  Employees,  Fines  on  (1906-7). 
Q,    Mr.   Summerbell ;      As    Mr.    Chur- 
chill, Mar.  31,  308. 


Tristan  da  Cnnha 

Despatch  of  Mails  to. 
Qs,     Major  Anstruther-Gray ; 
Runciman,  Apr,  2,  009. 


As,     Mr. 


Tnlsk 

Keaneny,  Mr.,  Speech  of. 

Q,     Mr.    Lonsdale;       A.     Mr.    T.    W. 

Russell,  Apr,  29,  1203. 
Q.     Captain    Craig;       A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
3Iay  4,  1630. 

Tnrkey 

Customs  Increase,  Allocation  of  Revenue 
from. 
Qs,     Sir   E.    Sassoon,    Mr.    Lynch, 
Mr  Bowles;   As.     Sir  E.  Grey, 
Apr,  30,  1394. 

Memorandum  by  Ad  joints  of  the  Powers 
at  Salonika,  Date  of  Presenting 
Q,     Mr.  Lynch ;    A,     Sir  E.  Grey, 
Apr,  28,  1089. 
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[Twe— Wal 


Tweedmouth,  "Lori—Lord  President  of  the 
Council 

Vatersay  and  Barra,  Condition  of  Affairs 
in  —  Corres|K)ndence  between  Lady 
Cathcart  and  Secretary  for  Scotland 
Mar.  31y  284,  285. 

Uist,  South 

Bornish  Farm,  Seizure  of  by  Cottars. 
On.     Earl    of    Camperdown,    Mar.    31, 
264-207. 

Unemployed  Act 

Grants  to  Distress  Committees — Views  of 
Association  of  Municipal  Cor|)orations. 
Q.     Mr.   Clvnes  ;     As.     Mr.   Burns, 
Mar.    '31,   318. 


Soldiers,  A])plication  to. 
Q.     Captain  Faber  ;     .1 . 
Apr.  30,  1378. 


Mr.  Hildane, 


Unemployment 

Opi)ortunity  for  Discussion  of  Matter. 
Qs.     Mr.  Goulding ;     As.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Mar.  30,  109. 

United  States 

Trade  Re\)OTt  Presented,  Apr.  14,  962. 

Vaccination 

Etistman,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Case  of. 

Q.     Mr.     Jac^kson ;        A.     Mr.     Burns, 
Mar.  30,  62. 

Scotland — Annual  Re[X)rt  Presented,  Mar. 
30,  2. 

Vatersay  and  Barra 

Area  and  Rating  Value  of  Vatersay. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  D.  White  ;    A.     Mr.  Sinclair, 
Apr.  28,  1053. 
Condition    of   Affairs    in — Correspondence 
between  Lady  Cathcart  and  Secretary 
for  Scotland. 
Os.     Earl    of    Camperdown,    Mar. 
31,  262-274  ;     Lord  Herschell. 
274-276;      Lord   Lovat,    276- 
278  ;    MarquesH  of  Lansdowne, 
278-284;     Lord  Tweedmouth, 
284,  286;     Earl  of  Rosebery, 
285-289. 

Lord-Advocate,  Advice  given  by. 

Qs.     Mr.  E.  Wason,  Mr.  GuUand ;     A. 
Mr.  T.  Shaw,  Apr.  6,  894. 

Venezuela 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Apr,  1,  446. 

Ventry  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  T.  O'Donnell ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Apr.  2,  694. 

Vemey,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Buckinghamshire,  N.] 
Hop  Industry,  Effect  of  American  Com- 
petition on,  Apr.  14,  1018. 

Veterinary  Surgeons'  Acts 

Amendment  Proposals,  Protests  against. 
Q.     Mr.     Ffrench;        A.     Mr.     Birrell, 
Mar.  30,  1U2. 


Victoria  and  Albert  Museum 

Architecture  of. 

Os.     Sir  C.  Schwann,  Apr.  2,' 736. 

ViUiers,  Mr.  E.  A.  [Brighton] 

Sugar 

Brussels  Convention — Renewal  Pro- 
posals, Apr.  28,  1090. 

Russian  Stocks  and  Provisions  of 
Convention  as  to  Russian  Export, 
Apr.  30,  1395,  1396. 

Vivisection 

Dog  Licences  Ke]>t. 

Q.     Mr.  E.  Griffith  ;  A.     Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  2,  687. 

Vivisection  (Abolition)  Bill 

c.  iR.*,  Apr.  2,  1{)1. 

Volunteers 

Annual  Return  Presented,  Apr.  ;;^^,,1049. 
Bishop,  George,  Case  of. 

Qs.     Sir  G.  Parker;   .4.     Mr.»H*ldane, 
Apr.  28,  1078. 

Conditions  of  Transfer  to  New  Force. 
Q.     Mr.    Seaverns ;     A.     Mr.  Haldane, 
Apr.  2,  660. 

Drill  Halls,  Pro{x>sals  for  taking  over. 
Qs.     Mr.    Fell,    Earl    Winterton ;      As. 
Mr.  Haldane,  Apr.  1,  487. 

Enlistments  and  Discharges  in  1907-8. 
Q.     Mr.    Ashley;       A.    Mr.    Haldane, 
May  4,  1642. 

Garrison  Artillery— Recall  of  Breech-Load- 
ing Guns. 

Q.    Mr.  Ashley  ;   A.     Mr.  Haldane, 
May  4,  1646. 

Long  Service  Medal,  Conditions  of  Granting 
under  New  Scheme. 

Q.     Mr.  Seaverns  ;  A.  Mr.  Haldane» 

Apr.  2,  661. 
Q.     Ml.  Fiennes  ;  A.     Mr.  Haldaen, 

Apr.  6,  923. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  W.  H.  Thompson  ;     A. 
Mr.  Haldane,  Mar.  30,  79. 
Quartermasters  —  Position     under     Now 
Scheme. 

Q.     Mr.  Roes;     A.     Mr.  Haldane, 
Mar.  30,  77. 

Strength  on  31st  March. 

Q.     :Mr.  H.  H.  Marks  ;  A.     Mr.  Haldane, 
May,  4,  1648. 

Walker  Estate 

Case  of  J.  Brett. 

Q.     Mr.  Ffrench  ;  A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Mar. 
30,  100. 

Walmer  Castle 

Maintenance  of. 
Os.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  Apr.  2,  734  ;    Mr. 
Harcourt,    736. 

Walsall 

Queen  Mary's  Grammar  School — Case  of 
Jellyman. 

Qs.     Mr.  T.  F.  Richards  ;  As.     Mr. 
Runciman,  Apr.  29,  1256. 


WftT— Wat] 


War  Office 

Secretary  of  iS7a/e— Right   Hou.    H.    B. 

Hnldano. 
Parliamentary  Secretary ^Jjord  Lucas. 
Fhuincial  Secretary — Mr.  F.  D.  Acland. 

Boot  Coutracts,  SjKJcilications  in. 

Q.     Mr.  T.  F.  Richards ;    .4.     Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  Apr.  6,  923. 

"  Coach  and  Horses "  Public-houso,  Sale 
of  see  under  Hilsea. 

Contracts  given  abroad,  Return  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.  A.   F.  Stanley;     A.     Mr.  Hal- 
dane,   Apr.   6,  1)05. 

New    Buildings,    Alteration   in,    proposed. 
On.     Mr.  C.  E.  Price.  Apr.  2,  740;    Mr. 
Harcourt.  743. 

Official   Residences,   Provision  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale ;      .4.     Mr.   Haldane, 
Apr.  (5,  920. 

Storehouse    Clerks,    Pay   of. 

Qa.     Mr.   C.  Money;   Mr.   Crooks;     As. 
Mr.   Haldane,  Apr.  SO,   1380. 

Warlike  Stores,  ExiHjnditure  on  (1907-8). 
Q.     Mr.    J.    Hoi)e ;       .1.     Mr.    Acland, 
May  i.  1534. 

Ward,  Mr.  J.  [Stoke  on  Trent  J 

Dock    Accidents,    Inquiry  into,   Mar.   SO, 

88. 

(jl rani te— Railway  Carriage  |)er  ton.  Mar, 
SO,  90. 

India — Telegraph  Strike,  present  Position, 
Apr.  28.  1085. 

Post  Office — Cost  of  Living  in  various 
Towns,  Basis  of  estimating,  Apr.  28, 
1099. 

Shops  Bill,  2k.,  May  1,  1588. 
Shrewsbury  Post   Office,  Classiiication  of, 
.4/>r.  28.  1098. 

Staffordshin*  Licensed  Houses  closed 
(1905-7),  Mar.  SO,  89. 

Stoke-on-Trent  Post  Office,  System  of 
Classifying,  .4/>r.  28,  1(M»8. 

Warde,  Colonel  C-  E.  [Kout,  Medway] 

Elementary  Eilucation  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill — Power  to  connwl  Teachers 
to  give  Religious  Instruction.  Mar.  30, 
(51  ;     Mar.  SO.  93. 

Wardle,  Mr.  G.  J.  [Stocki»ort  j 

Atherton  Station  Railwav  Accident,  Cause 
of,  Apr.  6,  1U3. 

Civil  Disonler,  Military  As^sist^ince  in 
quelling — ihx>pi>sids  for  Inquin*,  Apr. 

28,  nm. 
Waring,  Captain  W.  [lUnffsliire] 

Moray  Firth  IlWal  Trawling.  Pn)}Mx>ah> 
for  di^aling  with.  .4 fir.   UK  1412. 
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Wason,  St.  Hon.  E.  [Clackmannan  and  Kin- 
ross] 

Barra  and  Vatorsay — Advice  given  by 
Lord  Advocate,  Apr.  6,  894. 

Midwives  Act  1902 — Payment  of  Doctor's 
Fee,  May  4,  1659. 

Wason,  Kr.  J.  C.  [Orkney  and  Shetland] 

Abookuta — ^Treaty    with    Alako   in    18'j3, 

May  4,  1050. 
Lagos  expropriated  Natives,  Compensation 

to,  May  4,  1650. 

Motors 

Excessive    Speed    on  Public    Roads. 
Restriction  of,  Apr.  2,  677,  678. 

Uill-climbing  Contests  on  Public  High 
ways,  Apr.  2,  662. 

Penalty   for  not  Stopping  after  Run- 
ning Over  Persons,  Apr.  30, 14m. 

Speed-limit — Applications  from  Local 
Authorities,  Mar.  30,  92,  93. 

Shetland 

Mail  Service,  Memorial  as  to,  Apr.  30, 
1406. 

St.  Magnus  Bay,  Protection  of,  against 
Illegal  Trawling,  Mar.  30,  98. 

Scattald  Grazing  Lands,  Disposal  of, 
.4pr.  30,  1411. 

Whaling  Industry 

Irish  Coast,  Bylaws  as  to,  Apr.  2,  691. 

Stations,  Sanitation  of,  Apr.  30,  1411. 

Whaling  Stations  Bill,  Intro.,  Apr.  29. 
1267-1269. 

Watt,  Mr.  H.  A.  [Glasgow  College] 

Cattle  Importation — Canadian  Regulation^, 
Apr.  28, 1067. 

Clyde  Fisheries  —  Effect  of  Use  of  Seine 
Net,  ^pr.  5,  95L 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Proposal  a& 
to.  May  4,  1657. 

Colonial  Office  Legal  Appointments — ^Age 
Limit,  Mar.  31,  307,  308. 

Companies — Limitation  of  Power  of  Volnig 
by  Proxy,  proposed,  Apr.  6,  Ml. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill  —  Effect  on 
Position  of  Women  Voters. -4  pr.  1, 503. 

Inland  Revenue — Case  of  F.  FarringtoD, 
-4pr.  2,  699. 

Revenue  Buildings,  Vote  for,  Apr.  2,  72!^. 

Sheriflfs*  Clerks,  Avocations  of.  Mar.  30, 99. 

Slaughter-housesi,  System  of  Letting*  «4pr. 
5,654. 

Telegraph  Ser\icc — Loas  involved  by  Clitap 
Rates  for  Press  Telegrams,  Mar,  Jt. 
93. 

Trawling — British  Vessels  Rcgistned  in 
Norway — Brovisioiia  of  Norwegian 
Law,  ifar.  31,  313. 
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Wedgwood,    Mr.   J.  C.    [Xewcmstle-under 
T-ymc] 

Austria-HimgarT — Csemova  and  Slovak 
Disturbances.  Report  on,  Apr.  2,  67^. 
671. 

Earthenware  and  China — Lead-poisonimr 
Committee,  Constitution  of,  Apr,  6, 
937. 

"Egypt — ^Mecca  Pili^rims.  Measures  for 
Safeguarding,  Mar,  30.  87. 

licensing  Bill — ^Temperance  Chibs.  Ex- 
clusion of,  proposed,  Apr.  i,  518. 

Navy — Battleships,  Auxiliary  En^es  on 
Modem  Vessel  compared  with  one  of  . 
1877,  Mar,  30,  56. 

Newcastle-under-Lvme,  Licensed  Premises  ; 

Closed,  Apr,  2.  674. 
Persian   Customs   Service — Nationality   of  | 

Employees,  Apr.  7.  494;  .4pr.  5,934. 

Transvaal — White   Labour  in   Mines,   Re-  I 
port  of  Committee,  Apr.  6,  931. 

I 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.  [Ross  and  Cromarty] 

Cottars  and  Fishermen,  Proposals  for  Im- 
proving Position  of,  -4pf.  6,  893.  ' 

Crofters  Commission,  Chairman  of,  Apr. 
2,688. 

Fisheries  < 

Nets  Destrojred  by  Trawlers — Measures  ! 
for  Prosecution  of  Offenders,  Apr,  I 
2,  688,  689.  ! 

Scottish  Grounds.  Protect  ion  of — Funds  ; 
available   for  additional   Cruiser, 
Apr  2,  688. 

Trawling  Prosecutions  round  Scottish  ' 
Coast  (1907),  Apr.  2,  688.  I 

Lewis,  Island  of 

Aiguish  Houses  with  Smoky  Chimneys, 
May  4,  1666.  ! 

Landless  People,  Decision  as  to,  May 
4,  1665. 

Morrich  More  Lands,  Disposal  of.  May  4, 
1665.  I 

Small  Holding;',  Scotland.  legislation  for,  ' 
proposed,  Apr.  2,  087.  I 

Weetbnry  Leigh 

School  Accommodation.  I 

Q.     Dr.  Rutherford  ;  A.   Mr.  Runciman,  : 

Apr.  30,  1410.  { 

Weitmeath 

Case  of  Mrs.  M.  Wilson. 

Q.      Mr.  Delany;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Apr. 
6,  916. 

Valuation,  Basis  of  Calculating. 

Q,     Sir  W.  XuRcnt  ;   A.   Mr.  Runciman, 
Apr.  2,  095. 

Whale  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  H.  I^w  ;  A.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell. 
Mar.  30.  59. 
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Whaling  Indnitrj 

Irish  Coast,  Bfvlaw  as  to. 

Qs.  Mr.  H.  Law,  >Ir.  J.  C,  Waaon,  Mr. 
A.  a  Wilson  :  J#.  Mr.  T,  W.  RnanlU 
Apr.  2.  690. 

Licences,  Restiictioiis  on  Granting. 
Q.    Mr.  Morton;   A.   Mr.  Snclair,  il^. 
i,  502. 

Pstitions,  eto.,  against, 
Q*.     3Cr.  H.    Law,    liajor    Anstrotlier- 
Gray;     A*.     >Ir.  Sinclair,  Apr.  U 
503w' 

Sanitation  of  Stations. 

Qf.  34r.  J.  C.  Wason  :  Am.  Mr.  Sindair* 
Apr.  30.  un. 

Whaling  Stations  Bill 

c.  Intro,  and  Ir..  Apr.  29,  1267,  127a 

WhalleyEsUte 

Case  of  R.  Patterson. 

Q.  Mr.  Mumaghan :  A.  Mr.  Bimll, 
Apr.  2,651. 

Wheat 

Price — Method  of  striking  Average. 

Qe.  Mr.  Bowles  ;  As.  Mr.  Llovd-George* 
Apr.  6,  938. 

'Whitbread,   Mr.  S.  K  [HanUogdoashire 
Huntingdon] 

I  Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  29,  1319-1329. 

i  White  EsUte 

C^ise  of  J.  McKieman. 

Q.      Mr.  T.  F.  Smyth  :    A.    Mr.  BiiieU, 

:  Mar,  30,  67. 

Evicted  Tenants,  Reinstatement  of. 
Q.     Mr.  T.  F.  Smyth ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Mar.  30.  101. 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.  Mr.  Delanv;  A.  Mr.  Cherry.  Jf or. 
31,  327. 

White,  Mr.  T.  D.  [Dumbartonshire] 
I  Cloch  Point.  Land  purchased  by  War  Office 

I  and  Resold — Annual  Value  for  Rating, 

Mar.  31,  298. 

Indian     Churches,    Number    Consecrated, 
etc.,  Apr.  2S,  1067. 

Old    Kil  Patrick    Cemetery,    Purchase     of 
Land  for,  A  pr.  14,  985. 

Vatersay    and    Barra — Area    and     Rating 
Value  of  Vatersay,  Apr.  2S,  1053. 

White,  Mr.  L.  [Yorkshire,  E.R,  Buokrose] 
Coroners'  Inquests  Bill,  2b,,  Apr.  3,  863, 
865. 

White,  Mr.  P.  [Meath,  X.] 

Possextovra — Case    of    Miss    M.     Clarke, 

Apr.  1,  48L 
Prisons  —  Flogging    Regulations,   Apr.    1, 

485. 
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Whitehall 

Duke  of  Cambridge's  Statue,  Erection  of 
Lamps  near,  ])ropo8ed. 

Os,     Mr.  C.  E.  Price,  Apr.   2,  741  ; 
Mr.  Harcourt,  743. 

Whiteley,  Rt.  Hon.  G. — Parliamentary  Sec- 
retary of  the  jfrert^wry  [Yorkshire,  E.R., 
l^idsey] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Ajyr.  14, 

1000,  100  J,   1(M)2. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill — Govern- 
ment Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  14,  1003. 

Button's  Blackburn  Brewery  Reflotation — 
Personal  Explanation,  May  4,  1071- 
1674. 

Eafiter  Recess — Motion  for  Adjournment, 
Apr.  14,  1000,  1001. 

Elementary  Education  Bill,  Date  of  Pro- 
ceeding with,  Apr.  28 y  1224. 

Larceny  Bill  Second  Reading,  Cause  for 
Objection  to,  Apr.  28,  1100. 

Licensing  Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Apr.  14, 

1001,  1002,  1003. 

Prosecution  of  Offences  (Amendment) 
Bill,  Com.,  Apr.  1,  545,  546. 

Whittaker,  Sir  T.  P.  [Yorkshire,  \V.R., 
Spen  Valley] 

**  Coach  and  Horses  '*  Public-house,  Sale 
of  by  the  War  Office,  Apr.  30,  1475. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Apr.  29,  1281  ;  A])r.  30, 
1462-1484. 

Widnes  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Jiep.*  Apr.  14,  968. 
Con.*Mayl,\o2i). 

Wiles,  Mr.  T.  [Islington,  S] 

Cabs  at  Railway  Stations,  Petitions  as  to. 
Mar.  31,314. 

Post  Office — Departmental  Inquiry  into 
Classes  not  heard  before  Hobhousc 
Committee,  Result  of,  Apr.  28,  1097. 

Prisons— (^ise  of  E.  Taylor,  Apr.  28,  1091. 

Wilkie,  Mr.  A.  [Dundee] 

Dundee  Post  Office — Wages  of  Employees, 
Apr.2,i\ri. 

Williams,  Colonel  E.  [Dorset,  W.] 

Territorial  Force — p]stimate  of  Expenditure 
per  Man,  Apr.  28,  1052. 

Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord  [LincolDshire, 
Homcastle]. 

Small  Holdings,  Acquisition  of  Crown 
Lands  for.  May  4,  1633. 

Wilson,  Mr.  A.  S.  [Yorkshire,  E.K.,  Holder- 
ness] 
Civil   Servants*    Socialist   Society — Public 
Demonstration    at    Lambetn    Baths, 
Apr,  1, 500. 
'Easington    and    Kilnsea    Coast    Erosion, 
Measures  necessary  to  chock,  Apr.  29 
1243,  1244. 
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Moray  Firth,  Illegal  Trawling,  Pro[X)sal8 
for  Preventing,  Apr.  30,  1412. 

Post  Office  Regulations  as  to  Political 
Societies,  Apr.  29,  1248,  1249. 

\Vhaling  Industry  on  Irish  Coast,  By-laws 
as  to,  Apr.  2,  691. 

Wilson,  Mr.  T.  H.  [Middlesbrough] 

**  Baltic  Exchange" — Complaints  by  Crew, 
Mur.  30,  64. 

Wilson,  Mr.  W.  T.  [Lancashire,  S.E.,  West- 
houghton]. 

Liquor  Traffic — Compensation  paid  (1905- 
1907),  Apr.  14,  98o. 

Post  Office 

General  Post  Office,  Eastern  Central 
Section — Secret  Report  against 
Official,  ^pr--^»  1068. 

Sorter  in  East  Central  District,  Case 
of.  Mar.  30,  oO. 

WintertOn,  Earl  [Sussex,  Horsham] 

Aliens  Act — Statement  by  Mr.  Churchill, 
May  4,  165S. 

Army  Horses,  Scheme  for  Breeding,  Apr. 

29,  1237. 
Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Apr.  14, 

1003,  1004. 

Calcutta — Sentence  on  Boy  for  throwing 
Stone,^pr.  :?5,  1085. 

North  Camberwell  Radical  Club,  Allegations 
against  —  Case  of  R.  C.  Drummond, 
Apr.  30,  1400. 

Parliamentary  Relations  between  Lords  and 
Commons,  Legislative  Proposals  for 
dealing  with,  Apr.  28,  1104. 

Volunteer  Drill  Halls,  Proposals  for  taking 
over.  Apr.  1,  488. 

Wishaw  Burgh  Electricity,  etc.,  Bill. 

c.  Coti.*Apr.6,HSl. 
3n.*  Apr.  27,  1021. 

Wolverhampton 

(East)  Parliamentary  Election,  New  Writ 
issued,  Apr.  27,  1026. 

Teachers*  Examination — Cause  of  Failure 
of  Candidates. 
Q.  Mr.  Bottomley;    A,  Mr.  Rune:- 
man,.4pr.  3(?,  1409. 

Woodford 

Case  of  M.  Mahon. 

Qa,     Mr.  J.  Roche ;     As,     Mr.  Cherry, 
Apr,  6,  952. 

Woodlands 

School  Accommodation. 

Q.    Mr.   (Mough ;     A,    Mr.   Runciman 
^pr.2^,  1254. 

Woodlawn 

Ash  town  Explosion,  see  Glenaheiiy. 
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Woods  and  Forests,  C9nLmis8ioners  of 

Leases,  Com{>en8ation  for  Non-Renewal  of 
O.     Sir  R.  Oemer  ;    A.     Mr.  Runciman 
.Ipr.  i,  002. 


SESSION  1908.  [Woo— Yox 

Mar.  30— May  4. 

Wyndham,  Et.  Hon.  G.  [Dover] 

Irish  Universities  Bill,  Intro.,  Mar.  31,  395, 


Woolwich  Arsenal 

Ordnance    Store    Department — Wages  of 
Packers 

Q.     Mr.  Oooks  ;    .4.     Mr.  Haldane. 
Mar.  30.  59. 

1 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act 

Physical  Defects  in  Workmen — Effect  on 
Insurance  Schemes. 

Qh.     Mr.  C.  McArthur,  Mr.  Crooks ; 

.1^.     Mr.  H.  Samuel,  Apr.  30, 

1403. 

Women    affected    by    and    Proposals    for 

appointing  Women  Doctors  as  Medical 

Q.     Mr.    Stanger;      .4.     Mr.    Glad- 
stone, Apr.  28,  1092. 

Workmen's  Eviction  (Trade  Dispntes)  Bill 

c.  IR*,  Maj/  4,  1675. 

Wortley,  Et.  Hon.  C.  B.  S.  [Sheffield,  Hallam] 
Duke  of  York's  School,  Chebea  Site,  Dis- 
posal of,  .1  pr.  2,  737. 

Sheffield  Post  Office,  Expenditure  on  and 
Progress  made,  Apr.  2,  723. 

Territorial     Force — Sheffield     Volunteer 
Artillery,  Proposal  as  to,  Apr.  6,  904.^ 


Taclits 

Racing — Draft  Order  in  Conncil,  Presented 
Apr.  14,  965,  974. 

Yeomanry 

Conditions  of  joining  Territorial  Force. 
Qs.     Viscount     Helmsley ;         A  a.     Mr. 
Haldane,  Mar.  30,  81  ;  Apr.  6,  921. 
Q.     Colonel     I.     Philipps ;         A.     Mr. 
Haldane,  Apr.  1,  486. 

YorksMre,  West  Biding 

Licensed    Houses   closed. 

Q.     Mr.  Clough;     A.     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Apr.  14,  986.- 
New  Schools  projected. 

Q.     Mr.   Clough ;      ^.     Mr.   Runciman, 
Apr.  29,  1252. 

Younger  Mr.  G.  [Ayr  Burghs] 

Criminal  Procedure  Bill,  Proposals  as  to, 
Apr.  28,  1060. 

Irvine  Post  Office,  Decision  &»  to,  Apr.  3, 

812. 

Royal  Scottish  Museum,In  suranoe  against 
Fire,  Premium  for.  Mar.  30,  99. 

Yoxall,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Nottingham,  W.] 

Cyprus   Archbishopric,     Appointment   to. 
May  4,  1633, 

Russia— Case  of  Tchayskovsky,  Apr.  27. 
1026. 
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